arXiv:2109.02321v2 [cond-mat.soft] 13 Nov 2021

Hydrodynamic lift of a two-dimensional liquid domain with odd viscosity

Yuto Hosaka,^{1, ∗} Shigeyuki Komura,^{1, 2, 3, †} and David Andelman^{4, ‡} 1Department of Chemistry, Graduate School of Science, Tokyo Metropolitan University, Tokyo 192-0397, Japan 2Wenzhou Institute, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Wenzhou, Zhejiang 325001, China 3Oujiang Laboratory, Wenzhou, Zhejiang 325000, China 4Raymond and Beverly Sackler School of Physics and Astronomy, Tel Aviv University, Ramat Aviv, Tel Aviv 69978, Israel

We discuss hydrodynamic forces acting on a two-dimensional liquid domain that moves laterally within a supported fluid membrane in the presence of odd viscosity. Since active rotating proteins can accumulate inside the domain, we focus on the difference in odd viscosity between the inside and outside of the domain. Taking into account the momentum leakage from a two-dimensional incompressible fluid to the underlying substrate, we analytically obtain the fluid flow induced by the lateral domain motion, and calculate the drag and lift forces acting on the moving liquid domain. In contrast to the passive case without odd viscosity, the lateral lift arises in the active case only when the in/out odd viscosities are different. The in/out contrast in the odd viscosity leads to nonreciprocal hydrodynamic responses of an active liquid domain.

I. INTRODUCTION

Biological membranes play an important role in various life-sustaining processes such as the transportation of materials or the reaction between chemical species, which are essential for cellular metabolism and homeostasis [1]. Biomembranes are composed of two layers of lipid molecules, cholesterol, and various types of proteins that can move laterally due to the membrane fluidity [2]. Since lipid bilayers are extremely thin, as compared to their lateral size, they have been modeled as two-dimensional (2D) fluids, and their transport properties have been investigated both theoretically and experimentally. For instance, the drag coefficient of a disk-like domain (protein) moving in a 2D fluid sheet has been studied for various membrane geometries [3–6]. Using fluorescence correlation spectroscopy, Ramadurai et al. measured the lateral mobility of proteins in lipid bilayers and confirmed a logarithmic dependence of the mobility on the protein size in agreement with predictions [7].

In an actual biological environment, the presence of active protein molecules plays an important role because they induce nonequilibrium hydrodynamic effects to the surrounding fluid [8–11]. For example, there are active rotating proteins such as ion pumps, that allow materials to pass through the membrane [12, 13]. Their inherent nonequilibrium nature due to continuous energy consumption violates the time-reversal symmetry and drives the membrane into out-of-equilibrium situations [14]. In addition, rotating proteins further break the parity symmetry because of their unidirectional motion, so that the membrane with autonomous rotors can be viewed as an active chiral system [15–18]. Moreover, active proteins

∗ yutohosaka24653@gmail.com † komura@wiucas.ac.cn ‡ andelman@tauex.tau.ac.il

are often inhomogeneously distributed in the membrane to form active protein-rich domains that are called lipid rafts [19–21]. Due to the presence of such condensed active rotor proteins, biomembranes can be regarded as a heterogeneous active chiral fluid rather than just a uniform and passive 2D fluid.

Active chiral fluids are generally characterized by a peculiar rheological property called odd viscosity [22], which accounts for the fluid flow perpendicular to the velocity gradient and does not contribute to energy dissipation. It is known that odd viscosity gives rise to anomalous hydrodynamic phenomena such as surface waves [23] or topological edge modes [24–26] at fluid boundaries. Furthermore, it leads to an instability of a viscous film [27, 28] and asymmetric mobility [29]. In an incompressible fluid, however, the odd viscosity can be absorbed into the hydrostatic pressure term [17, 22] and does not affect the flow profile [30, 31]. To clearly see the odd viscosity effect, one should include either the violation of the incompressibility condition or the appropriate boundaries in 2D fluids [29, 30].

To reveal the odd viscosity effect, the hydrodynamic forces acting on various objects have been studied in the presence of odd viscosity [29–32]. For a laterally moving rigid disk, it was found that odd viscosity causes a hydrodynamic lift force for a compressible 2D fluid [29]. Moreover, odd viscosity is responsible for the torque acting on objects with time-varying area such as an expanding bubble with a no-stress boundary condition [30– 32]. From the experimental point of view, odd viscosity was measured for a fluid consisting of self-spinning particles [33, 34]. Although odd viscosity may exist in biological systems [17, 35], hydrodynamic responses in heterogeneous active chiral fluids have not been discussed and the role of odd viscosity in biomembranes remains largely unexplored.

In this paper, we discuss the hydrodynamic forces acting on a circular liquid domain that moves laterally in a supported membrane in the presence of odd viscosity [22]. To investigate active heterogeneous structures relevant to lipid rafts in biomembranes, we consider a situation where the odd viscosity is different between the inside and outside of the liquid domain. Taking into account the momentum leakage from the 2D fluid to the underlying substrate [6, 36–41], we analytically obtain the velocity field induced by the domain motion and discuss its dependence on the odd viscosity difference. We then calculate the drag and lift forces acting on a moving liquid domain. We show that a dissipationless lift force acting on the domain emerges when only the odd viscosity difference is present, while it vanishes when the odd viscosity is uniform in space. We further obtain various limiting expressions of the drag and lift coefficients for small and large domain sizes, which deviate from those obtained for the passive case [6].

In the next section, we introduce the hydrodynamic equations for a 2D active chiral fluid with momentum decay and show a general solution in the presence of odd viscosity. In Sec. III, we obtain the velocity field and stress tensor needed to investigate the flow profile induced by the domain motion. In Sec. IV, we calculate the hydrodynamic drag and lift forces acting on the liquid domain and examine their limiting expressions, either by changing the domain size or odd viscosity difference. Finally, a summary and some further discussions are given in Sec. V.

II. 2D HYDRODYNAMIC EQUATIONS WITH MOMENTUM DECAY

Biological membranes are formed as condensed lipid molecules with very small area compressibility [42] and they have been modeled as incompressible fluids [3–5]. For an incompressible 2D fluid in which momentum is strictly conserved, one cannot obtain a linear relation between the velocity and viscous force acting on an embedded object. This is the well-known Stokes’ paradox [43, 44]. One way to circumvent this problem is to introduce a momentum decay mechanism in the 2D fluid [5, 6]. Such a momentum leakage occurs, for example, due to the friction between the supported membrane and the underlying rigid substrate [45], as shown in Fig. 1.

Let us denote any 2D vector by r = (x, y) and the 2D velocity by v(r). The steady-state linearized hydrodynamic equation for an active chiral fluid in the low Reynolds number limit can be written as [6, 36–41]

∇ · σ − λv = 0. (1)

Here, ∇ = (∂_x, ∂_y) stands for the 2D gradient operator, σ is the 2D fluid stress tensor as given below in Eq. (3), and λ is the friction parameter accounting for the momentum decay (see also Sec. V later for an estimate of λ). In addition, we assume that the 2D fluid is incompressible

FIG. 1. Schematic drawing of a fluid membrane (blue), which is flat, thin, incompressible, and supported by a rigid substrate (brown). The membrane has a 2D even (shear) viscosity η, odd viscosity ηo, and friction parameter λ. A circular liquid domain (yellow) of radius R has a 2D even (shear) viscosity η^′, odd viscosity η^′_o, and friction parameter λ^′. The odd viscosity reflects the presence of active rotor proteins (green) within the membrane that accumulate inside the liquid domain. Hence, in general, ηo can be different from η^′_o. The liquid domain that moves laterally with a velocity U = (−U, 0) experiences a hydrodynamic force F = (Fx, Fy ), where Fx and Fy are the drag and lateral lift forces, respectively.

satisfying the condition:

∇ · v = 0. (2)

The Stokes’ paradox can be eliminated in the presence of the momentum decay mechanism, and one can consistently solve the above hydrodynamic equations under appropriate boundary conditions.

For an incompressible 2D fluid with odd viscosity, the stress tensor is given by [17, 29, 46]

σ_{ij} = −pδ_{ij} + η (∂_j v_i + ∂_iv_j ) + 1 2 η_o ( ∂_j v^∗_i + ∂_iv^∗_j + ∂^∗_j v_i + ∂^∗_i v_j ) , (3)

where p is the 2D hydrostatic pressure with δ_{ij} being the Kronecker delta, η and η_o are the 2D even (shear) and odd viscosities, respectively, and v^∗_i = ϵ_{ij} v_j and ∂^∗_i = ϵ_{ij} ∂_j with ϵ_{ij} being the 2D Levi-Civita antisymmetric tensor (ϵ_{xx} = ϵ_{yy} = 0 and ϵ_{xy} = −ϵ_{yx} = 1). Hence, the vector v^∗ is obtained by rotating v by π/2 in a clockwise direction.

In our work, we do not specify the microscopic origin of odd viscosity, but it can be attributed, for example, to self-spinning objects representing active rotor proteins [17, 35]. Their continuous energy consumption and autonomous rotation break both time-reversal and parity symmetries, giving rise to odd viscosity in a 2D fluid with active rotor proteins. Although even viscosity η is always positive, odd viscosity η_o can be either positive or negative depending on the protein rotational direction. Substituting Eq. (3) into Eq. (1), we obtain the 2D hydrodynamic equation as

−∇p + η∇^2v + η_o∇^2v^∗ − λv = 0, (4)

together with the incompressibility condition of Eq. (2).

Within an infinitely extended 2D fluid characterized by η, η_o, and λ, we consider now a circular liquid domain of radius R having a 2D even (shear) viscosity η^′ and friction parameter λ^′ [6], as schematically presented in Fig. 1. Moreover, we assume that the fluid inside the domain has an odd viscosity η^′_o that can be different from η_o. The difference in the odd viscosities, η_o ≠ η^′_o, reflects the fact that active rotor proteins can accumulate and have a denser concentration in the liquid domain [19]. In general, both η_o and η^′_o can be either positive or negative. Notice that the domain perimeter is assumed to be impermeable, so that the fluids inside and outside the domain do not mix with each other [6]. In addition, we assume that the deformation of the circular liquid domain can be neglected. This is justified when the line tension at the domain boundary is large enough compared to the viscous force [6, 44].

Throughout this work, we adopt the notation convention that quantities with prime refer to those inside the domain, while quantities without prime correspond to those outside the domain. Any 2D fluid velocity can be expressed as the sum of a gradient of a scalar potential ϕ and a curl of a vector potential A = (0, 0, A), where the z-component, A, corresponds to the stream function [6, 43]. Then, the 2D velocities outside/inside the domain are expressed as

v = −∇ϕ + ∇ × A, v^′ = −∇ϕ^′ + ∇ × A^′. (5)

Substituting Eq. (5) into Eq. (2), we obtain

∇^2ϕ = 0, ∇^2ϕ^′ = 0, (6)

which are the 2D Laplace equations.

One can also show that Eq. (4) is satisfied if the outside/inside pressures are given by

p = ηκ^2ϕ − η_oκ^2A, p^′ = η^′κ^{′2}ϕ^′ − η^′_oκ^{′2}A^′, (7)

while A and A^′ obey the 2D Helmholtz equations:

(∇^2 − κ^2)A = 0, (∇^2 − κ^{′2})A^′ = 0. (8)

Here, we have defined the inverse hydrodynamic screening lengths for the outside/inside fluids as κ = (λ/η)^{1/2} and κ^′ = (λ^′/η^′)^{1/2}. As seen in Eq. (7), the effect of odd viscosity can be taken into account through the modified pressure [17, 22, 30, 32], reflecting the fact that the odd viscosity does not contribute to the dissipation. In the next section, we shall derive the solutions to Eqs. (6) and (8) under the appropriate boundary conditions for a laterally moving liquid domain.

III. THE VELOCITY FIELD OF A MOVING LIQUID DOMAIN

A. Velocity and stress tensor

For convenience, we use the 2D polar coordinates (r, θ) defined by x = r cos θ and y = r sin θ with the origin fixed at the domain center. First, we consider the region outside the domain (r > R). Under the condition that the velocity and pressure vanish at large distances r → ∞, we write down the solutions to Eqs. (6) and (8) as follows: ϕ = C_1 r cos θ +

C_3 r sin θ, (9)

A = C_2K_1(κr) sin θ + C_4K_1(κr) cos θ. (10)

Here, C_1, · · · , C_4 are unknown coefficients that will be determined from the boundary conditions, and K_1(z) is the first-order modified Bessel function of the second kind [47].

From Eq. (5), the radial and tangential components of the velocity for r > R are given by

v_r = [ C_3 r^2 − C_4 r K_1(κr) ] sin θ + [ C_1 r^2 + C_2 r K_1(κr) ] cos θ, (11) and v_θ = [ C_1 r^2

+ C_2κK_0(κr) +

C_2 r K_1(κr) ] sin θ + [ − C_3 r^2

+ C_4κK_0(κr) +

C_4 r K_1(κr) ] cos θ, (12)

respectively. Then, with the use of Eq. (3), the two components of the stress tensor can be obtained as σ_{rr} = − [ η ( 4C_3 r^3 + C_3κ^2 r − 2C_4κ r K_2(κr) )

+η_o ( 4C_1 r^3 + 2C_2κ r K_2(κr) )] sin θ − [ η ( 4C_1 r^3 + C_1κ^2 r + 2C_2κ r K_2(κr) )

+η_o ( − 4C_3 r^3 + 2C_4κ r K_2(κr) )] cos θ, (13) and σ_{rθ} = − [ η ( 4C_1 r^3

+ C_2κ^2K_1(κr) +

2C_2κ r K_2(κr) )

+η_o ( − 4C_3 r^3 + 2C_4κ r K_2(κr) )] sin θ − [ η ( − 4C_3 r^3 + 2C_4κ r K_2(κr) + C_4κ^2K_1(κr) )

+η_o ( − 4C_1 r^3 − 2C_2κ r K_2(κr) )] cos θ. (14)

Inside the domain (r < R), on the other hand, the solutions to Eqs. (6) and (8) under the condition that they are finite at the origin (r = 0) are given by

ϕ^′ = C^′_1r cos θ + C^′_3r sin θ, (15)

A^′ = C^′_2I_1 (κ^′r) sin θ + C^′_4I_1 (κ^′r) cos θ. (16)

Here, C^′_1, · · · , C^′_4 are the other unknown coefficients, and I_1(z) is the first-order modified Bessel function of the first kind [47]. Although the general solutions to Eqs. (6) and (8) for ϕ, ϕ^′, A, and A^′ can be expressed as a series expansion in terms of r and θ, we have kept only the smallest number of terms satisfying the boundary conditions that will be discussed in the next subsection.

Then, the corresponding radial and tangential components of the velocity for r < R become

v^′_r = [ −C^′_3 − C^′_4 r I_1(κ^′r) ] sin θ − [ C^′_1 −

C^′_2 r I_1(κ^′r) ] cos θ, (17) and v^′_θ = [ C^′_1 − C^′_2κ^′I_0(κ^′r) +

C^′_2 r I_1(κ^′r) ] sin θ + [ −C^′_3 − C^′_4κ^′I_0(κ^′r) +

C^′_4 r I_1(κ^′r) ] cos θ, (18)

respectively, and the two components of the stress tensor are given by σ^′_{rr} = − [ η^′ ( C^′_3κ^{′2}r +

2C^′_4κ^′ r I_2(κ^′r) )

−η^′_o 2C^′_2κ^′ r I_2(κ^′r) ] sin θ − [ η^′ ( C^′_1κ^{′2}r −

2C^′_2κ^′ r I_2(κ^′r) )

−η^′_o 2C^′_4κ^′ r I_2(κ^′r) ] cos θ, (19) and σ^′_{rθ} = − [ η^′C^′_2 ( κ^{′2}I_1(κ^′r) − 2κ^′ r I_0(κ^′r) + 4 r^2

I_1(κ^′r) )

+η^′_oC^′_4 ( − 2κ^′ r I_0(κ^′r) + 4 r^2

I_1(κ^′r) )] sin θ − [ η^′C^′_4 ( − 2κ^′ r I_0(κ^′r) + κ^{′2}I_1(κ^′r) + 4 r^2

I_1(κ^′r) )

+η^′_oC^′_2 ( 2κ^′ r I_0(κ^′r) − 4 r^2

I_1(κ^′r) )] cos θ. (20)

These velocities and stress tensor components for the inside and outside of the domain should be connected through the appropriate boundary conditions at the domain perimeter.

B. Boundary conditions at the liquid domain perimeter

As mentioned in the previous section, we consider the situation in which the liquid domain is laterally moving with a constant velocity U = (−U, 0). At r = R, the radial component of the fluid velocity should be equal to the domain velocity, while the tangential components of the fluid velocity and the stress tensor should be continuous [6, 44]. These conditions are written as

v_r = −U cos θ, (21) v^′_r = −U cos θ, (22) v_θ = v^′_θ, (23) σ_{rθ} = σ^′_{rθ}. (24)

Since we consider the circular liquid domain without deformation, there exists a finite line tension at the domain boundary, which dominates over a viscous force. The line tension gives rise to the 2D Laplace pressure at the domain perimeter, so that the normal stress condition inside and outside the domain is automatically satisfied [6, 44]. Hence, one does not need the condition, σ_{rr} = σ^′_{rr}, in addition to Eqs. (21)-(24). Using the above boundary conditions, we can determine the eight coefficients C_1, · · · , C_4, C^′_1, · · · , C^′_4, whose explicit expressions are provided in Appendix A. Since each of Eqs. (21)- (24) includes both sin θ and cos θ that are orthogonal to each other, one boundary condition provides two constraints. Therefore, the four boundary conditions lead to eight constraints that are sufficient to determine the eight unknown coefficients.

Notice that for the passive case without odd viscosity (η_o = η^′_o = 0), the coefficients, C_3, C_4, C^′_3, and C^′_4, in Eqs. (9), (10), (15), and (16) are not required to satisfy the boundary conditions of Eqs. (21)-(24) [6]. This is because the odd viscosity contributes to the fluid stress perpendicular to the velocity gradient, as can be recognized in Eq. (3). More details on the passive case will be summarized in Appendix B.

C. Flow profile

Having fixed all the coefficients in Eqs. (11), (12), (17), and (18), we proceed by investigating the fluid flow induced by the lateral translational motion of the liquid domain. For the sake of simplicity, we assume η = η^′ and λ = λ^′ (or equivalently κ = κ^′). In Fig. 2, the velocity field v−U is plotted for (a) η_o = η^′_o = η (uniform odd viscosity), (b) η_o = η and η^′_o = 0 (vanishing odd viscosity inside the domain), and (c) η_o = 0 and η^′_o = η (vanishing odd viscosity outside the domain). In Fig. 3, we also plot v − U for (a) η_o = −η^′_o = η and (b) −η_o = η^′_o = η. In these plots, the domain size is fixed to κR = 0.1 (circular black line).

When the odd viscosity is spatially uniform (η_o = η^′_o), as in Fig. 2(a), we see that the flow streamlines induced by the domain motion are symmetric with respect to the direction of motion. Such a symmetric profile is also seen for the passive case in which odd viscosity does not exist [6]. When η_o ≠ η^′_o, as in Figs. 2(b) and 2(c), the flow inside the domain is rotated with respect to the x-axis

FIG. 2. Streamlines (black arrows) of the fluid velocity, v − U, as a function of κx and κy when (a) ηo = η^′_o = η (uniform odd viscosity), (b) ηo = η and η^′_o = 0 (vanishing odd viscosity inside the domain), and (c) ηo = 0 and η^′_o = η (vanishing odd viscosity outside the domain) [see Eqs. (11), (12), (17), and (18)]. The green (light gray) region represents fluids with nonvanishing odd viscosity, while the white region represents vanishing odd viscosity. We also have chosen η = η^′, λ = λ^′, and ϵ = κR = 0.1. The domain moves laterally in the negative x-direction with a velocity U = (−U, 0). The circular black line represents the domain perimeter.

and the above symmetry breaks down. When η_o/η^′_o < 0, as in Fig. 3, the flow inside the domain is more rotated compared to Figs. 2(b) and 2(c). This implies that the negative odd viscosity enhances the rotation in the flow field. Figure 2(c) is relevant to a lipid domain enriched with active rotor proteins, while Fig. 3 represents active proteins rotating oppositely inside and outside the domain. In the next section, we show that such a flow-field asymmetry leads to a lateral lift force acting on the domain.

IV. HYDRODYNAMIC FORCES ACTING ON A MOVING LIQUID DOMAIN

A. Drag and lift forces

For a liquid domain laterally moving with a velocity U = (−U, 0), the forces acting in the x- and y- directions, F = (F_x, F_y), are given by [6, 44]

F_x = R ∫_{2π} 0 dθ (σ_{rr} cos θ − σ_{rθ} sin θ) = πη(κR)^2 [ − C_1 R^2 + C_2K_1(κR) R ] , (25) and F_y = R ∫_{2π} 0 dθ (σ_{rr} sin θ + σ_{rθ} cos θ) = −πη(κR)^2 [ C_3 R^2 + C_4K_1(κR) R ] , (26)

respectively. In the above, the already determined coefficients C_1, · · · , C_4 are substituted as given in Appendix A. In addition, the full expressions of F_x and F_y are also given in Appendix A.

FIG. 3. Streamlines (black arrows) of the fluid velocity, v − U, as a function of κx and κy when (a) ηo = −η^′_o = η and (b) −ηo = η^′_o = η [see the caption of Fig. 2 for the other conditions]. The green (light gray) region represents fluids with positive odd viscosity, while the blue (gray) region represents negative odd viscosity.

For the sake of simplicity, we consider as before the case η = η^′ and λ = λ^′ (or equivalently κ = κ^′) in Eqs. (25) and (26). We introduce a dimensionless domain radius, ϵ ≡ κR, and the arguments of the modified Bessel functions are omitted as in K_n = K_n(ϵ) and I_n = I_n(ϵ) to keep the notations more compact. Then, the expressions for the drag coefficient Γ_‖ = F_x/U and the lateral lift coefficient Γ_⊥ = F_y /U become

Γ_‖ 4πη = ϵ^2 4 + ϵK_1 K_0 [ 1 − ϵ^2(K_0I_1 + K_1I_2)K_1I_2 ϵ^2(K_0I_1 + K_1I_2)^2 + 4(δK_0I_2)^2 ] , (27) and Γ_⊥ 4πη = 2δ(ϵK_1I_2)^2 ϵ^2(K_0I_1 + K_1I_2)^2 + 4(δK_0I_2)^2

. (28)

In the above, we have introduced the dimensionless difference in odd viscosity, δ, between the inside and outside

FIG. 4. Plots of (a) the rescaled drag coefficient Γ_‖ and (b) the rescaled lift coefficient Γ_⊥ as a function of the rescaled domain radius ϵ = κR for various values of the odd viscosity difference δ = (ηo −η^′_o)/η. In (a), δ = 0.1 and 10 are presented by the solid black and dotted blue lines, respectively. In (b), δ = 0.1, 1, and 10 are presented by the solid black, dashed red, and dotted blue lines, respectively.

of the domain δ = η_o − η^′_o η . (29)

Equations (27) and (28) are the main results of our work.

Both the drag Γ_‖ and lift Γ_⊥ coefficients depend on the odd viscosity difference δ, and are even and odd functions of δ, respectively. As the domain moves in the negative xdirection, it exhibits a lateral lift motion along the y > 0 direction when δ > 0, and also along the y < 0 direction for δ < 0. Notice that the passive case without odd viscosity (η_o = η^′_o = 0) is recovered by setting δ = 0 [6] [see Eq. (B2) in Appendix B for the specific expression]. For the uniform case with η_o = η^′_o ≠ 0 or δ = 0, the drag coefficient Γ_‖ reduces to that of the passive case [6], whereas the lift coefficient Γ_⊥ vanishes. Since the lift force does not exist for the passive case [3–6], the finite lift force reflects not only the existence of odd viscosity, but also its difference (δ ≠ 0) between the inside and outside of the domain.

B. Dependence on the domain size ϵ

To discuss the dependence of the drag coefficient Γ_‖ and the lateral lift coefficient Γ_⊥ on the domain size ϵ for arbitrary δ, it is useful to obtain their asymptotic expressions in the small and large ϵ limits. The dependence on δ will be separately discussed in the next subsection. For ϵ ≪ 1, they become

Γ_‖ 4πη ≈ 4[ln(2/ϵ) − γ + 1/4] + δ^2[ln(2/ϵ) − γ] 4[ln(2/ϵ) − γ + 1/4]^2 + δ^2[ln(2/ϵ) − γ]^2

, (30) and Γ_⊥ 4πη ≈ δ 8[ln(2/ϵ) − γ + 1/4]^2 + 2δ^2[ln(2/ϵ) − γ]^2

, (31)

where γ ≈ 0.5772 is Euler’s constant. Hence, both Γ_‖ and Γ_⊥ depend only logarithmically on the rescaled domain size ϵ. In the opposite limit of ϵ ≫ 1, the asymptotic expressions become

Γ_‖ 4πη ≈ ϵ^2 4 , (32) and Γ_⊥ 4πη ≈ δ 2 . (33)

Here, Γ_‖ is proportional to ϵ^2 and independent of δ, while Γ_⊥ is independent of ϵ and is determined solely by δ.

In Fig. 4, we plot Γ_‖ and Γ_⊥ of Eqs. (27) and (28), respectively, as a function of the rescaled domain size ϵ = κR for various values of δ. These plots are consistent with the above asymptotic behaviors of Γ_‖ and Γ_⊥. We also see that the crossover between the two limiting cases is reasonably given for ϵ ≈ 1. In Fig. 4(a), Γ_‖ is slightly larger when δ is increased, whereas it hardly depends on δ for larger ϵ. In Fig. 4(b), we see that the lift coefficient Γ_⊥ increases logarithmically for ϵ ≪ 1, while it becomes independent of the domain size for ϵ ≫ 1.

Let us discuss the physical interpretation of the above limiting behaviors of Γ_‖ and Γ_⊥ [41, 48]. The momentum in the 2D fluid is conserved over distances smaller than the hydrodynamic screening length, r ≪ κ^{−1}, and the stress decays as 1/r due to the momentum conservation. Since the stress scales as σ ∼ ηv/r, we have v ∼ 1/η [48]. This explains the weak (logarithmic) size dependence of Γ_‖ and Γ_⊥ in Eqs. (30) and (31), respectively. For larger length scales, r ≫ κ^{−1}, the momentum is not conserved, and the only contribution to the velocity is from mass conservation. In a 2D fluid, a mass monopole (source) will create a velocity that decays as 1/r [48]. Hence, the velocity due to a mass dipole (source and sink) decays as 1/r^2, explaining the scaling Γ_‖ ∼ ϵ^2 in Eq. (32). Such a strong size dependence is not observed for Γ_⊥ in Eq. (33) as the friction parameter λ does not cause any momentum leakage along the rotated velocity v^∗.

FIG. 5. Plots of (a) the rescaled drag coefficient Γ_‖ and (b) the rescaled lift coefficient Γ_⊥ as a function of the odd viscosity difference δ = (ηo − η^′_o)/η for various values of the rescaled domain radius ϵ = κR. In both plots, ϵ = 0.1, 1, and 10 are presented by the solid black, dashed red, and dotted blue lines, respectively.

C. Dependence on the odd viscosity difference δ

Next, we show how Γ_‖ and Γ_⊥ depend on the odd viscosity difference δ for arbitrary ϵ. The asymptotic expressions of Eqs. (27) and (28) for |δ| ≪ 1 are

Γ_‖ 4πη ≈ ϵ^2 4 + ϵK_1I_1 K_0I_1 + K_1I_2

, (34) and Γ_⊥ 4πη ≈ 2δ ( K_1I_2 K_0I_1 + K_1I_2

)_2 , (35)

showing that Γ_‖ is independent of δ and Γ_⊥ is proportional to only δ. As mentioned before, Eq. (34) coincides with the passive drag coefficient of a liquid domain [6] [see Eq. (B2)].

When |δ| ≫ 1, on the other hand, we obtain

Γ_‖ 4πη ≈ ϵ^2 4 + ϵK_1 K_0

, (36) and Γ_⊥ 4πη ≈ 1 2δ ( ϵK_1 K_0

)_2 . (37)

Here, Γ_‖ is also independent of δ, while Γ_⊥ decays as 1/δ. Interestingly, Eq. (36) coincides with the result by Evans and Sackmann for the drag coefficient of a rigid disk in a passive supported membrane [5].

In Fig. 5, we plot Γ_‖ and Γ_⊥ in Eqs. (27) and (28), respectively, as a function of the odd viscosity difference δ for various values of ϵ. As can be seen in Fig. 5(a), Γ_‖ is almost independent of δ. However, Fig. 5(b) shows that Γ_⊥ changes nonmonotonically, in accordance with Eqs. (35) and (37). The maximum of Γ_⊥ shifts to higher values of δ as ϵ is increased.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have investigated the hydrodynamic forces acting on a 2D liquid domain that moves laterally in a supported membrane characterized by an odd viscosity. We combined the momentum decay mechanism of a 2D fluid [6, 36–41] with the concept of odd viscosity [22]. Since active rotor proteins can accumulate inside the lipid domain, we have focused on the difference in odd viscosity between the inside and outside of the domain. Taking into account the momentum decay mechanism of the incompressible 2D fluid, we have analytically obtained the fluid flow induced by a lateral domain motion. In the presence of odd viscosity difference, the flow field due to the domain motion is rotated with respect to its direction, as shown in Fig. 2.

Using the obtained flow field, we have calculated the hydrodynamic forces acting on the moving domain. The resulting drag and lift coefficients are given in Eqs. (27) and (28). In contrast to the passive case that does not have an odd viscosity [3–6], the existence of a lateral lift force is predicted when the odd viscosity difference is present. We have discussed in detail the dependence of the drag coefficient Γ_‖ and lift coefficient Γ_⊥ on the domain size ϵ and the odd viscosity difference δ. The appearance of a finite lift force indicates not only the existence of the odd viscosity, but also its asymmetry between the inside and outside of the domain.

In addition to the asymmetry condition, η_o ≠ η^′_o, discussed in this work, we briefly summarize other conditions for finite lift force in incompressible 2D fluids with odd viscosity. For a laterally moving rigid disk with a nonslip boundary, no lift was observed [30], while it was reported to exist within the Oseen approximation [49]. For a bubble with a no-stress boundary condition, lift and torque forces, respectively, emerge for a moving and expanding bubble [30–32]. The forces of rigid disks and bubbles are discussed in more detail below.

Since the governing hydrodynamic equations (2) and (4) are linear in v, the force F acting on a circular domain can be generally written as

F = −Γ · U, (38)

where Γ is the domain friction tensor and U is the domain velocity in an arbitrary direction. Following a similar calculation as before, we find that Γ can be expressed as

Γ_{ij} = Γ_‖δ_{ij} − Γ_⊥ϵ_{ij} , (39)

where the coefficients Γ_‖ and Γ_⊥ are, respectively, given by Eqs. (27) and (28) for the simple case (η = η^′ and λ = λ^′), or Eqs. (A4) and (A5) for the general case (η ≠ η^′ and λ ≠ λ^′). When δ = 0, the lift coefficient Γ_⊥ vanishes and the friction tensor satisfies the reciprocal relation Γ_{ij} = Γ_{ji}. According to the Lorentz reciprocal theorem [50–52], such a reciprocal property is guaranteed for an arbitrarily shaped object in a passive fluid. When δ ≠ 0, the hydrodynamic response becomes nonreciprocal, i.e., Γ_{ij} ≠ Γ_{ji}, leading to a dissipationless lift force. This is one of the distinctive features of an active chiral fluid characterized by odd viscosity [29].

In Ref. [30], it was shown that a lift force does not exist for an object in an incompressible 2D fluid with odd viscosity when nonslip boundary conditions are imposed. This is the case when the boundary conditions include only the continuity of velocity as we have used in Eqs. (21)-(23). However, in the case of a liquid domain, we also have employed the boundary condition for the stress continuity as in Eq. (24). Then, the obtained lift force depends on the odd viscosity difference δ.

Some numerical estimates of the physical quantities in the model can be given [6]. For a fluid membrane supported by a rigid substrate, the friction parameter in Eq. (1) can be identified as λ = η_w/h, where η_w is the 3D viscosity of the surrounding water and h is the thickness of a thin layer of lubricating water between the membrane and the substrate [5]. Then, the hydrodynamic screening length is given by κ^{−1} = (ηh/η_w)^{1/2}. For typical values such as h ≈ 10^{−8} m, η_w ≈ 10^{−3} Pa·s, and η ≈ 10^{−9} Pa·s·m, we find κ^{−1} ≈ 10^{−7} m. Since the size of a lipid domain (raft) is roughly 10 nm–100 nm [19, 53], the dimensionless domain size ϵ = κR is estimated to be 0.1 ≤ ϵ ≤ 1. Hence, the limiting expressions derived in Eqs. (30) and (31) for ϵ ≪ 1 are the appropriate ones for the drag and lift coefficients.

Next we discuss the value of the domain odd viscosity η^′_o for typical physiological conditions. Consider the situation where disk-like active rotor proteins concentrate only inside the domain, i.e., η_o = 0 and η^′_o ≠ 0, while η = η^′ as was assumed above. In microscopic approaches [17, 35], it was shown that odd viscosity is related to the angular-momentum density of rotor proteins through the relation, η^′_o ≃ IT/ζ. Here, I and T are the moment-of-inertia and torque densities, respectively, and ζ is the rotational friction coefficient of a rotor.

For an active rotor protein of radius a and mass m driven by the torque τ, one can estimate [5, 34] I = mρ/π, T = ρτ/(πa^2), and ζ = η^′ρ/π, which lead to η^′_o ≃ mρτ/(πη^′a^2). Here, ρ = Nπa^2/(πR^2) is the area fraction of N rotors inside the domain. Using typical values such as m ≈ 10^{−21} kg, ρ ≈ 0.3, τ ≈ 10^{−19} N·m, and a ≈ 10^{−8} m [1, 11, 15, 18] and assuming that the domain is filled with water (η^′ ≈ 10^{−12} Pa·s·m), we obtain η^′_o ≈ 10^{−13} Pa·s·m. Then, the odd viscosity ratio is given by δ = −η^′_o/η ≈ −0.1 and the limiting expressions of Eqs. (34) and (35) for |δ| ≪ 1 can be used here for the drag and lift coefficients.

As a special case of a liquid domain, we discuss the hydrodynamic forces acting on a circular bubble of radius R that moves laterally in an incompressible 2D fluid with odd viscosity. In Appendix C, we obtain the drag and lift coefficients by requiring that η^′ = 0 and η^′_o = 0, while η and η_o for the outside of the domain are kept finite. For a moving bubble, Γ_‖ and Γ_⊥ depend on the viscosity ratio μ = η_o/η. The asymptotic behaviors of the drag and lift coefficients are similar to those of a liquid domain. In the previous studies, it was reported that the effect of odd viscosity can be seen as a torque acting on an expanding bubble [30–32]. Our results show that the forces due to odd viscosity exist even for an undeformable object.

In the opposite limit η^′ → ∞, the general drag and lift forces in Eqs. (A4) and (A5) reduce to those acting on a rigid disk. In this case, the drag coefficient becomes identical to that for a passive supported membrane [5] as in Eq. (36), while the lift coefficient vanishes. This is reasonable because the boundary conditions at the disk perimeter can be constructed without the stress continuity of Eq. (24) [6] and the odd viscosity does not enter in the forces on the disk [30, 31].

When the odd viscosity is spatially uniform (δ = 0), it does not affect either the velocity field or the forces acting on the domain. This implies that the effect of odd viscosity can be seen in biomembranes when active rotor proteins concentrate locally inside specific domains and the odd viscosity becomes nonuniform. It would be interesting to investigate experimentally the diffusion of such active domains by using microrheology techniques [54]. When a membrane is in thermal equilibrium, the drag coefficient can be connected to the diffusion coefficient of the liquid domain through Einstein’s relation. In active fluids, however, such a relation no longer holds and one needs to generalize the fluctuation-dissipation theorem in the presence of active protein molecules [11, 55– 60]. Through molecular-dynamics simulations of a particle diffusing in an active chiral fluid, the applicability of Einstein’s relation was evaluated [59]. For the Langevin equation with odd viscosity, the asymmetric diffusion tensor is obtained, and is characterized by the ratio of the drag to lift coefficients [60]. A more detailed discussion of such diffusion phenomena in the active chiral fluid will be given elsewhere [60].

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank J. E. Avron, H. Diamant, M. Doi, M. S. Turner, and K. Yasuda for useful discussions. Y.H. acknowledges support by a Grant-in-Aid for JSPS Fellows (Grant No. 19J20271) from the JSPS. Y.H. also thanks the hospitality of Tel Aviv University, where part of this research was conducted with joint support from Tokyo Metropolitan University and Tel Aviv University. S.K.

acknowledges support by a Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (C) (Grant No. 19K03765) from the JSPS, and support by a Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research on Innovative Areas “Information Physics of Living Matters” (Grant No. 20H05538) from the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology of Japan. D.A. acknowledges support from the Israel Science Foundation (ISF) under Grant No. 213/19.

Appendix A: Derivation of the general drag and lift forces

The coefficients C_1, · · · , C_4, C^′_1, · · · , C^′_4 are determined by the boundary conditions in Eqs. (21)-(24) and given by

C_1 = −RU (κ^′RI_0 − 2I_1) [ ηκ^2R^2K_1 + 2(η − η^′) (κRK_0 + 2K_1) ] D_1/(κD) − η^′κ^{′2}R^3U (κRK_0 + 2K_1) I_1D_1/(κD) − R^2UK_2D_2/D,

C_2 = 2U [ 2(η − η^′)(κ^′RI_0 − 2I_1) + η^′κ^{′2}R^2I_1 ] D_1/(κD) + 2UD_2/(κD), C_3 = −4η(η_o − η^′_o)κ^{′2}R^4UK^2_1 I^2_2 /D,

C_4 = −4η(η_o − η^′_o)κ^{′2}R^3UK_1I^2_2 /D,

(A1)

and C^′_1 = U [ K_0D_2 + η^2κ^2κ^{′2}R^4K^2_1 I_0I_2 + 2ηκRK_0K_1(κ^′RI_0 − I_1) { 2(η − η^′)(κ^′RI_0 − 2I_1) + η^′κ^{′2}R^2I_1 } + { 2(η − η^′)(κ^′RI_0 − 2I_1) + η^′κ^{′2}R^2I_1

}_2

K^2_0 ] /D, C^′_2 = 2ηκR^2UK_1D_1/D,

C^′_3 = −4η(η_o − η^′_o)κκ^′R^2UK_0K_1I_1I_2/D,

C^′_4 = 4η(η_o − η^′_o)κκ^′R^3UK_0K_1I_2/D,

(A2)

where

D = D^2_1 + K_0D_2,

D_1 = 2(η − η^′)(κ^′RI_0 − 2I_1)K_0 + κ^′R^2 (η^′κ^′K_0I_1 + ηκK_1I_2) ,

D_2 = 4(η_o − η^′_o)^2κ^{′2}R^2K_0I^2_2 .

(A3)

In the above, we have used the notations K_n = K_n(κR) = K_n(ϵ) and I_n = I_n(κ^′R) = I_n(ϵ^′). In the main text, we consider the case η = η^′ and λ = λ^′ (or equivalently κ = κ^′), and the function I_n(κR) = I_n(ϵ) is written as I_n.

Substituting C_1 and C_2 into Eq. (25) and C_3 and C_4 into Eq. (26), we obtain the general drag and lift forces as F_x 4πη = Uϵ(δϵ^′I_2)^2(ϵK_0 + 4K_1)K_0/M + (Uϵ/4) [2(ν − 1)K_0(2I_1 − ϵ^′I_0) + ϵ^′ (ϵK_1I_2 + νϵ^′K_0I_1)] × [{ νϵ^{′2}I_1 + 2(ν − 1)(2I_1 − ϵ^′I_0) } (ϵK_0 + 4K_1) − ϵ^2K_1(2I_1 − ϵ^′I_0) ] /M, (A4) and F_y 4πη = 2Uδ(ϵϵ^′K_1I_2)^2/M, (A5)

where ν = η^′/η, δ = (η_o − η^′_o)/η, and

M = [2 (ν − 1) K_0 (2I_1 − ϵ^′I_0) + ϵ^′ (ϵK_1I_2 + νϵ^′K_0I_1)]^2 + 4(δϵ^′K_0I_2)^2. (A6)

When η = η^′ and λ = λ^′ (or equivalently ν = 1 and ϵ = ϵ^′), we obtain Eqs. (27) and (28).

Appendix B: Drag coefficient for a 2D liquid domain when ηo = η^′_o = 0

We summarize the passive case without odd viscosity, which was studied in Ref. [6]. When η_o = η^′_o = 0 (while ν ≠ 1 or η ≠ η^′), the coefficients, C_3, C_4, C^′_3, and C^′_4, become zero, as can be seen in Eqs. (A1)-(A3). Then, the scalar and vector potentials in Eqs. (9), (10), (15), and (16) reduce to ϕ = C_1 r cos θ, A = C_2K_1(κr) sin θ, ϕ^′ = C^′_1r cos θ, A^′ = C^′_2I_1 (κ^′r) sin θ, (B1)

respectively. Calculating the corresponding velocity fields and stress tensors and applying the boundary conditions of Eqs. (21)-(24), one can obtain the drag and lift coefficients as

Γ_‖ 4πη = ϵ^2 4 + ϵK_1 [ ν ( 4 + ϵ^{′2} ) I_1 − 2νϵ^′I_0 + 2 (ϵ^′I_0 − 2I_1) ] νK_0 [(4 + ϵ^{′2}) I_1 − 2ϵ^′I_0] + (2K_0 + ϵK_1) (ϵ^′I_0 − 2I_1)

, (B2)

and Γ_⊥ = 0, respectively. When ν = 1 or η = η^′, Eq. (B2) coincides with the drag coefficient derived in Eq. (34) for |δ| ≪ 1.

Appendix C: Drag and lift coefficients for a 2D bubble

We derive the hydrodynamic forces acting on a moving bubble of radius R. By setting η^′ = 0 and η^′_o = 0 in Eqs. (A4) and (A5), we obtain the drag and lift coefficients as

Γ_‖ 4πη = ϵ^2 4 + 2ϵK_1 2K_0 + ϵK_1 [ 1 + 2μ^2ϵK_0K_1 (2K_0 + ϵK_1)^2 + 4(μK_0)^2 ] , Γ_⊥ 4πη = 2μ(ϵK_1)^2 (2K_0 + ϵK_1)^2 + 4(μK_0)^2 , (C1)

with μ = η_o/η. In the limits of ϵ ≪ 1 and ϵ ≫ 1, we obtain respectively for arbitrary μ

Γ_‖ 4πη ≈ ln(2/ϵ) − γ + 1/2 + μ^2[ln(2/ϵ) − γ] [ln(2/ϵ) − γ + 1/2]^2 + μ^2[ln(2/ϵ) − γ]^2 , Γ_⊥ 4πη ≈ μ 2[ln(2/ϵ) − γ + 1/2]^2 + 2μ^2[ln(2/ϵ) − γ]^2 , (C2)

and Γ_‖ 4πη ≈ ϵ^2 4 , Γ_⊥ 4πη ≈ 2μ. (C3)

[1] B. Alberts, A. Johnson, J. Lewis, M. Raff, K. Roberts,

and P. Walter, Molecular Biology of the Cell (Garland Science, New York, 2008).

[2] S. J. Singer and G. L. Nicolson, The fluid mosaic model of

the structure of cell membranes, Science 175, 720 (1972). [3] P. G. Saffman and M. Delbrück, Brownian motion in biological membranes, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. (USA) 72, 3111 (1975).

[4] P. G. Saffman, Brownian motion in thin sheets of viscous

fluid, J. Fluid Mech. 73, 593 (1976).

[5] E. Evans and E. Sackmann, Translational and rotational

drag coefficients for a disk moving in a liquid membrane associated with a rigid substrate, J. Fluid Mech. 194, 553 (1988).

[6] S. Ramachandran, S. Komura, M. Imai, and K. Seki, Drag coefficient of a liquid domain in a two-dimensional membrane, Eur. Phys. J. E 31, 303 (2010).

[7] S. Ramadurai, A. Holt, V. Krasnikov, G. van den Bogaart, J. A. Killian, and B. Poolman, Lateral diffusion of membrane proteins, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 131, 12650 (2009).

[8] A. S. Mikhailov and R. Kapral, Hydrodynamic collective effects of active protein machines in solution and lipid bilayers, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. (USA) 112, E3639 (2015).

[9] R. Kapral and A. S. Mikhailov, Stirring a fluid at low Reynolds numbers: Hydrodynamic collective effects of active proteins in biological cells, Physica D 318, 100 (2016).

[10] Y. Koyano, H. Kitahata, and A. S. Mikhailov, Hydrodynamic collective effects of active proteins in biological membranes, Phys. Rev. E 94, 022416 (2016).

[11] Y. Hosaka, K. Yasuda, R. Okamoto, and S. Komura, Lateral diffusion induced by active proteins in a biomembrane, Phys. Rev. E 95, 052407 (2017).

[12] J.-B. Manneville, P. Bassereau, D. Levy, and J. Prost, Activity of transmembrane proteins induces magnification of shape fluctuations of lipid membranes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 4356 (1999).

[13] J.-B. Manneville, P. Bassereau, S. Ramaswamy, and J. Prost, Active membrane fluctuations studied by micropipet aspiration, Phys. Rev. E 64, 021908 (2001).

[14] G. Gompper, R. G. Winkler, T. Speck, A. Solon, C. Nardini, F. Peruani, H. Löwen, R. Golestanian, U. B. Kaupp, L. Alvarez, et al., The 2020 motile active matter roadmap, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 32, 193001 (2020).

[15] P. Lenz, J.-F. Joanny, F. Jülicher, and J. Prost, Membranes with rotating motors: Microvortex assemblies, Eur. Phys. J. E 13, 379 (2004).

[16] S. Fürthauer, M. Strempel, S. W. Grill, and F. Jülicher, Active chiral fluids, Eur. Phys. J. E 35, 1 (2012).

[17] D. Banerjee, A. Souslov, A. G. Abanov, and V. Vitelli, Odd viscosity in chiral active fluids, Nat. Commun. 8, 1573 (2017).

[18] N. Oppenheimer, D. B. Stein, and M. J. Shelley, Rotating membrane inclusions crystallize through hydrodynamic and steric interactions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 148101 (2019).

[19] K. Simons and E. Ikonen, Functional rafts in cell membranes, Nature 387, 569 (1997).

[20] S. L. Veatch and S. L. Keller, Seeing spots: complex phase behavior in simple membranes, Biophys. Acta 1746, 172 (2005).

[21] S. Komura and D. Andelman, Physical aspects of heterogeneities in multi-component lipid membranes, Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 208, 34 (2014).

[22] J. E. Avron, Odd viscosity, J. Stat. Phys. 92, 543 (1998). [23] A. G. Abanov, T. Can, and S. Ganeshan, Odd surface waves in two-dimensional incompressible fluids, SciPost Phys. 5, 010 (2018).

[24] A. Souslov, K. Dasbiswas, M. Fruchart, S. Vaikuntanathan, and V. Vitelli, Topological waves in fluids with odd viscosity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 128001 (2019).

[25] C. Tauber, P. Delplace, and A. Venaille, A bulk-interface correspondence for equatorial waves, J. Fluid Mech. 868, R2 (2019).

[26] C. Tauber, P. Delplace, and A. Venaille, Anomalous bulkedge correspondence in continuous media, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 013147 (2020).

[27] G. Bao and Y. Jian, Odd-viscosity-induced instability of a falling thin film with an external electric field, Phys. Rev. E 103, 013104 (2021).

[28] S. Mukhopadhyay and A. Mukhopadhyay, Hydrodynamic instability and wave formation of a viscous film flowing down a slippery inclined substrate: Effect of oddviscosity, Eur. J. Mech. B Fluids 89, 161 (2021).

[29] Y. Hosaka, S. Komura, and D. Andelman, Nonreciprocal response of a two-dimensional fluid with odd viscosity, Phys. Rev. E 103, 042610 (2021).

[30] S. Ganeshan and A. G. Abanov, Odd viscosity in twodimensional incompressible fluids, Phys. Rev. Fluids 2, 094101 (2017).

[31] A. Souslov, A. Gromov, and V. Vitelli, Anisotropic odd viscosity via a time-modulated drive, Phys. Rev. E 101, 052606 (2020).

[32] M. F. Lapa and T. L. Hughes, Swimming at low Reynolds number in fluids with odd, or hall, viscosity, Phys. Rev. E 89, 043019 (2014).

[33] V. Soni, E. S. Bililign, S. Magkiriadou, S. Sacanna, D. Bartolo, M. J. Shelley, and W. T. M. Irvine, The odd free surface flows of a colloidal chiral fluid, Nat. Phys. 15, 1188 (2019).

[34] Q. Yang, H. Zhu, P. Liu, R. Liu, Q. Shi, K. Chen, N. Zheng, F. Ye, and M. Yang, Topologically protected transport of cargo in a chiral active fluid aided by odd-viscosity-enhanced depletion interactions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 198001 (2021).

[35] T. Markovich and T. C. Lubensky, Odd viscosity in active matter: Microscopic origin and 3D effects, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 048001 (2021).

[36] K. Seki and S. Komura, Brownian dynamics in a thin sheet with momentum decay, Phys. Rev. E 47, 2377 (1993).

[37] K. Seki and S. Komura, Diffusion constant of a polymer chain in biomembranes, J. Phys. II France 5, 5 (1995).

[38] K. Seki, S. Komura, and M. Imai, Concentration fluctuations in binary fluid membranes, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 19, 072101 (2007).

[39] S. Ramachandran, S. Komura, and G. Gompper, Effects of an embedding bulk fluid on phase separation dynamics in a thin liquid film, Europhys. Lett. 89, 56001 (2010).

[40] S. Ramachandran, S. Komura, K. Seki, and M. Imai, Hydrodynamic effects on concentration fluctuations in multicomponent membranes, Soft Matter 7, 1524 (2011).

[41] S. Ramachandran, S. Komura, K. Seki, and G. Gompper, Dynamics of a polymer chain confined in a membrane, Eur. Phys. J. E 34, 46 (2011).

[42] E. Evans and D. Needham, Physical properties of surfactant bilayer membranes: thermal transitions, elasticity, rigidity, cohesion and colloidal interactions, J. Phys. Chem. 91, 4219 (1987).

[43] H. Lamb, Hydrodynamics (Cambridge University Press, New York, 1975).

[44] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Fluid Mechanics (Pergamon Press, Oxford, 1987).

[45] M. Tanaka and E. Sackmann, Polymer-supported membranes as models of the cell surface, Nature 437, 656 (2005).

[46] J. M. Epstein and K. K. Mandadapu, Time-reversal symmetry breaking in two-dimensional nonequilibrium viscous fluids, Phys. Rev. E 101, 052614 (2020).

[47] M. Abramowitz and I. A. Stegun, Handbook of Mathematical Functions (Dover, New York, 1972).

[48] H. Diamant, Hydrodynamic interaction in confined geometries, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn 78, 041002 (2009).

[49] E. Kogan, Lift force due to odd hall viscosity, Phys. Rev.

E 94, 043111 (2016).

[50] C. Pozrikidis, Boundary Integral and Singularity Methods for Linearized Viscous Flow (Cambridge University Press, New York, 1992).

[51] J. Happel and H. Brenner, Low Reynolds Number Hydrodynamics: With Special Applications to Particulate Media (Kluwer Academic Publishers, Netherlands, 1991).

[52] H. Masoud and H. A. Stone, The reciprocal theorem in fluid dynamics and transport phenomena, J. Fluid Mech. 879, 1 (2019).

[53] L. J. Pike, The challenge of lipid rafts, J. Lipid Res. 50, S323 (2009).

[54] E. M. Furst and T. M. Squires, Microrheology (Oxford University Press, 2017).

[55] K. Yasuda, R. Okamoto, and S. Komura, Anomalous diffusion in viscoelastic media with active force dipoles, Phys. Rev. E 95, 032417 (2017).

[56] K. Yasuda, R. Okamoto, S. Komura, and A. S. Mikhailov, Localization and diffusion of tracer particles in viscoelastic media with active force dipoles, Europhys. Lett. 117,

38001 (2017).

[57] Y. Hosaka, S. Komura, and D. Andelman, Shear viscosity of two-state enzyme solutions, Phys. Rev. E 101, 012610 (2020).

[58] Y. Hosaka, S. Komura, and A. S. Mikhailov, Mechanochemical enzymes and protein machines as hydrodynamic force dipoles: the active dimer model, Soft Matter 16, 10734 (2020).

[59] C. Hargus, J. M. Epstein, and K. K. Mandadapu, Odd diffusivity of chiral random motion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 178001 (2021).

[60] K. Yasuda, K. Ishimoto, L.-S. Lin, A. Kobayashi, Y. Hosaka, and S. Komura, in preparation.