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W e com pute the entropic interactions between two colloidal spheres In m ersed in a dilute suspen—
sion of sem i exdble rods. O urm odeltreats the sem - exble rod as a bent rod at xed angle, set by
the rod contour and persistence lengths. T he entropic forces arising from this additional rotational
degree of freedom are captured quantitatively by the m odel, and account for observations at short
range In a recent experin ent. G lobal ts to the interaction potential data suggest the persistence
length of fd-virus is about two to three tim es am aller than the comm only used value 0of22 m .

PACS numbers: 82.70Dd, 05404, 87.15La

Colloidal dispersions exhbi a fascinating range of
equilbriim and non-equilbrium structures, and they
have im portant in pact on our daily lives ﬁl_:]. T he inter—
actions between suspension constituents determm nes the
stability of the dispersion against occulation, and the
phase behavior of the colloid. Q uantitative m odels and
m easurem ents of these interactions test our basic under-
standing about these system s, and enable experin enters
to better control suspension behaviors and properties. In
thispaperwe focuson a particular class ofentropic inter—
action, exploring the oroesbetween spheres in a suspen—
sion of rodlike particles. This System class has produced
a variety of interesting phases ﬂ d -4 and has stin ulated
several theoretical m odels E -6 -’Z 8 -9] and a m easure—
ment [10] of the rod-induced depletion interaction.

The depltion attraction between two spheres im —
m ersed In a dilute suspension of thin rods of]ength, cr
was rst considered by A sakara and O osaw a .[11] T heir
m ost iIn portant physical insight was that rods in sus-
pension gain both transhtional and rotational entropy
w hen the sphere surfaces com e w thin L. of one another.
Subsequent theories com puted the attraction m ore ac—
curately within the D erpguin approxin ation t_é, :j] and
beyond E]. However, n m any practical scenarios the
rods are not rigid, and current theories do not acocount
for the exbility of the rods. Indeed, exbility e ects
can be Im portant as evidenced by a recent interaction
m easurem ent f_l-(_j] ofm icron diam eter spheres in suspen—
sions of fd-virus; in this case system atic deviations be-
tw een experin ent and \rigid-rod" theories were ound at
shortrange, and were suggested to arise as a result of
the exbility ofthe fd-+irus. F lexible or bent rods have
an additionaldegree of freedom : the rotation about their
centralaxis. A sthe spheres get closer, this degree of free—
dom is depleted, the system entropy ncreases, and the
sphere Interactions becom e even m ore attractive.

A quantitative m odel for this observation is still lack-
ng, and Indeed a com plte theory of sem = exible rods
near surfaces rem ains a di cuk task. In this paper, we
Introduce a sim ple m odel to com pute the depletion po—
tential between two spheres in a dilute solution of sem i

exble rods. W e use them odel to quantitatively explain
the experim ents of Ref. @-Q‘] T he m odel accounts for

the entropice ectsof exbility at short—range, and pro—
vides an accurate t ofthe m easured interaction poten—
tials. The m odel also provides a m eans to extract the
persistence length Y}, and the contour length L. of the
suspended sam i+ exble rods from Interaction potential
data. G lobal tting of the data suggests that the per—
sistence length of d-virus is two to three tin es sn aller
than the comm only used value of 22 m [14].

O urm odelrelies on the assum ption that ifthe rodsare
su ciently sti , they m ay be accurately approxin ated by
two rodsoflength L = L.=2, attached togetherata xed
anglke 2 ,asshownjnFjg.-'_i. The angke may be
estinated by = cos 'R=L., where R hR?%i " is
the average end-to-end distance. R is related to |, and
L by (i3]

hR%i= 2L L+ 2% e Pe7F 1 : @

T his approach sin pli es the problm , while still captur-
ing the essentialphysics. In particular, we show that the
part of the depletion potential associated w ith new rota-
tional degrees of freedom is short ranged, ie. of order

Lc

d

FIG .1: (a) Typicalcon gurationsofa sem i exible rod whose
contour length L. is com parable to the persistence length % .

() Our approxin ation of sem i- exble rod In (@); two sti

rods of length L attached at a x angle. (c) A bent rod near
a atwalland (d) con ned between two walls.
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the bent rod width, W = L sin . Importantly, when W
is signi cantly less than the particle diam eter, the rota—
tional part of the depletion interaction can be treated
w ithin the D erpguin approxin ation '[_i].

In the presence of repulsive walls (see F1ig. :_]:), the
rotationaldegrees of freedom ofa bent rod are restricted.
Consider a bent rod wih one end displaced by z from
the wall and wih orientation @; ). The probabiliy
of nding a rod in such a con guration is given by the
Bolzm ann factor: £ (r;@; )/ expl & @;d; )], where

= 1=kg T, kg isthe Boltzm ann constant, and T is the
tem perature. The hard wall potential U, is in nite if
any part of the rod touches the wall and is otherw ise
zero. W e consider the case where the concentration of
the rods is su ciently low so that the them odynam ics
are well characterized by the G rand potential ofan ideal
gas of rods
Z Z Z

&Er du

= NEkT d f(@;u; ): )

Here N is the number of rods. W e de ne the surface
tension by the di erence

3 2 Z h i

1 e Ue (rju; ) :3)

= oksT

Here | is the average density of the rods and S is the
s'urﬁoe area of the wall. To com pute the integralin Eq.
@3), we enum erate all the con gurations of the bent rod

Just touching the walls.

Letus rstconsidera single atwall, asshown in Fig.
:J:.Therearethreeregjonsto consider: (d) 0 < < =4,
@) =4 < < =3, and (@{i) =3 < < =2. For

< =4,we observe that when ;(z; )< < 5(z; ),
for

h i

L ) = cos b —— @)
2L cos

2(2; ) = + cos 'z=L; ®)

the rotation of the rod about is symm etry axis is re—

strictedto < < 2 2r Where
h i
1 z
alzj )= cos®™ ——— oot oot (6)
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FIG .2: The surface tension of a bent rod In the presence of
a atplanewall

U sing this construction, the surface tension is

Z Z
() Lcos L = sih2 2 )
= + — dx d sin L &; )
0 2 2 R
(7)
where x = z=L.SianarJy,ﬁ3r§> > ;,wehave
Z Z
() L cos 1 = sin2 2 )
= + — dx d s 5 &; )
0 2 2 .
z Z
L 2
+ — dx d sh ,&; ): B)
2 sin 2 cos !x
In Fig. ;g:,wep]ot () asa function of . Note that
the lim g valies, (0) = %+ oks TL and (=2) =

% oks TL, agree w ith previous results l_l-l_j]

W e now tum to the calculation fortwo walls (see Fig.
-r_]:). Since the rods are sti and  is small in the exper—
in ent of Interest, we focus on the case where < =4.
Fora given separation ofthe wallsd, we divide the inter—
val0 < z< d=2 into di erent regions, wherein 1; 2; 3;
and 4, take on di erent values. The new angles are
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FIG . 3: The depletion interaction V (d) Eq. {12)] between
two planar walls (the solid curve) m ediated by a bent rod of
contour length L. = 2L wih @) = =7 and ) =5. The
dashed curve is the depletion interaction ofa straight rod w ith
R = 2L cos . At large distances, they show little di erence
but the restriction on the additional degree of freedom at
shorter distances gives rise to a stronger attraction in V d),
which is bounded below by the potential of a straight rod
of R = 2L (the dotted line). This is qua]jtativelx lthe e ect
observed in experin ent ofRef. [10] (See also Fig. ).



@ ) wst L2 10)
Z; =
‘ 2L cos
If ;1 < < s,and , < 3, is restricted to a < <
2 2. If 3< < 4, isrestricted to0< < b
L cos d
b (Z; )= cos?! 1 ( - - ) ( Z):
L sin sin( )
(11)

W hen , > 3, is further restricted to , < <

pand + p < < 2 2 Iif 3 < < 5. Thus,
the depletion potential per unit area de ned by V @d) =
g 1] L; lis
a *
vV @) = okeT Loos 1 —— + (& ) ;
2L cos
12)
w here
1ZLsin2 Z 2
d; ) = - dz d sin Lz ;)
0 1
Z, Zg
— dz d sn L(z; ;)
Zg, Zg
— dz d sin p(z; ; ): 13)

Here ° indicates integrations over phase space restricted
to the allow ed values. F ig. 3 depicts the depletion poten—
tialbetween two walls ordi erent . At large distances
the potential is determ ined by the \end-to-end" distance
R ofthe rod. At short distances the rotationaldegree of
freedom becom es In portant and increases the attraction
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FIG . 4: Interaction potential between a pair of 10 m si-
ica spheres in a suspension of fd virus wih concentration
0:67m g/m L. The dotted (dashed) lines are generated by the
YIM modelwith R = L., = 900 nm R = 7_4_0 nm ; L. = 900
nm ). The solid lines are generated by Eq. {14) with R = 740
nm and L. = 900 nm . C learly, the agreem ent of experim en—
taldata and ourm odelw hich includes the addition rotational
degree of freedom of a bent rod is excellent. T he dash-dotted
vertical line indicatesW = 023 m .

between walls. The potential is bounded below by the
potentialof a straight rod w ith length 2L . A though our
calculation has been done for two walls, we expect the
sam e qualitative features to hold for two spheres.

V (d) can bew ritten asa sum of2 pieces. The rsttem
is the depletion potential of a straight rod w ih length
R = 2L cos f_l-é_b'] T he second term depends only on the
additional rotational degree of freedom of the bent rod.
M oreover, the range of (d; ) is oforder ofthe w idth of
the bent rod, W = L sih , which is sn all com pared to
the sphere radius in Ref. f_l-C_i] T hese observations sug-
gest that to approxin ate the depletion potential for two
spheres, the latter term m ay be treated in the D erpguin
approxin ation, whilk the rsttem replaced by theY JM
rigid-rod m odel ﬁ Thus, we w rite

Z
0aR? K

Us(h): +

|z

dx ;) ;

14)
where a is the sphere radius and h their closest surface
separation. K (=R ;a=R) is the potential between two
spheres due to a straight rod of length R, which reduces
to the D erjaguin expression Kp h=R)= - (1 h=R) i
the limita=R 1 [BI.

Fig. '4 displays a typical experim entaldata set ofRef.
flO] with three di erent models { (i) the YIM m odel
(dotted line), whose potential is given by the st tem

a
R

4

R?

Interaction Potential, U/kgT

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Separation (pm)

FIG . 5: Interaction potentialbetween pairsof (@) 10 m and
() 1:6 m silica spheres in a suspension of fd virusw ith di er-
ent concentration. T he solid lines are generated by Eq. (4),
w ith best t param eters that give sm allest 2.



in Eq. (4) with R = 900nm , the contour kength of f,
(i) the Y IM K P m odel (dashed Jj1:1e), whose potential is
given by the rst tem i Eq. 1(14) with R = 740nm,
and (iil) the bent rod m odel (solid line), Ugs h) in Eq.
{4) with R = 740nm and L. = 900nm . The circles are
experin ental data for 10 m diam eter silica particle in
a dilute (0:67mg/m 1) solution of © virus. The theory
curves are com puted with no free param eters and are
then num erically blurred to account for the instrum ent’s
spatialresolution (seeRef. @(_i]) . C learly, ourm odelgives
thebest tto the experim entaldata. In particular, both
YJIM and Y JIM KP m odels, whilke having approxin ately
the right m agnitude and shape, fail to account for the
overall curvatures of the experim ental curve. Further,
while the YJM KP m odel agrees w ith m ost of the data
at large h, our m odel clkarly accounts for the depth of
the m easured potential near contact.

In order to explore the best ts m ore quantitatively,
we com puted the 2 valie of ourm odels for alldata sets
w ih R rangihg from 720 825 nm and L. = 880; 900,
and 920nm . Iffa xed concentration M easured experi-
mentally) isassumed, 2 issmallest orR = 780nm and

L. = 920nm . If the concentration is allowed to vary
within s 5% experinental error, then 2 is smalk
est or R = 740nm and L. = 900nm . Fig. -5 show s

best ts for each of concentration. N ote that the width
W 200nm , is sn aller than the radius of the colloidal
soheres. This jJusti esa posteriorithe D erpguin approx—
Inationmade n Eq. C_l-l_l‘) . Furthem ore, we can estin ate

L usingEq. (r_]:) and the values forR and L. above, yield—

ing %, ’ 850nm ( xed concentration) and 5 ’ 680nm
(variable concentration). O ur resuls for L. of fd are con—
sistent w ith the literature, ie. 850nm < L. < 920nm
f_lf_;]. H ow ever, our values fr Y, should be contrasted to
the often-quoted value, , = 22 m [16, 11]. The lat-
ter isbased on a tting of dynam ic light scattering data
w ith theoreticalm odels [_1-j, :_ig'], whose assum ptionsm ay
well be questioned In the light of our results. Indeed,
am aller values of %, have also been reported based on dy-—
nam ic structure factor m odels of sem + exidble lam ents
{_IQ'], and using electron m icroscopy @-(j]

W e have presented a sin ple analytical m odel for the
depletion interaction between two spheres m ediated by
sam = exble rods, and dem onstrated its quantitative
agreem ent with experim ental data. Our theoretical
m odelcom bined w ith interaction m easurem ents provides
a basis for extracting the persistence length of a sem i-

exble rod.
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