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Organisms often swim through fluids that are spatially inhomogeneous. If the fluids are polymeric,
gradients in polymer concentration may lead to gradients in both fluid viscosity and elasticity. In
this letter, we present theoretical results for the dynamics of active particles, biological or other-
wise, swimming through spatially inhomogeneous viscoelastic fluids. We model the active particles
using the squirmer model, and show that spatial variations in fluid relaxation time lead to a novel
mechanism for reorientation and taxis in viscoelastic fluids, which we refer to as a form of durotaxis
in fluids.

Microorganisms and other active particles often swim
through inhomogeneous environments prevalent in na-
ture, such as gradients in chemical concentration, light,
nutrients, temperature or salinity. The particles often
respond to these inhomogeneities by exhibiting directed
motion (or taxis) along gradients. Well known types of
taxis include chemotaxis in chemical or nutrient gradients
[1, 2], phototaxis in light gradients [3], and rheotaxis in
fluid velocity gradients [4–8]. A thorough understand-
ing of taxis in inhomogeneous environments can even be
exploited to sort or organize the particle suspensions by
controlling the specific inhomogeneities the particles en-
counter [9–11].

Recent research has explored taxis due to inhomo-
geneities in the mechanical properties of fluid environ-
ments, such as viscosity and density. For instance, taxis
in fluid viscosity gradients, known as viscotaxis, was
found to be exhibited by organisms like the bacteria Lep-

tospira [12–14], Spiroplasma [15], E. coli [16], and the
green alga C. reinhardtii [16–18]. Viscosity gradients in
the mucus layer of the intestine are believed to deter-
mine spatial organization of the intestinal bacteria [19].
Algae were even observed to scatter like light when inter-
acting with sharp viscosity gradients [18]. These experi-
mental observations were largely captured by theoretical
efforts using different model active particles. Using a sim-
ple model, particles acted on by fixed thrust forces were
shown to display positive viscotaxis [20], conversely mod-
els that include the interaction of the propulsion mech-
anism with viscosity gradients tend to lead to negative
viscotaxis [21–23]. More generally, details about the ge-
ometry and propulsion strategy are important factors in
determining the direction of taxis [24] and energetic effi-
ciency of motion in viscosity gradients [25]. Recently, a
mechanism for taxis in fluid density gradients (or densi-
taxis) was also discovered. In that work, swimmers were
found to swim up, down or even normal to the density
gradients depending on the mode of propulsion [26], and
as a result, density gradients may aid or hinder the diel
vertical migration of organisms in the ocean.

In previous observations of viscotaxis, viscosity varia-
tions were often a result of spatial gradients in polymer
concentration [12–19]. However, changes in polymer con-
centration not only affect the fluid viscosity but can also
lead to changes in fluid memory. The increase in viscos-
ity with polymer concentration is well understood, but a
similar variation is also observed for the relaxation time
(or elastic modulus) [27–31]. Here we will show that spa-
tial variations in fluid relaxation time also lead to reori-
entation and taxis in viscoelastic fluids, which we refer
to as a form of durotaxis in fluids.

Durotaxis is well known in the context of cells crawling
on extracellular substrates with stiffness gradients. Since
its initial observation in fibroblasts [32], durotaxis has
been identified in various cell types and even in cell col-
lectives, where individual cells may not exhibit durotactic
behavior [33–35]. Given the prevalence of mechanical in-
homogeneities in animal bodies, durotaxis is speculated
to play a role in immune responses and disease progres-
sion. However, the durotaxis of swimming cells in vis-
coelastic fluids with spatial variations of elastic moduli
has not been previously reported. Research on swimming
in viscoelastic fluids has largely been confined to homoge-
neous fluids with constant viscosity and relaxation time
[36–40]. This extensive body of work has revealed how
particle speed, power expenditure, efficiency, and swim-
ming gait are affected by swimming in such homogeneous
viscoelastic environments. But inhomogeneities in fluid
properties can arise due to variations in polymer concen-
tration and this will necessarily change swimmer dynam-
ics due to hydrodynamic interactions with the surround-
ing fluid. In this letter, we will show that by considering
spatial variations in fluid polymer concentration, we not
only capture novel durotactic dynamics but also recover
viscotaxis in inelastic fluids and locomotion in homoge-
neous viscoelastic fluids as special cases.

We consider here an active particle swimming through
an inhomogeneous non-Newtonian fluid (see Fig. 1 for
a schematic). The inhomogeneity refers to spatial vari-
ations in polymer concentration within the fluid c (x),
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FIG. 1. Schematic of an active particle swimming through
gradients in the polymeric contribution to viscosity (∇ηp) and
relaxation time (∇λ).

which in turn manifest as the variations in zero shear-
rate polymer viscosity ηp (x) and relaxation time λ (x).
These variations usually occur over length scales much
larger than the particle, hence over the scale of small-
sized particles considered here, we assume that the vis-
cosity and relaxation time vary linearly

∇ηp
ηp∞

=
1

Lη
d,

∇λ

λ∞
=

1

Lλ
d. (1)

Here d is the gradient direction, ηp∞ and λ∞ are the
reference values chosen near the particle, while Lη and Lλ

are the length scales over which viscosity and relaxation
time vary. These length scales are related since they are
both ultimately governed by the length scale over which
polymer concentration is varying, however, for complete
generality (and clarity) we treat them as distinct.
Neglecting fluid inertia, the incompressible flow in-

duced by the particle satisfies the continuity equation
and the Cauchy’s equations of motion

∇ · u = 0, (2)

∇ · σ = 0, (3)

where u is the velocity field and σ is the stress ten-
sor. The stress can be written as σ = −pI + ηsγ̇ + τp,
where p is the pressure, ηs is the solvent viscosity, γ̇ =
∇u+(∇u)

⊤
is twice the strain-rate tensor, and τp is the

polymeric stress. We use the Giesekus model to describe
the polymer contribution to the stress [41]

τp + λ (x)
▽

τ p + α
λ (x)

ηp (x)
τp · τp = ηp (x) γ̇, (4)

where ▽ denotes the upper-convected time derivative.
The mobility factor α that takes values between 0 and
1/2 is related to the anisotropic Brownian motion or the
anisotropic hydrodynamic drag acting on the individual
polymer molecules. The Giesekus model can be derived

from molecular concepts [42], and has also been shown to
capture experimental observations [43, 44]. This model
reduces to the Oldroyd-B model when α = 0, and to the
upper-convected Maxwell model when α = 0 and ηs = 0.
For boundary conditions, we assume the velocity field

decays to zero far from the particle

u → 0 as r = |r| → ∞, (5)

where r = x−xc and xc denotes the position of center of
the particle. The active particle swims with an unknown
translational velocity U and angular velocity Ω due to
its activity manifesting as some prescribed velocity on its
surface us. The boundary condition on the surface of the
particle (∂B) is therefore

u (x ∈ ∂B) = U+Ω× r+ us. (6)

We use the spherical squirmer model to describe the ac-
tive particle. The squirmer model is appropriate for cili-
ated organisms like Paramecium and Opalina that propel
by synchronously beating the many cilia covering their
surfaces. In this model, we fix the shape of swimmer
as a sphere and represent activity through a prescribed
effective slip velocity on the surface of squirmer [45–47]

us = −
∞
∑

n=1

2

n (n+ 1)
BnP

′
n (p · n)p · (I− nn) . (7)

Here the coefficients Bn are called the squirming modes,
p is the particle orientation, n is an outward pointing
unit normal to the surface of squirmer, Pn is the Legen-
dre polynomial of degree n, and P ′

n (x) = d
dxPn (x). In

homogeneous Newtonian fluids, the B1 mode solely de-
termines the swim speed, and here we assume B1 > 0,
while the B2 mode determines the far-field force-dipole
representation of the particle [48]. The sign of B2 can
be used to distinguish among three types of swimmers.
Pullers like C. reinhardtii with B2 > 0 swim by gen-
erating impetus in the front, pushers like E. coli with
B2 < 0 propel by exerting impetus in the back, while
neutral swimmers like Volvox carteri with B2 = 0 gener-
ate impetus symmetrically in both front and back, hence
their flow is higher order. Here we only consider the first
two squirming modes to analyze the locomotion in inho-
mogeneous non-Newtonian fluids, as has been a common
practice in the literature on the swimming in homoge-
neous non-Newtonian fluids [49–54] or at finite inertia
[55–57].
We also neglect particle inertia, so the net force and

torque acting on the particle vanish,

F+ Fext = 0, L+ Lext = 0. (8)

The hydrodynamic force and torque on the particle due
to the flow it induces are

F =

∫

∂B

n · σ dS, L =

∫

∂B

r× (n · σ) dS, (9)
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while external forces and torques, due to buoyancy or
bottom-heavyness for instance, are denoted Fext, and
Lext.
The velocity of an active particle in a non-Newtonian

fluid (homogeneous or otherwise) has been derived via
the reciprocal theorem as [58]

U = R̂
−1

FU
· (Fext + Fs + FNN ) , (10)

where U = [U Ω]
T

is a six-dimensional vector contain-
ing both translational and rotational velocities. Similarly
F = [F L]

T
contains both force and torque, while R̂FU

is a (6× 6) resistance tensor associated with a passive
spherical particle in a homogeneous Newtonian fluid of
viscosity ηs + ηp∞.
The propulsive force and torque generated by the par-

ticle, in a homogeneous Newtonian fluid of the same vis-
cosity, is

Fs =

∫

∂B

us ·
(

n · T̂U

)

dS. (11)

All effects of inhomogeneity and the viscoelasticity of
the suspending fluid are captured through the additional
force and torque

FNN = −

∫

V

τNN : ÊU dV, (12)

where τNN = τp − ηp∞γ̇ and V denotes the entire fluid

volume. The tensors T̂U and ÊU are linear operators that
give the stress σ̂ = T̂U · Û and twice the strain rate ˆ̇γ =
2ÊU · Û for the flow induced by a passive sphere moving
with velocity Û in a homogeneous Newtonian fluid of
viscosity ηs + ηp∞.
Using the particle radius, a, and the particle speed in

a homogeneous Newtonian fluid, UN = 2B1/3, as char-
acteristic scales, we find that the particle velocity in in-
homogeneous non-Newtonian fluids is governed by three
dimensionless numbers: the relative viscosity variations
across the particle, εη = a/Lη; the relative relaxation
time changes across the particle, ελ = a/Lλ; and the
Deborah number, De = λ∞UN/a, measuring the ratio of
relaxation time to the time scale of swimming. We also
introduce the partition parameter β∞ = ηp∞/(ηs+ηp∞),
which delineates the fraction of the viscosity due to ad-
dition of polymers in a homogeneous viscoelastic fluid.
Since the viscosity and relaxation time vary over large
length scales compared to particle, εη ≪ 1, and ελ ≪ 1.
The relaxation time for biofilms, mucus and other com-
monly used fluids in experiments ranges from 0.4− 103 s
[39, 59–63], and the time scale of swimming ranges from
0.1−1 s, hence Deborah numbers can range from 0.4−104.
Here we focus on small Deborah numbers, corresponding
to swimming in weakly non-Newtonian fluids and calcu-
late the leading order changes due to spatial variation in
fluid elasticity.

Given that De, ελ, and εη are all much less than
1, we expand the velocity and stress fields, as well as
the particle velocity, in a regular perturbation in these
small parameters. Hence we write any variable f as
f = f0 +De f100 + ελ f010 + εη f001 + · · · . We note that
the integrals in FNN at different orders of perturbation
yield finite values, as opposed to diverging integrals that
would indicate a non-regular (or singular) perturbation
[26].
Passive particles.—We consider first a passive sphere

(us = 0, Fs = 0) towed with a fixed velocity U. The
sphere experiences a net hydrodynamic force and torque
in an inhomogeneous Giesekus fluid that can be written
as a correction to that in a homogeneous Newtonian fluid
F0. Specifically, F = F0+FNN , where to the leading order
in De, εη, and ελ, the correction FNN is simply a sum
of corrections in homogeneous Giesekus fluid (FNN∞

),
viscosity gradients (Fη), and stiffness gradients (Fλ)

FNN = FNN∞
+ Fη + Fλ. (13)

The additional force and torque in a homogeneous
Giesekus (or Oldroyd-B) fluid is well characterized [64–
70], with the recent works revealing the coupling between
force and rotation [71, 72]. Similar forces and torques due
to viscosity gradients have only recently been found [21]

Fη = − 6πa (ηp (xc)− ηp∞)U+ 2πa3∇ηp ×Ω, (14)

Lη = − 8πa3 (ηp (xc)− ηp∞)Ω− 2πa3∇ηp ×U, (15)

where ηp (xc) is the polymer viscosity at center of the
particle. The viscosity gradients introduce a coupling
between force-rotation (or torque-translation) which is
absent for spheres in homogeneous fluids. The additional
force and torque in stiffness gradients are

Fλ =
3πηp∞a

20

(

2(2 + α)a2ΩΩ− (7 + 5α)UU
)

· ∇λ

+
3πηp∞a

40

(

−8(2 + α)a2 |Ω|
2
+ (3− 5α) |U|

2
)

∇λ,

(16)

Lλ =
πηp∞a3

10
(19 + 3α) (U ·Ω)∇λ

+
3πηp∞a3

20
((1 + 2α)UΩ− (39 + 8α)ΩU) · ∇λ.

(17)

The stiffness gradients introduce an asymmetric coupling
between force-rotation (or torque-translation): a particle
that is translating but not rotating does not experience
a torque in stiffness gradients, while a purely rotating
particle can experience a force.
Active particles.—We now consider active particles

(us 6= 0). Biological swimming microorganisms are often
neutrally buoyant, and so we assume here that the net
buoyant force and torque acting on the active particles is
zero. With no inertia and no external force, the hydrody-
namic force or torque on the particle must be zero. Using
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Eq. (10), the translational velocity in an inhomogeneous
Giesekus fluid is to the first order in De, ελ and εη

U = UN −
2B1B2

15a
λ∞β∞ (1− α)p

−
aB2

5
β∞ (I− 3pp) · ∇

(

ηp
ηp∞

)

, (18)

where UN = UNp. The correction to the velocity in
homogeneous Newtonian fluid is simply a sum of correc-
tions found previously in homogeneous viscoelastic flu-
ids [73–75] (we’ll denote this correction as UNN∞

) and
in a Newtonian fluid with viscosity gradients [21]. The
stiffness or relaxation time gradients do not affect the
translational velocity to the first order. In both cases the
corrections to the translational velocity are linear in the
dipolar squirming mode, meaning the pullers are slower
in viscoelastic fluids, and when swimming down viscosity
gradients (while the opposite is true for pushers). Neu-
tral swimmers on the other had swim at the same speed
as in homogeneous Newtonian fluids.
Similarly, the rotation is to the leading order in De, ελ

and εη

Ω = −
1

2
UN × β∞∇

(

ηp
ηp∞

)

+
B1B2

6a
λ∞β∞

(

2

5
− α

)

p×∇

(

λ

λ∞

)

. (19)

The rotation has the usual viscotaxis term proportional
to ∇ηp [21]. In viscosity gradients, pullers, pushers, and
neutral swimmers all rotate to swim down the gradients
or display negative viscotaxis. Additionally, the rotation
has a new durotaxis term proportional to ∇λ. Consider-
ing α = 0 to eliminate any shear-thinning effects, we see
that in stiffness gradients, pullers rotate to swim up the
gradients or display positive durotaxis. Pushers do oppo-
site by swimming down the gradients or display negative
durotaxis. Neutral swimmers are unaffected by stiffness
gradients to the leading order in De, ελ, and εη. These
changes can be simply understood by noting that the
polymeric stresses that cause pushers to speed up and
pullers to slow down in homogeneous viscoelastic fluids
[50], are unbalanced (left/right) when there is a gradient
in the elastic modulus of the fluid causing a rotation of
the particle until it is aligned with the gradient; in fact,
the correction in (19) can be simply written, using the
results from (18), as

Ω = −
1

2
UN × β∞∇

(

ηp
ηp∞

)

− c
1

2
UNN∞

×∇

(

λ

λ∞

)

,

(20)

where the constant c = (5/2)(2/5 − α)/(1 − α) simply
depends on the shear-thinning parameter and c = 1 when
α = 0.

Overall, the particle rotation and the equilibrium
orientation in an inhomogeneous viscoelastic fluid de-
pends on the squirming ratio B2/B1 and the competi-
tion between durotaxis and viscotaxis which scales as
(B2/B1)DeLη/Lλ and if we assume these length scales
and mode magnitudes are commensurate then it simply
scales as De. In effect, durotaxis in viscoelastic fluids is
significant at high Deborah numbers, a regime common
for microorganisms [76]. Since both viscosity and stiff-
ness gradients point in the same direction, pushers and
neutral swimmers always rotate to swim down the gradi-
ents. Pullers on the other hand will swim up gradients if
(3/4)(2/5− α)(B2/B1)(Lη/Lλ)De > 1.

Durotaxis occurs over a timescale τ ∼
20

3|B2/B1|
1

Deελ
a

UN

. Assuming |B2/B1| ∼ O (1) [23],

and De and ελ to be as large as 0.1 for our asymptotic
analysis to hold, we get that τ ∼

(

102 − 103
)

a
UN

. As
particles can swim at 1 − 10 times their body length
per second, we get τ ∼ 10 − 103 s. Durotaxis exceeds
over rotary Brownian diffusion, τ−1

R ≡ DR = kBT
8πηsa3 ,

provided τ < τR, where kB is the Boltzmann constant
and T is the absolute temperature. Using properties
of water, τ < τR gives a > 5µm. Hence the impact
of fluctuations decreases as particle size increases and
becomes significant for particles smaller than 5µm.
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