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We experimentally investigate the recoil dynamics of a colloidal probe particle after shearing
it with constant velocity through a viscoelastic fluid. The recoil displays two distinct timescales
which are in excellent agreement with a microscopic model built on a particle being linked to two
bath particles by harmonic springs. This model yields analytical expressions which reproduce all
experimental protocols, including additional waiting periods before particle release. Notably, two
sets of timescales appear, corresponding to reciprocal and nonreciprocal eigenmodes of the model.

The rheological properties of complex fluids such as
polymer and micellar solutions, colloidal suspensions and
more, are of central importance for many natural phe-
nomena and technical applications on macroscopic and
microscopic length scales. Compared to purely viscous,
i.e. Newtonian fluids, their response to stress or strain
exhibits a non-trivial time-dependence which arises due
to their mesoscopic microstructure [1–3]. This allows to
store and dissipate energy on rather long (up to several
seconds) relaxation times [4, 5]. To characterize such lo-
cal relaxation processes, microrheology has emerged as
a powerful technique since it allows to exert only local
perturbations to the fluid using e.g. colloidal probe par-
ticles [6–10]. In particular when these probes are driven
by steady or oscillating external fields (active microrhe-
ology), the non-linear mechanical response of complex
fluids can be characterized [11–16].

Recent experiments with micron-sized colloidal probes
dragged through different types of complex fluids (worm-
like micelles, polymer solutions, and entangled λ-phage
DNA) with an optical trap, revealed a rich transient re-
coil dynamics after the trap was removed [17–22]. No-
tably, experiments with slightly different shearing pro-
tocols demonstrated different relaxation behaviors, even
when the same viscoelastic material was studied. This
raises the question, what material properties are actu-
ally associated with the measured timescales and how
such recoil experiments depend on the specific choice of
the experimental protocol.

In this work we experimentally investigate the relax-
ation (recoil) of a colloidal bead after driving it through
a wormlike micellar solution with an optical tweezers and
then suddenly turning it off (particle release). Indepen-
dent of the shearing protocol, the recoil always proceeds
via a double-exponential relaxation process. While the
two timescales are independent of the applied protocol,
the associated amplitudes strongly depend on the details
of how the probe is driven through the fluid. Our exper-
imental results are in good agreement with a microrheo-
logical model where the response of the fluid is described
with two bath particles connected by linear springs. This
model has two sets of eigenmodes, corresponding to re-

ciprocal (trap off) and nonreciprocal forces (trap on),
whose excitation depends on the protocol. These find-
ings may explain the above mentioned discrepancies seen
in previous studies.

In our experiments we used a viscoelastic solution of
5 mm equimolar cetylpyridinium chloride monohydrate
(CPyCl) and sodium salicylate (NaSal) to which we
added a small amount of silica probe particles with diam-
eter 2.73 µm. The solution was contained in a sealed sam-
ple cell with 100 µm height being kept at a temperature
of 25 °C. Under such conditions, the fluid forms an entan-
gled network of giant worm-like micelles with pronounced
viscoelastic properties [23]. The colloidal probe was op-
tically trapped in the focus of a Gaussian laser beam
λ = 1064 nm using an high magnification microscope ob-
jective (100x, NA= 1.45). This yielded a rather stiff trap
with trapping strength κOT = 32 ± 1 µN/m. To avoid
possible interactions with the sample walls, the trap was
located at least 30 µm away from any surface. Motion
of the probe relative to the fluid has been achieved, by
translating the sample cell with constant velocity using
a computer controlled piezo-driven stage. This motion
has been synchronized with the laser intensity to realize
different shearing protocols as described in detail below.
Pictures of the probe particles have been recorded by
video microscopy with a frame rate of 100 Hz. Using a
custom Matlab [24] algorithm, the particle position has
been resolved with an accuracy of ±6 nm. For further
details regarding the experimental setup, we refer to the
Supplementary Material (SM) [25].

Fig. 1a shows a schematic of the experimental protocol
used in our study. A probe particle is first trapped by
an optical tweezers and dragged with constant velocity
v through the solution for a time tsh. At time t = 0 s,
the optical trap is turned off and the particle experiences
a recoil opposite to the direction of v along the x-axis.
In Fig. 1b we plotted the results of such an experiment
with v = 3 µm s−1. The shear time was set to tsh = 8 s
which is sufficiently long that the system approaches a
non-equilibrium steady state where the recoils become
independent of tsh. Note that due to particle sedimen-
tation the particles eventually disappear of the imaging
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FIG. 1. (a) Sketch of a typical recoil protocol. The colloidal
probe is first driven by an optical tweezers through the fluid
along the x-axis for a time tsh and at a constant velocity
v. At t = 0 s the optical trap is turned off and the probe
is released. Because of accumulated strain in the fluid, the
particle performs a recoil opposite to the direction of shear.
(b) Typical recoil curves (colored lines) obtained for tsh = 8 s
and v = 3 µm s−1 and the mean value 〈x(t)〉 (black circles).
The red solid line is a double-exponential according to Eq. (1)
(red line). Inset: x̃(t) = Atot−〈x(t)〉 in lin-log scale highlights
the two timescales. (c) Sketch of the two-bath particle model
where the probe with friction coefficient γ is linearly coupled
to two bath particles.

focal plane which limits individual recoil experiments to
about ∼ 10 s. Because of thermal noise, the individual
trajectories (colored thin lines) scatter around the cor-
responding mean value which has been obtained from
about 100 repetitions of the protocol (black open sym-
bols). As shown in Fig. 1b and in agreement with pre-
vious studies, the mean recoil 〈x(t)〉 is well described by
a superposition of two exponential (red plain line) relax-
ation processes [19]

〈x(t)〉 = Atot −Ase
− t
τs −Ale

− t
τl , (1)

where τs and τl are two timescales with amplitudes As

and Al respectively, and where Atot = As + Al is the
total recoil amplitude. The presence of two timescales
is better highlighted in the inset of Fig. 1b, where we
plotted x̃(t) = Atot − 〈x(t)〉 in a lin-log scale.

To phenomenologically describe the observed recoil be-
havior and in particular the occurrence of two timescales
in the relaxation process we consider a simple model
which is shown in Fig. 1c. Here, the probe particle with
friction coefficient γ is coupled via linear springs with
stiffness κs and κl, respectively, to two bath particles
with friction coefficients γs and γl. Such model corre-
sponds to an extension of the well known Maxwell model
where a single harmonically coupled bath particle is con-
sidered, and which is known to provide a good descrip-
tion for the equilibrium properties of viscoelastic fluids
[23, 26–29].

FIG. 2. Recoil amplitudes Atot (black), As (red), and Al

(blue) as a function of the shear velocity v, for tsh = 8 s. The
experimental data (squares) are obtained by fitting the indi-
vidual recoil curves (see Fig. 1b) with Eq. (1). Theoretical
curves (lines) are calculated from Eq. (6). Inset: Relaxation
times τs (red) and τl (blue) extracted from the recoil curves.
Square symbols correspond to experiments, and lines to the-
oretical predictions according to Eq. (5).

To rationalize the assumption of a harmonic coupling
of the bath particles to the probe, we investigated how
Atot varies with v. Within our model, a variation of the
shear velocity leads to changes in the elastic forces be-
tween the probe and the bath particles, therefore such ex-
periments allow to investigate the properties of the con-
sidered springs. From our experiments we observe that
all recoil amplitudes As, Al, Atot are proportional to v
(Fig. 2). Notably, the corresponding relaxation times are
independent of v (inset of Fig. 2). As discussed further
below, these observations suggest the choice of a linear
model, in particular the assumption of linear springs in
accordance to Fig. 1c.

Clearly, the validity of our model is limited to small
shear velocities since it does not describe the saturation
of Atot at large v, which has been observed in previous
studies where shear velocities up to v = 30 µm/s were ap-
plied [19]. Such saturation results from the finite amount
of elastic energy which can be stored in the solvent, an
effect which cannot be captured using linear springs.

The corresponding linear Langevin equations describ-
ing the dynamics of the probe and the two bath particles



3

according to Fig. 1c, are given by (i ∈ {s, l})

γẋ(t) = −κ(t)

[
x(t)−

∫ t

dt′v(t′)

]
−
∑
i

κi [x(t)− xi(t)] + ξ(t)
(2)

γiẋi(t) = −κi [xi(t)− x(t)] + ξi(t). (3)

The first term on the r.h.s. of Eq. (2) describes the in-
teraction of the probe with the harmonic optical trap at
position x0(t) =

∫ t
dt′v(t′) during tsh. The time depen-

dent laser trap stiffness κ(t) equals κOT when the trap
is on (during tsh) and zero when the trap is off. ξ, ξs,
and ξl are independent Gaussian white noises, i.e., for
((ξi, ξj) ∈ {ξ, ξs, ξl}),

〈ξi(t)〉 = 0 , 〈ξi(t)ξj(t′)〉 = δij2kBTγiδ(t− t′). (4)

As a first encouragement, we note that the set of Eqs. (2)
and (3) reproduces the experimentally observed dynam-
ics of the probe during the recoil shown in Eq. (1) (for
details see SM). The two timescales take the forms

τ−1s,l =
1

2γ

∑
i

ζi ±
√

(
∑
i

ζi)2 + 4(κsκl − ζsζl)

 , (5)

where ζi = (γ+γi)κi/γi. The positive and negative signs
correspond to the shorter τs and longer τl timescales, re-
spectively. Because the two bath particles are mechani-
cally coupled across the probe particle, these timescales
depend on the combination of both stiffnesses κs,l.

Comparing Eq. (1) with the experimental data yields
the parameters γs/γ = 1.1, γl/γ = 0.88, κs/γ = 1.5 s−1,
and κl/γ = 0.2 s−1 leading to well separated relaxation
times τs = 0.34 s and τl = 3.2 s, respectively. Note, that
all parameters scale with γ which can be obtained from
an independent flow curve experiment (SM).

To investigate, how the recoil depends on the shear
time, we have repeated the above experiments for con-
stant v = 3 µm s−1 and with tsh being systematically in-
creased. The corresponding recoil amplitudes are shown
as a function of tsh in Fig. 3 (circles). Opposed to the
dynamics of the recoil itself which proceeds again via τs,l
(see SM), the characteristic timescales of the saturation
behavior of the amplitudes vs. tsh are given by the re-
laxation times of the two uncoupled bath particles, i.e.
for a spatially fixed probe particle, i.e., τ̃s = 0.7 s and
τ̃l = 4.4 s. Such behavior is also in excellent agreement
with our model (solid line).

These different timescales can be understood by ana-
lyzing the characteristic eigenmodes of the microscopic
model (SM). During tsh the probe’s position is only de-
termined by the optical tweezers moving at fixed velocity
v and not affected by the bath particles. As a result, the
interaction between the probe and the bath particles is
nonreciprocal: the two bath particles are then fully de-
coupled leading to their individual relaxation times τ̃s,l

FIG. 3. Recoil amplitudes as a function of the shear time
tsh, for v = 3 µm s−1 for experiments (circles) and theory
(lines). For short shearing (small values of tsh), the short
timescale dominates the recoil dynamics, i.e., As > Al. This
behavior reverses for long times where As < Al, with a cross-
over at tsh ∼ 3 s. Inset: Comparison between the eigenmodes
associated with τ̃s,l (upper panel) when the probe is trapped
at a fixed position and with τs,l (lower panel), when the probe
is free. Since the shearing process is nonreciprocal, there is no
coupling between the two bath particles, thus the dynamics
for the short and long timescales follow τ̃s,l.

(upper panel in Fig. 3). Once the trap is turned off,
reciprocity and thus force equilibrium between all three
particles must apply, resulting in more complex eigen-
modes characterized by the timescales τs,l (lower panel
in Fig. 3). This is also seen in the corresponding theoret-
ical expressions for the recoil amplitudes which depend
on τ̃i and τi (i ∈ {s, l})

As

v
=
γsτ̃s

(
1− e−

tsh
τ̃s

)
2 (γ + γs + γl)

[
1 +

τ̃l [ζl(τ̃l − τ̃s) + γs + γl]

(γ + γs + γl)(τl − τs)

]

+
γlτ̃l

(
1− e−

tsh
τ̃l

)
2 (γ + γs + γl)

[
1− τ̃s [ζs(τ̃s − τ̃l) + γs + γl]

(γ + γs + γl)(τs − τl)

]
.

(6)

Al follows from As by changing indices s↔ l. Eq. (6) also
confirms the experimentally observed tsh-dependence of
the amplitudes on τ̃s,l (see factors in large round brack-
ets) as shown in Fig. 3. Notably, Al is smaller than As at
small shear time because Al contains a negative contribu-
tion, causing the curve to be rather flat at short time and
inflected at later shear times. As a result, in this regime
the recoil is largely dominated by just one timescale τs.
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FIG. 4. Recoil amplitudes as a function of the waiting time
tw and initial conditions v = 3 µm s−1 and tsh = 8 s. Exper-
iments and theory are shown as symbols and lines, respec-
tively. Al always prevails in the recoil behavior, and becomes
more dominant when increasing tw. Inset: Computed (nor-
malized) energy Es,l/E

0
s,l values associated with the stiff (κs,

red lines) and weak (κl, blue lines) springs during an exper-
iment with tw = 0.5 s. During the time tw the probe is kept
at fixed position, and the interactions with the bath particles
are nonreciprocal: the relaxation modes thus follow τ̃s,l. At
t = 0 s the probe is released in a force-free environment, and
the system thus relaxes according to τs,l. All curves were nor-
malized by E0

s,l, the energy associated with each spring prior
to the release. Thin dashed lines show a full τ̃s,l relaxation
process, to better highlight the differences with τs,l.

For a direct experimental demonstration of the differ-
ent relaxation behaviors depending on whether the probe
is confined to the trap or not, we have changed our pro-
tocol: instead of turning off the optical trap immediately
after tsh = 8 s (v = 3 µm s−1), it remained on for an
additional waiting time tw but with v = 0 (see SM for a
sketch of the full protocol). This allows the bath particles
to relax independently towards the fixed probe particle,
prior to the recoil where the confined probe provides a
coupling between both bath particles. Thus, this pro-
cess is expected to be fully symmetric to the above load-
ing experiments (Fig. 3) with the decoupled timescales
of the bath particles τ̃i (i ∈ {s, l}) (SM). Indeed, the
measured (triangles) tw-dependent amplitudes of the re-
coil are in good agreement with the theoretical prediction
(solid lines) as shown in Fig. 4.

Because the motion of the bath particles is accessible
via Eqs. (2),(3), we can also compute the elastic ener-
gies stored in the two springs (El, Es). The correspond-
ing values are shown in the inset of Fig. 4 for the above

protocol during tw and for the subsequent recoil. As ex-
pected, the decay of El and Es is very different during tw
compared to the recoil. Opposed to El which decreases
monotonically, Es shows a non-monotonic behavior with
a minimum around 0.3 s. This is a result of the coupling
of the two bath particles (via the probe) during the re-
coil which leads to a partial exchange of elastic energies
of the two springs.

As a final remark, we want to mention that recoil ex-
periments provide advantages compared to equilibrium
studies when analyzing the properties of viscoelastic ma-
terials. As a result of the sudden release of accumulated
stress acting on the colloidal particle, its motion is less af-
fected by thermal noise which leads to better signal/noise
ratios compared to situations where the probe’s motion
is only determined by thermal equilibrium fluctuations.
Therefor, recoil experiments allow to resolve features oth-
erwise easily obscured by noise. As an example we have
measured the mean-square displacement (MSD) of the
probe in our micellar system (SM). Even though the data
are well explained by our two-bath particle model, sim-
ilar agreement is achieved when only a single-bath par-
ticle model is considered (corresponding to a Maxwell
model) [30–34]. When fitting such a model (which is
characterized by a single timescale) to the MSD, only
the short timescale τs is recovered.

In summary, we have analyzed the recoil dynamics
of a colloidal particle after it was dragged through a
viscoelastic fluid. The experimentally observed double-
exponential recoil dynamics is in excellent agreement
with the two eigenmodes of a linear two-bath particle
model which reproduces the observed dependence of the
recoil on the shear velocity, shear time and the waiting
time prior to recoil. Depending on the specific proto-
col, the magnitude of slow relaxation processes is largely
suppressed which may explain why single- and double-
exponential recoils have been previously observed in dif-
ferent experiments.
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