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Evidence for U nusualD ynam icalA rrest Scenario in Short R anged C olloidalSystem s
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Extensive m olecular dynam icssim ulation studiesofparticles interacting via a short ranged at-

tractivesquare-well(SW )potentialarereported.Thecalculated lociofconstantdi�usion coe�cient

D in thetem perature-packing fraction planeshow a re-entrantbehavior,i.e.an increaseofdi�usiv-

ity on cooling,con�rm ing an im portantpartofthe high volum e-fraction dynam ical-arrestscenario

earlier predicted by theory for particles with short ranged potentials. The m ore e�cient localiza-

tion m echanism induced by theshortrange bonding provides,on average,additionalfree volum eas

com pared to the hard-sphere case and resultsin fasterdynam ics.

64.70.PfG lasstransitions82.70.Dd Colloids.

Recentlyalargenum berofnoveldynam icalarrestphe-
nom ena have been described in system s where,besides
the usualhard core, an attractive potentialis present
with a range m uch sm aller than the hard core radius
[1{3].Thiscondition isnotusually m etin m olecularliq-
uid system s,where the attractive range is ofthe sam e
orderofm agnitudeasthehard core,butcan berealized
in colloidalsystem swherethesizeoftheparticleslargely
exceedsthe range ofthe attractive partofthe potential
[4{8],and possibly m any othersystem sofexperim ental
interest,including globularproteins[9,10].From theex-
perim entalpointofview the m oststriking phenom enon
associated with the attraction isthe gradualdisappear-
anceoftheliquid phasewhen therangeoftheattractive
partofthepotentialdim inishes.Ultim ately,fornarrower
wells,theliquid-gascoexistencebecom esm etastablewith
respect to a crystal- uid equilibrium , but nevertheless
showsup as a m etastable binodalcurve in experim ents
[8]and in sim ulations [11]. Various approxim ations to
theliquid and crystallinefreeenergieshavebeen used in
order to calculate the coexistence lines and for various
form s ofthe attractive partofthe interaction potential
[12{15].
W hile the situation ofthe equilibrium phase diagram

isquiteclear,them etastableregion ofthephase-diagram
relatedtothesupercooled uid isquitecom plex,and only
partiallyclari� ed[8,16,17].Itisnow widelyacceptedthat
m ode-coupling theory (M CT) provides a description of
supercooled dynam ics which is particularly suitable for
understanding colloidalsystem s. M CT predicts in par-
ticulartheexistenceofa non-ergodicity transition which
correspondsto a structuralarrest,i.e. the im possibility
ofthe particles ofthe system to m ove under the e� ect
ofthe neighboring ones,the so-called cagee� ect[18,19].
Som em easurem entsperform ed in colloidalsystem ssup-
port the M CT predictions in m ore quantitative detail

[20,21].M orerecently M CT hasbeen applied to system s
interacting through a shortranged attractive potential,
with theresultofpredicting a num berofnew and inter-
esting phenom ena [1,2,22,23]. Am ongst the m ost strik-
ing is the possibility to distinguish two types oftransi-
tion from a supercooled liquid to a glass,onem ainly due
to the repulsive partofthe potentialthrough the usual
m echanism ofthe cage e� ect, the other to the attrac-
tive partofthe potential. The latterm echanism isdue
to the adhesiveness ofthe potentialat short distances
which produces‘clusters’ofparticles,a di� erentm echa-
nism ofstructuralarrestthan the‘blocking’or‘jam m ing’
fam iliarin hard spheresystem s.Theattractivebranch of
glasstransition curve thatresultsextendsfrom low val-
uesofthevolum efraction � to valuesoftheorderofthe
hard spheretransition and doesnotvary m uch with tem -
perature.Therepulsiveglasscurvepassesfrom thehard
spherevalueathigh tem peraturesto largervaluesof� as
tem peraturedecreases,therebygivingrisetoare-entrant
phenom enon,i.e. the supercooled liquid phase extends
into the glass region above the volum e fractions ofthe
purehard spheressystem .Itisthen possible,raising the
tem perature atconstantvolum e fraction,to m ove from
the attractive glass region to the supercooled  uid one
and again in theam orphoushard-sphere-likeglassregion.
W enotein passingthatthecom plem entary possibility of
driving the system acrossa glasstransition both by in-
creasingand decreasingthedensity hasbeen shown tobe
possiblein system swith long rangeinteractions(W igner
glasses)[24].In thecasehereunderscrutiny,athigh val-
uesof�,thetwo branchesoftheglasscurvescrossatan
angle,and the attractive branch continues further into
the glassregion,giving rise to a rem arkable coexistence
oftwodi� erenttypesofglasswhich can becharacterized,
forexam ple,by theirm echanicalpropertiessuch asthe
shearm odulus[25]. The glass-glasscurve term inatesin

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0201372v1


a specialsingular pointofthe theory,nam ed A 3 in the
M CT,wheretherelaxation processeshavea peculiarbe-
havior[26].Upon narrowing the width ofthe attractive
potential,the glass-glasstransition line tendsto becom e
shorteruntilitvanishesin apointwhich representsahigh
ordersingularity,an A 4 singularity in theM CT language
[22].The experim entaland/ornum ericalveri� cationsof
these predictions are stillscarce [23,6]. A logarithm ic
decay,predicted by M CT close to the A 3 point,wasde-
tected in particularin a m icellarsystem athigh packing
fractions [27]. It is interesting to note the possible ap-
plication ofthis type ofresults to the study ofprotein
crystallization [15,9].
W e focus in this paper on a particular aspect ofthe

attractive colloidalsystem ,that is the extension ofthe
glasstransition linetohigh valuesofthepackingfraction,
in orderto test one ofthe im portantpredictions ofthe
theory,i.e. the re-entrant behavior ofthe supercooled
 uid-glass line. W e sim ulate a m onodisperse sam ple of
N = 1237 particles ofunit m ass with a constantdiam -
eter � = 1 in a cubic box. The physicalquantities are
m easured in unitsoftheparticlediam eter�,theparticle
m ass m , and the square welldepth u0 as unit of en-
ergy.Tem perature T ism easured in unitsofenergy,i.e.
by setting the Boltzm ann constantkB = 1. W ith these
choices,tim e is m easured in units of�(m =uo)1=2. The
interparticlepotentialV (r)isthe squarewellpotential,

V (r)= 1 r< �

V (r)= � u0 � < r< � + �

V (r)= 0 r> � + � (1)

The width of the attractive part of the potentialis
� = 0:0309, corresponding to a percentage variation
� = � =(� + � ) = 0:03. W e have investigated volum e
fractions from 0:10 to � 0:58 and tem peratures from
T = 0:32 to 50. For T lower than 0:32 the hom oge-
neous  uid phase is unstable with respect to gas-liquid
phase-separation. M CT calculations,based both on the
Percus-Yevick (PY)and M ean SphericalApproxim ation
(M SA)structurefactors[22],predict,forthisspeci� cpo-
tential,a reentrant uid-glassline,asdiscussed in what
follows. W e have im plem ented the standard M D algo-
rithm for particles interacting with SW potentials [28].
Between collisions, particles m ove along straight lines
with constantvelocities.W hen thedistancebetween the
particles becom es equalto the distance for which V (r)
hasa discontinuity,the velocitiesofthe interacting par-
ticles instantaneously change. The algorithm calculates
the shortestcollision tim e in the system and propagate
thetrajectoryfrom onecollisiontothenextone.Calcula-
tionsofthenextcollision tim eareoptim ized by dividing
the system in sm allsubsystem s,so that collision tim e
are com puted only between particlesin the neighboring
subsystem s.
For each run we have used particular care in equili-

brating the system , and starting from an equilibrated
con� guration we have perform ed a sim ulation up to a
tim e103.Runsexhibiting thepresenceofcrystallinenu-
cleusattheend ofthesim ulationswerediscarded.Since
we sim ulate a m onodisperse system ,the form ation ofa
crystalphase � xesthe range ofpacking fractionswhere
a stable(orm etastable) uid phasecan be studied.

W e have calculated the self-di� usion coe� cient D in
the supercooled liquid phase via the long tim e lim it of
them ean squared displacem entoftheparticles.Foreach
ofthe 10 studied isotherm s,D variesalm ostoverthree
decades,showinga m arked decreaseathigh volum efrac-
tions,before crystallization takesplace.

Fig.1 shows the di� usion coe� cient D as a function
ofthe packing fraction � � N ��

3
=(6V )for the studied

isotherm s. The T = 50 isotherm di� usivity reproduces
the hard sphere behavior. For each isotherm , sim ula-
tions at larger volum e fraction than the ones reported
inevitably lead to crystallization during the run. Fig.1
shows that,when the kinetic energy is ofthe order of
the potentialdepth (e.g. T = 0:75) ,crystallization is
shifted to largerpacking fraction valuesascom pared to
both the hard-sphere case (e.g. T = 50) and to low T

(e.g.T = 0:35).

Fig.2 shows the di� usivity behavior in the � region
where the reentrantphenom enon takesplace. Data are
norm alized by D o � �

p

T=m ,in order to take into ac-
countthe T dependence ofthe m icroscopictim e.

W eseethaton decreasing T atconstant�,D =D o � rst
increasesand then decreasesagain.Since the T 1=2 term
in D o accountsalready for the slowing down ofthe dy-
nam icsassociated to thedi� erentaverageparticleveloc-
ity,theincreaseofD =D o on coolingm usthaveadi� erent
origin. This peculiar feature can be explained as a re-
sultofthe com petition between two di� erentdynam ical
featuresproduced by the increased bonding:(i)slowing
down ofthe dynam ics due to the form ation ofa larger
num berofbonded pairsand (ii)speeding up ofthe dy-
nam icsdue to the largerfree volum e resulting from the
m ore e� cient packing ofthe bonded particles| whose
nearest neighbor distance is now im posed by the short
range ofthe potential. The insetofFig.2 showsallthe
studied state points. AtallT,the low density lim itco-
incideswith the hard spherebehavior.

Fig.3 reports the isodi� usivity curves,i.e. curves at
constant D =D 0 value, in the (�;T) plane. It also re-
portsthe curve where crystallization takesplace within
the tim e of our calculation. The isodi� usivity curves
shown in Fig.3 can be considered as the precursor of
the uid-glasstransition linethatwould takeplacewhen
D =D 0 ! 0 ifcrystallization would notoccur� rst. The
insetofFig.3 showsthe M CT calculationsforthe sam e
m odelasreported in [22]. Asin allcasesstudied previ-
ously,the M CT calculation underestim atesthe location
ofthe glasstransition line but providesa correctfram e
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forunderstanding thereentrantbehaviorobserved in the
presentcalculations.

In sum m ary,wehaveestablished thepresenceofreen-
trance in the dynam icalarrestbehaviorofan extrem ely
sim plem odel,thesquarewellone,when thewidth ofthe
attractive potentialis m uch sm aller than the hard-core
radius. This condition can be m et in colloidalsystem s.
This observed behavior,predicted by M CT,along with
a num ber ofother associated phenom ena,is explained
as com petition between the hard-core caging | char-
acteristic ofthe hard-core system s | and the bonding
caging which,in the case ofvery shortrange potential,
localizes the particles in a m ore e� cient m anner than
the hard core case. This strongerlocalization,im posed
by incipient’bonding’providesextra free volum e which
leadsto m ore di� usionalpathways. Furtherlowering of
thetem peratureproducesstrongercages,and thesystem
then crossesoverto theattractiveglassscenario.Itisan
open challenge to � nd out in future ifother M CT pre-
dictionsare supported by num ericalinvestigation. This
additionalwork,which requiresthestudy oflargervalues
of� and largersim ulation tim ewindowstobettercharac-
terizetheslow dynam ics| based on SW binary m ixture
system sto preventcrystallization | isunderway.
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FIG .1. D i�usion coe�cientD asa function ofthe pack-

ing fraction � forthe� = 0:03 squarewellpotentialatseveral

di�erentT.
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FIG .2. Scaled di�usivity D =D o (D o = �(T=m )0:5) as a

function ofpackingfraction � fortheSW potentialforsom eof

thestudied isotherm s.Theinsetshowsan enlarged � window

to highlightthe com m on low density lim it.
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FIG .3. Iso di�usivity curvesin the (�;T)phase diagram

with D =D o = 0:05(triangles), 0:04(squares), 0:025(crosses).

Thedashed linewith �lled circlesrepresentsthelinewherethe

system crystallizeswithin ourm axim um sim ulation tim e.The

insetshowsthetheoreticalM CT prediction fortheidealglass

line(redrawn from Ref.[22])forboth PercusYevick(PY-�lled

diam onds) and M ean Spherical Approxim ation (M SA-open

circles),separating the uid phase from the glassphase.
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