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The phase diagram of a polydisperse m ixture of uniaxial rod-lke and plate-lke hard paral-
Elepipeds is detem ined for aspect ratios = 5 and 15. A 1l particles have equal volum e and
polydispersity is introduced In a highly sym m etric way. T he corresponding binary m ixture isknown
to have a biaxialphase for = 15, but to be unstable against dem ixing into two uniaxial nem atics
for = 5.W e nd that the phase diagram for = 15 is qualitatively sim ilar to that of the binary
m ixture, regardless the am ount of polydispersity, whilk for = 5 a su cient am ount of polydisper—
sity stabilizes the biaxialphase. T his provides som e clues for the design of an experim ent in which
this long searched biaxial phase could be observed.

PACS numbers: 64.70M d,64.754 g,6120G y

System s of anisotropic m olecules w ith two sym m etry
axes may form a biaxial nem atic phase. In this phase
m olcules align preferentially along two perpendicular
axes. The biaxial phase is expermm entally di cult to
observe because In system s w ith biaxialm olecules it is
preem pted by am ectic or solid phases. T his led A ben i_]:]
to propose an altemative system which should behave
sim ilarly, but in which spatial ordering is di culted: a
m xture of hard rods and plates. His analysis of this
system wih a mean- eld lattice m odel showed a phase
diagram w ith four phases: isotropic uid (I), rod-lke ne-
matic W' ), platelke nematic N ), and biaxial B).
T he latter separates the two nem atics w ith second-order
transition lines when com position is varied from rod-rich
to platerich. Upon increasing concentration, for a rod—
rich (platerich) com position the system st undergoes
a rstorder I{N*' (I{N ) transition and then a second
orderN* {B (N {B) transition. At the crossover there is
sim ply a continuous I{B transition. Two continuous and
two rstordertransitionsm eet at thism ulticriticalpoint.
At the conclusions of his work, A ben m entions that a
N* {N phase separation m ight replace the B phase, but
does not considers this possbility in his analysis. A sin —
ilar phase behavior has later been obtained by other au—
thors using di erent m odels 'E:, '§:, ZJ:, '§I]. They take into
acoount the e ect ofhaving free (rather than restricted to
a lattice) rotations and/or translations. From them one
leams threem ain things: st of all, that A ben’s phase
diagram is qualitatively correct; secondly, that there is
a symm etric m ixture, nam ely that with rods and plates
having the sam em olecularvolum e (hence parallelorper-
pendicular like particles have the sam e excluded volum e),
for which the m ulticritical point appearsm ore or less at
equin olar com position; and thirdly, that the phase dia—
gram is perfectly symm etric about equin olarity only if
virial coe cients higher than the second are neglected.

The rst experin ental observation of a B phase was

obtained by Yu and Saupe f_d] in a temary yotropicm ix—
ture of potassiim laureate, 1{decanol and water. This
system fom s lam ellar and cylindricalm icelles. By vary—
ing com position and concentration N and B phases ap—
pear, In a con guration that reproduces A ben’s phase
diagram around the m ulticritical point. A lthough this
was rst considered an experim ental realization of A I-
ben’s m odel, i was latter recognized that m icelles can
really change shape from rod-lke to plate-like through
biaxial form s as we m ove in the phase diagram . A Lan-
dau theory for a system of shape-changing m icelles fj]
does in fact reproduce even the m ost peculiar features of
Yu-Saupe's system (lke reentrance in the isotropic phase
upon increasing concentration). So the experin ental ob—
servation ofthe B phase In a m ixture of rods and plates
rem ains a open problem .

At the sam e tin e van Roijand M ulder [§] introduced
an new im portant elem ent in play. T hey considered the
rod-plate m ixture version of Zwanzig’s m odel (uniaxial
parallelepipeds), as well as an expansion of the free en—
ergy up to the second virialcoe cient. T hen they reanal-
ysed the phase diagram w ith respect toN* {N  dem ixing
for the sym m etric m ixture, for which the excluded vol-
um e between unlke particles ism inimum (ence phase
Separation is least favored) . W hat they found isthatN* {
N phase separation ism ore stable than the B phase up
to aspect ratios (long-to-short axis ratio) 8:8. Above
that threshold the phase diagram is like that predicted
by A ben up to a certain concentration, w here phase sep—
aration again replaces the B phase. The window of sta-
bility of the B phase is relatively narrow . The driving
m echanisn behind this phase behavior is the larger ex-—
cluded volum e between unlke particles In the B phase
as com pared to that between like particles (the rod-plate
exclided volum e divided by the rod-rod one scales as

2°3 for large aspect matios  B)). W hen the gai i
free volum e com pensates the loss In m ixing entropy (and
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this strongly depends on concentration and com position)
phase separation occurs. T his phase behavior was later
con m ed in sinulations of sym m etric m xtures of pro—
late and oblate ellipsoids ig], the only di erence being
the logicalasym m etry in the phase diagram ofthe latter
(@an In portant di erence, though, because it gives rise to
N {B coexistence).

T here isa new recent experin ent, this tin e perform ed
on a true colloidal rod-plate m ixture t_l-(_i] Rod (plate)
aspect ratio is 10 (15) whilke platetorod volum e
ratio is 13:1. The m xture is therefore far from being
symm etric. T his systam show s isotropic (I) and uniaxial
nem atic phases, aswellas biphasic (I{N ) and triphasic
(I{N* {N ) coexistences, but no B phase at all (there ap—
pearm ore phases at higher concentrations, but they are
spatially inhom ogeneous I_l-]_;]) . This picture is consistent
w ith the Jarge volum e di erence betw een rods and plates,
and can in fact be explained w ith a P arsonslLee density
functional approxin ation [_1-1:] T his experin ent intro—
duces, how ever, another elem ent of unpredicted e ect on
the system : polydispersity. Both rods and plates have
about 20{30% polydispersity In their axis lengths. For
thisparticular system , astheory show s [_l-]_:], this doesnot
seam to have any observable qualitative e ect other than
allow Ing for m ore than three phase coexistence Wwhich
is forbidden by G bbs’s phase rule in a two-com ponent
system ) at high concentrations. But aswe ain to show
In this letter, polydispersity has a m ore drastic e ect in
the phase behavior of the sym m etric rod-plate m xture.

To this purpose, we have extended van Roijand M ul-
der's model n two ways: (1) including polydispersity
In a highly symm etric way, In order to m Inin ize triv—
ial excluded vo]urg e e ects; and (i) using fundam ental-
m easure theory |13, 13] to m odel its free energy, which
for hom ogeneous phases is equivalent to em ploying a y—
expansion exact up to the third virial term (hence the
phase diagram is expected to be asym m etric). T hus our
system consists of a m xture of parallelepipeds of size
L D D, allofthem with equalvolime: LI? = 1. If
we characterize anisotropy by L=D = ,thenL = 273
andD = ! . Rodshavel< < 1 whilkplateshave
0< < 1. The com posiion ofthem ixture is then given
by a (parent) probability density
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where K () ( > 0) is the th-ordermodi ed Bessel

function, and > 1. Function f (z) is peaked around
z 1, and it is wider the smaller is ; so £( =) is
peaked around = and £ ( ) is peaked around =
1. The om er represents a polydisperse distribution
of rods and the latter a distrbution of plates, both of
aspect ratio Param eter 0 1 allows to tune
the overall com position of the m ixture,since the m olar
fraction ofthe rods isgiven by x, (), p()d (and

that of plates by %, () = 1 % (), of course). The
probability density p( ) is chosen so that ifdg( ; )
p()d ,then Fg(; )j= Fg( ';1  )J in otherwords,
the fraction of rods and plates w ithin the sam e interval
of aspect ratios are In the proportion x, () :x, (1 ).
The m om ents of this distribution are given by h ™ i =
Knz ()Ko() [ ™+ @ ) ™ ], explicitly show ing
the symm etry of the m ixture.

Fundam entalm easure approxin ation for a m ulticom —
ponent m ixture ofhard uniaxialparallelepipeds am ounts
to taking for the excess (over the ideal) free energy den—
sity (n kT unis) [id,13],
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; denoting the number density of parallelepipeds of
species 1 wih their symm etry axes ordiented along the

direction = x;y;z). Specializing for our system , where
species are labeled by the continuous param eter ,
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where ()= (). The total free energy density is
then given by
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D etails for determ ining phase equilbria in a system
like this have been reported elsewhere [14,115]. Tn brief,
ifatagiven there isonly one phase present, itsequilibb—
rium com position is detem ined by m inin zing @) wih
respectto () underthe constraint ()= p(),wih
p( ) given by {1). Thisam ountsto soking the system of
equations ( = x;v;z)
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Ifm > 1 phases are present in m utual equilbbrium , then

tions m ust verify the Yever rule’
X
p()= Va al )i ©)

a

Va dencij:jng the fraction of volum e ocupied by the ath
phase ( _vs = 1). Chem icalequilbrium then yields




and this system ofequations is com pleted by the equality
of oan otic pressures betw een every pair of phases, w here
osm otic pressure is obtained from 6_3) as

= + + 2 7
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First of all, as this theory has contrbutions of virial
tem s higher than the second, we have checked van R oij
and M ulder’s resuls [r{j’]. So wehave rst chosen a bidis—
persem xture (oure rodsand pure plates). T he resulting
phase diagram s are qualitatively the sam e, apart from
som e asymm etry induced by those higher virals: for

= 15 there isa sn allB window bounded aboveby N * {
N dem ixing, whereas no B phase appears for = 5.
In both cases, the m ulticritical point is found very near
Xy = 1=2. An inportant di erence produced by the
asymm etry is the replacem ent of the very narrow region
of triphasic coexistence found by van Roijand M ulder
by a sinple N* {B coexistence. It is also worth m ention—
Ing that the asymm etry we obtaln m irrors that of the
sin ulations of prolate and oblate ellipsoids t_&‘i] (they ob—
ssrve N {B ooexistence instead). T his m eans that the
asymm etry m ust be strongly in uenced by the details of
the model mainly the shape of the m olecules and the
restriction of ordentations).

W e have next m ade the m ixture polydisperse. The
breadth ofthe two peaksin p( ) iscontroledby in (1).
A quantitative characterization ofthe polydispersity can
be given if we determm ine the dispersion in L and D as
obtained from p( ) ©r = 0orl. Thisyilds
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where = 2fr ; and p =1for p.For = 15we

have chosen = 1 ( ; = 0288, p = 0:443). The re—
sulting phase diagram ( vs.x,) isplotted In FJg:l.: The
glbal picture F1ig. :l:a) resem bles very much the bidis-
perse case: thereare rstorder I{N transitions;thetwo
uniaxial nem atics are separated by a B phase through
second order transition lines; roughly above a threshold
density the latter is replaced by a w ide region ofN* {N
coexistence; and there is a m ulticritical point w here the
two I{N rst order transitions and the two N {B sec—
ond order onesm eet (very close to x, = 1=2). There is
a di erence w ith respect to the bidisperse phase diagram
In that the lines delin iting coexistence regions do not
correspond to coexisting states, but are the cloud lines
(de ned by points where a incipient new phase is form -
ng) of the corresponding coexistences. For the sake of
clarity, the shadow lines (densiy and com position of the
Incipient phase) are not represented. Notice that isthe
globaldensity of the system , and does not coincide w ith
that any of the coexisting phases (except at the cloud
lines of biphasic coexistence). T he details F igs. :}.'b and
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FIG .1l: Phase diagram (globaldensiy, ,vs.rod m olar frac-
tion, xy) and two details of a polydisperse rod-plate m ix—
ture w ith length and breadth polydispersity 1 = 0288 and
p = 0:143, and aspect ratio = 15. Phases are labelled I
(isotropic), N* (rod-lkke nem atic), N  (olate-like nem atic)
and B (piaxial nem atic). D otted lines m ark second-order
phase transitions and fi1ll Iines delin ite coexistence regions.

c) show that right above the B phase there are regions of
B{N aswellas triphasic coexistence. A Iso rem arkable
are the tw 0 second-order transitions separating the B {N
coexistence regions from theN* {N one, whereupon in—
creasing concentration the biaxial order param eter van—
ishes continuously, hence transform ing the B phase into
the second uniaxial nem atic. These lines have no ana—
logue in the bidisperse system . Finally, a globale ect of
polydispersity is to lower the phase diagram in densities
and tom ake it m ore sym m etric (probably two related ef-
fects, because the lower the density the less relevant the
higher virial term s).

W e have checked that the region of stability of the B
phase is not appreciably a ected by an increase in poly—
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FIG.2:Sameastg.:ljbutﬁ)raspectraU'o = 5 and length
and breath polydispersity 1 = 0610 and p = 0:302.

dispersity (usihg = 0:d1,ie. 1 = 0610, p = 0:302),
50 polydispersity does not seem to Inhibit B ordering. In
fact, it acts otherw ise, favouring B ordering against N* {
N dem ixing, as the case = 5 illustrates (see Fjg.:_Z).
Again the phase diagram of this case looks very much
like that of the bidisperse case if we take = 1, ie.
no B phase appears. However, increasing polydispersity
up to = 0: we again obtain a region where B order-
ing ism ore stable than N* {N  dem ixing (Fjg.:_z’a). The
B phase is lim ited from above by a region of B{N co—
existence, which upon increasing density again becom es
N* {N through a second order transition.

T his enhancem ent ofbiaxial ordering is the m ost srik—
Ing e ect of polydispersity. To understand why it is so
wemust nd a mechanisn by which B ordering is en—
tropically favoured w r£.N* {N dem ixing. Thism ech—
anisn is two-folded: on the one hand m xing entropy
Increases upon increasing polydispersity, thus penalizing
dem ixing; but on the otherhand, polydispersity increases
the galn In free volum e of the B phase w x&t. that of
uniaxial nem atics (the average rod-plate exclided vol-
um e divided by the average rod-rod one in a perfect B
phase scales as 273e © *, ¢ being a positive constant,
for large aspectpraLjos and polydispersities in the range
1 @D) n ).

Thise ect can be exploited in the design of an exper—
In ent to observe the B phase. The fabrication of rod-
like and plate-like colloidal particles could follow sin i
lar procedures to those em ployed by van der K ooijand
Lekkerkerker [1G]. Then, the m ean size and polydisper-
sity of the rods and the plates can be controlled by in—

ducing successive fractionations (eg. by adding a non—
adsorbing polym er i_l-gl]), starting o from the appropri-
ate parent distributions so as to obtain the desired nal
valies. The key is to produce as symm etric (in parti-
cle volum e) polydisperse m ixtures as possble, since this
seam sa crucialingredient for the stability ofthe B phase,
w ith orw ithout polydispersity. H ow destabilizing are the
asymm etry of the m ixture or the existene of a particle-
volum e distrdbution (n otivated, for instance, by having
Independent polydispersities in length and thickness) is
som ething that has yet to be quanti ed, but we expect
these results to be robust against perturbations in these
tw o directions.

A nalpoint to be addressed is that we have not taken
Into account possble nonuniform phases in the determ i
nation of the phase diagram . A ccording to the avaibl
experim ents I_l-(_i] these phases appear at su ciently high
concentration, w hile the relevant parts of the phase dia—
gram s we present all occur at rather low concentrations.
So it seem s unlikely that these parts are a ected by the
presence of inhom ogeneous phases, but this has yet to be
analyzed w ith som e care.
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