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W ecom putetheentropicinteractionsbetween two colloidalspheresim m ersed in a dilutesuspen-

sion ofsem i-
exiblerods.O urm odeltreatsthesem i-
exiblerod asa bentrod at�xed angle,setby

therod contourand persistence lengths.The entropic forcesarising from thisadditionalrotational

degree offreedom are captured quantitatively by the m odel,and accountforobservationsatshort

range in a recentexperim ent. G lobal�tsto the interaction potentialdata suggest the persistence

length offd-virusisabouttwo to three tim essm allerthan the com m only used value of2:2�m .

PACS num bers:82.70.D d,05.40.-a,87.15.La

Colloidal dispersions exhibit a fascinating range of

equilibrium and non-equilibrium structures, and they

have im portantim pacton ourdaily lives[1].The inter-

actions between suspension constituents determ ines the

stability ofthe dispersion against 
 occulation,and the

phase behaviorofthe colloid. Q uantitative m odels and

m easurem entsoftheseinteractionstestourbasicunder-

standing aboutthesesystem s,and enableexperim enters

tobettercontrolsuspension behaviorsand properties.In

thispaperwefocuson aparticularclassofentropicinter-

action,exploring theforcesbetween spheresin a suspen-

sion ofrodlikeparticles.Thissystem classhasproduced

avarietyofinterestingphases[2,3,4],and hasstim ulated

severaltheoreticalm odels[5,6,7,8,9]and a m easure-

m ent[10]ofthe rod-induced depletion interaction.

The depletion attraction between two spheres im -

m ersed in a dilute suspension ofthin rodsoflength,Lc,

was� rstconsidered by Asakara and O osawa [11]. Their

m ost im portant physicalinsight was that rods in sus-

pension gain both translationaland rotationalentropy

when thespheresurfacescom ewithin Lc ofoneanother.

Subsequent theories com puted the attraction m ore ac-

curately within the Derjaguin approxim ation [6,7]and

beyond [5]. However,in m any practicalscenarios the

rods are not rigid,and current theories do not account

for the 
 exibility ofthe rods. Indeed,
 exibility e� ects

can be im portant as evidenced by a recent interaction

m easurem ent[10]ofm icron diam eterspheresin suspen-

sions offd-virus;in this case system atic deviations be-

tween experim entand \rigid-rod"theorieswerefound at

short-range,and were suggested to arise as a result of

the 
 exibility ofthe fd-virus.Flexible orbentrodshave

an additionaldegreeoffreedom :therotation abouttheir

centralaxis.Asthespheresgetcloser,thisdegreeoffree-

dom is depleted,the system entropy increases,and the

sphereinteractionsbecom e even m oreattractive.

A quantitative m odelforthisobservation isstilllack-

ing,and indeed a com plete theory ofsem i-
 exible rods

nearsurfacesrem ainsa di� culttask. In thispaper,we

introduce a sim ple m odelto com pute the depletion po-

tentialbetween two spheresin a dilute solution ofsem i-


 exiblerods.W eusethem odelto quantitatively explain

the experim ents ofRef. [10]. The m odelaccounts for

theentropice� ectsof
 exibility atshort-range,and pro-

videsan accurate � tofthe m easured interaction poten-

tials. The m odelalso provides a m eans to extract the

persistence length ‘p and the contour length Lc ofthe

suspended sem i-
 exible rods from interaction potential

data. G lobal� tting ofthe data suggests that the per-

sistence length offd-virus is two to three tim es sm aller

than the com m only used valueof2:2�m [12].

O urm odelrelieson theassum ption thatiftherodsare

su� cientlysti� ,theym aybeaccuratelyapproxim atedby

tworodsoflength L = Lc=2,attached togetherata� xed

angle � � 2�,asshown in Fig. 1. The angle � m ay be

estim ated by � = cos� 1 R=Lc,where R �
�
hR

2
i
�1=2

is

the average end-to-end distance. R isrelated to ‘p and

Lc by [13]

hR
2
i= 2Lc‘p + 2‘2p

�

e
� L c=‘p � 1

�

: (1)

Thisapproach sim pli� esthe problem ,while stillcaptur-

ing theessentialphysics.In particular,weshow thatthe

partofthedepletion potentialassociated with new rota-

tionaldegrees offreedom is short ranged,i.e. oforder

^

R
α

θ
φ

α

z
θ

d

z
u

L

α

a b

c

Lc
L

W

d

FIG .1:(a)Typicalcon�gurationsofasem i-
exiblerod whose

contourlength Lc iscom parable to thepersistence length ‘p.

(b) O ur approxim ation ofsem i-
exible rod in (a); two sti�

rodsoflength L attached ata �x angle.(c)A bentrod near

a 
atwalland (d)con�ned between two walls.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0206496v1


2

the bentrod width,W = L sin�.Im portantly,when W

issigni� cantly lessthan the particle diam eter,the rota-

tionalpart ofthe depletion interaction can be treated

within the Derjaguin approxim ation [1].

In the presence of repulsive walls (see Fig. 1), the

rotationaldegreesoffreedom ofabentrod arerestricted.

Consider a bent rod with one end displaced by z from

the walland with orientation (̂u;�). The probability

of� nding a rod in such a con� guration is given by the

Boltzm ann factor:f(r;û;�)/ exp[� �Ue(r;û;�)],where

� = 1=kB T,kB isthe Boltzm ann constant,and T isthe

tem perature. The hard wallpotentialUe is in� nite if

any part of the rod touches the walland is otherwise

zero. W e consider the case where the concentration of

the rods is su� ciently low so that the therm odynam ics

arewellcharacterized by theG rand potentialofan ideal

gasofrods


 = � N kB T

Z

d
3
r

Z

d
2
u

Z

d� f(r;u;�): (2)

Here N is the num ber ofrods. W e de� ne the surface

tension by the di� erence

� 
 =

 � 
0

S

= �0kB T

Z
d3r

S

Z
d2u

4�

Z
d�

2�

h

1� e
� �U e(r;u;�)

i

:(3)

Here �0 is the average density ofthe rods and S is the

surface area ofthe wall.To com pute the integralin Eq.

(3),we enum erate allthe con� gurationsofthe bentrod

justtouching the walls.

Letus� rstconsidera single
 atwall,asshown in Fig.

1.There arethree regionsto consider:(i)0 < � < �=4,

(ii) �=4 < � < �=3, and (iii) �=3 < � < �=2. For

� < �=4,we observe thatwhen �1(z;�)< � < �2(z;�),

for

�1(z;�) = cos� 1
h

z

2L cos�

i

(4)

�2(z;�) = � + cos� 1 z=L; (5)

the rotation ofthe rod about its sym m etry axis is re-

stricted to �a < � < 2� � �a,where

�a(z;�)= cos� 1
h

z

L sin� sin�
� cot� cot�

i

: (6)
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FIG .2: The surface tension ofa bentrod in the presence of

a 
atplane wall.

Using thisconstruction,the surfacetension is

�� 
(�)

�0
=
L cos�

2
+

L

2�

Z sin 2�

0

dx

Z �2

�1

d� sin� �a(x;�);

(7)

wherex = z=L.Sim ilarly,for �

2
> � >

�

4
,wehave

�� 
(�)

�0
=

L cos�

2
+

L

2�

Z sin 2�

0

dx

Z �2

�1

d� sin� �a(x;�)

+
L

2�

Z 1

sin 2�

dx

Z �2

�� cos� 1 x

d� sin� �a(x;�): (8)

In Fig. 2,we plot� 
(�)asa function of�. Note that

the lim iting values,� 
(0)= 1

2
�0kB TL and � 
(�=2)=

1

4
�0kB TL,agreewith previousresults[14].

W enow turn to thecalculation fortwo walls(seeFig.

1). Since the rodsare sti� and � issm allin the exper-

im ent ofinterest,we focus on the case where � < �=4.

Fora given separation ofthewallsd,wedividetheinter-

val0 < z < d=2 into di� erentregions,wherein �1;�2;�3;

and �4 takeon di� erentvalues.Thenew anglesare

�3(z;�) = � � � � cos� 1
�
d� z

2L

�

(9)

Bent Rod with α=

Straight Rod R=2Lcosα

Straight Rod R=2L

βV(d)π
ρ0L π

7

a

Bent Rod with α=

Straight Rod R=2Lcosα

Straight Rod R=2L

π
5

βV(d)π
ρ0L

h/L

b

FIG .3: The depletion interaction V (d) [Eq. (12)]between

two planarwalls (the solid curve)m ediated by a bentrod of

contourlength Lc = 2L with (a)� = �=7 and (b)�=5. The

dashed curveisthedepletion interaction ofastraightrod with

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 potentialof a straight rod

ofR = 2L (the dotted line). This is qualitatively the e�ect

observed in experim entofRef.[10](See also Fig.4).
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�4(z;�) = � � cos� 1
�

d� z

2L cos�

�

: (10)

If�1 < � < �2 and �2 < �3,� isrestricted to �a < � <

2� � �a.If�3 < � < �4,� isrestricted to 0 < � < � � �b

and � + �b < � < 2� with

�b(z;�)= cos� 1
�

1�
L cos(� � � � �)� (d� z)

L sin� sin(� � �)

�

:

(11)

W hen �2 > �3,� is further restricted to �a < � < � �

�b and � + �b < � < 2� � �a if�3 < � < �2. Thus,

the depletion potentialperunitarea de� ned by V (d)=

� 
[d;�]� � 
[1 ;�]is

V (d)= � �0kB T

"

L cos�

�

1�
d

2L cos�

� 2

+ � (d;�)

#

;

(12)

where

� (d;�) =
1

�

Z L sin 2�

0

dz

Z �2

�1

d� sin� �a(z;�;�)

�
1

�

Z
0

dz

Z
0

d� sin� �a(z;�;�)

�
1

�

Z
0

dz

Z
0

d� sin� �b(z;�;�): (13)

Here 0 indicatesintegrationsoverphase space restricted

totheallowed values.Fig.3depictsthedepletion poten-

tialbetween two wallsfordi� erent�.Atlargedistances

thepotentialisdeterm ined by the\end-to-end" distance

R oftherod.Atshortdistancestherotationaldegreeof

freedom becom esim portantand increasestheattraction
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FIG .4: Interaction potentialbetween a pair of1:0�m sil-

ica spheres in a suspension of fd virus with concentration

0:67m g/m l. The dotted (dashed)lines are generated by the

YJM m odelwith R = Lc = 900 nm (R = 740 nm ;Lc = 900

nm ).Thesolid linesare generated by Eq.(14)with R = 740

nm and Lc = 900 nm . Clearly,the agreem entofexperim en-

taldata and ourm odelwhich includestheaddition rotational

degreeoffreedom ofa bentrod isexcellent.Thedash-dotted

verticalline indicatesW = 0:23�m .

between walls. The potentialis bounded below by the

potentialofa straightrod with length 2L.Although our

calculation has been done for two walls,we expect the

sam equalitativefeaturesto hold fortwo spheres.

V (d)can bewritten asasum of2pieces.The� rstterm

is the depletion potentialofa straight rod with length

R = 2L cos� [14].Thesecond term dependsonly on the

additionalrotationaldegree offreedom ofthe bentrod.

M oreover,therangeof� (d;�)isoforderofthewidth of

the bent rod,W = L sin�,which is sm allcom pared to

the sphere radiusin Ref. [10]. These observationssug-

gestthatto approxim atethe depletion potentialfortwo

spheres,thelatterterm m ay betreated in theDerjaguin

approxim ation,whilethe� rstterm replaced by theYJM

rigid-rod m odel[5].Thus,wewrite

�Us(h)= � �0aR
2

�

K

�
h

R
;
a

R

�

+
�

R 2

Z
1

h

dx� (x;�)

�

;

(14)

where a is the sphere radiusand h their closestsurface

separation. K (h=R;a=R) is the potentialbetween two

spheresdue to a straightrod oflength R,which reduces

to the Derjaguin expression K D (h=R)=
�

6
(1� h=R)3 in

the lim ita=R � 1 [5].

Fig.4 displaysa typicalexperim entaldata setofRef.

[10]with three di� erent m odels { (i) the YJM m odel

(dotted line),whose potentialis given by the � rstterm
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in Eq. (14)with R = 900nm ,the contourlength offd,

(ii)theYJM -K P m odel(dashed line),whosepotentialis

given by the � rst term in Eq. (14) with R = 740nm ,

and (iii) the bent rod m odel(solid line),Us(h) in Eq.

(14)with R = 740nm and Lc = 900nm .The circlesare

experim entaldata for 1:0�m diam eter silica particle in

a dilute (0:67m g/m l) solution offd virus. The theory

curves are com puted with no free param eters and are

then num erically blurred to accountfortheinstrum ent’s

spatialresolution(seeRef.[10]).Clearly,ourm odelgives

thebest� tto theexperim entaldata.In particular,both

YJM and YJM -K P m odels,while having approxim ately

the right m agnitude and shape,failto account for the

overallcurvatures ofthe experim entalcurve. Further,

while the YJM -K P m odelagreeswith m ostofthe data

at large h,our m odelclearly accounts for the depth of

the m easured potentialnearcontact.

In order to explore the best � ts m ore quantitatively,

wecom puted the�2 valueofourm odelsforalldata sets

with R ranging from 720� 825 nm and Lc = 880;900,

and 920nm . Ifa � xed concentration (m easured experi-

m entally)isassum ed,�2 issm allestforR = 780nm and

Lc = 920nm . If the concentration is allowed to vary

within its � 5% experim ental error, then �2 is sm all-

est for R = 740nm and Lc = 900nm . Fig. 5 shows

best� tsforeach ofconcentration. Note thatthe width

W � 200nm ,issm allerthan the radiusofthe colloidal

spheres.Thisjusti� esa posterioritheDerjaguin approx-

im ation m adein Eq.(14).Furtherm ore,wecan estim ate

‘p usingEq.(1)and thevaluesforR and Lc above,yield-

ing ‘p ’ 850nm (� xed concentration)and ‘p ’ 680nm

(variableconcentration).O urresultsforLc offd arecon-

sistent with the literature,i.e. 850nm < Lc < 920nm

[15]. However,ourvaluesfor‘p should be contrasted to

the often-quoted value,‘p = 2:2�m [16,17]. The lat-

terisbased on a � tting ofdynam iclightscattering data

with theoreticalm odels[17,18],whoseassum ptionsm ay

wellbe questioned in the light ofour results. Indeed,

sm allervaluesof‘p havealsobeen reported based on dy-

nam ic structure factor m odels ofsem i-
 exible � lam ents

[19],and using electron m icroscopy [20].

W e have presented a sim ple analyticalm odelfor the

depletion interaction between two spheres m ediated by

sem i-
 exible rods, and dem onstrated its quantitative

agreem ent with experim ental data. O ur theoretical

m odelcom bined with interaction m easurem entsprovides

a basis for extracting the persistence length ofa sem i-


 exiblerod.
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