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A bstract

I review recent progress in understanding the arrest and ow behaviour
of collbidal glasses, based on m ode coupling theory ™M CT) and related ap—
proaches.M CT hashad notable recent successes in predicting the re-entrant
arrest behaviour of colloidsw ith short range attractions.D evelopm entsbased
upon it o er Im portant steps tow ards calculating, from rational foundations
in statistical m echanics, nonlinear ow param eters such as the yield stress
ofa colloidal glass. An im portant open question iswhy M CT works so well.

1 Introduction

11 Soft M atter

T his paper addresses issues of arrest and ow in soft condensed m atter; see :_EL]
for a usefill ensemble of background reading and @] for a good, experin entally

m otivated overview . W e consider a system of N particles In the size range of

nanom etres (eg. globular proteins) to m icrons (traditional colloids), suspended

in a solvent, w ith totalvolime V . To a good enough approxin ation, at least for

equilbrium properties, the solvent degrees lg)f freedom can be Integrated out to

give an e ective pairw issHam iftonian H = ju (ri3) (in an cbvious notation).

E quilbriim sﬁatjstjcalm echanics, when applicable, is govemed by the partition

finction 2 =  exp ( H )D E]; quantum e ectsplay no ro]e:_B].

In m any colloidalm aterials the e ective Interaction u (r) com prises a hard
core repulsion, operative at separation 2a with a the particlke radius, com bined
with an attraction at larger distance. For sin plicity one can im agine a square
well potential of depth  and range a, with < 1. Unlke atom ic system s, to
w hich colloidalones are otherw ise quite analagous, these param eters can be varied
easily In experin ent, essentially by varying the solvent conditions [_3]. Forexam ple,
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adding polym ers to a colloidal system w illm ediate an entropic attraction between
soheresw hose range is com parable to the size ofthe polym er coils and w hose depth
is controlled by their concentration. For globular proteins the sam e tricks can be
played w ith salt concentration and pH .
T he resulting equilbrium phase diagram sare wellknow n, and depend on the

rangeparam eter and the attraction energy ortem perature through the param eter

.For > 02,at snall there is a phase separation from a colloidal uid to a
collbidalcrystal Athigher , a liquid phase Intervenes; the uid undergoesa gas—
licquid separation at intermm ediate densities although the crystalis stable at higher
ones. So far, this is just lke the phase diagram of argon or a sim ilarly classical
atom ic substance. But of course solvent 1Is the space between the colloids, so
the gas is not a realgas.) However, for snaller the liquid phase ism issing: one
has only one transition, from  uid to crystal. In fact, though, the liquid phase is
still nrking beneath: it ism etastable.

1.2 Arrest in ColloidalF luids

Colloidal uids can be studied relatively easily by light scattering lr_ﬂ4] Thisallow s
one to m easure the dynam ic structure factor S (g;t) 5 h (q;‘é)) ( q;€+ t)i=N and
also the staticone, S (@ = S (@0).Here (rjt))= |, @G® 1) N=V;thisis
the real space particle density (W ith the m ean value subtracted), and (g;t) is is
Fourder transform . For particles w ith hard-core repulsions, S (@) exhibits a peak
at a valie g wih ga = O (1). The dynam ic structure factor S (g;t), at any g,
decaysm onotonically from S () ast increases. In an ergodic colloidal uid, S (g;t)
decays to zero eventually : allparticles can m ove, and the density uctuationshave
a nite correlation tim e. In an arrested state, which is nonergodic, this is not true.
Instead the lim it S (@;1 )=S (@) = f (@) de nes the nonergodicity param eter. NN ote
that this corregoonds to the E dw ardsA nderson order param eter in soin glasses.)
T hepresence ofnonzero £ () signi es frozen-in density uctuations.A fthough £ ()
is strongly wavevector dependent, it is comm on to quote only £ (g ) E].

Colloidal uids are found to undergo nonergodicity transitions into two dif-
ferent broad classes of arrested nonequilbrium state. O ne is the colloidalglass, In
which arrest is caused by the in prisonm ent of each particle in a cage of neigh—
bours. This occurs even or = 0 (ie. hard spheres) at volum e fractions above
about 4 2N=3V ' 058.Such a system would, n equilbrium , be a crystal;
but equilbriim can be delayed inde nitely once a glass form s (particularly ifthere
is a slight spread in particle size a, which helps suppress nucleation). T he noner—
godiciy param eter for the colloidalglassobeys f (g ) / 0:7.The second arrested
state is called the colloidalgel. U nlike the repulsive glass, the arrest here is driven
by attractive interactions, resulting in a bonded netw ork structure. Such gels can
be unam biguously und, for short range attractions, whenever > 5 10.Hence
it is not necessary that the localbonds are individually irreversble (this happens,
e ectively,at ~ 15 20);and when they arenot, the arrest is collective, not local.
It is ound experim entally that for colloidalgels, f (g )~ 0:9, which is distinctly



di erent from the colloidal glass. T he arrest line for gel fom ation slices across
the equilbrium phase diagram (eg. plotted on the ( ; ) plane), and, depending
on ,partsofi liewihin two phase regions. T his, alongside any m etastable gas-
licquid phaseboundary that ispresent, can lead to a lot of interesting kinetics [_é, :j],

iIn which various com binations of phase separation and gelation lad to com plex

m icrostructures and tin e evolutions.

13 A BriefPrimer on M ode Coupling Theory M CT)

This is not the place to explain M CT in detail. The m ost powerfil form of the
theory E], which is favoured by m ost of the true experts, rem ains som ew hat ob—
scure to m any others. However, In a stripped down version (see eg. E_Q, :_l-C_i]) the
theory can be viewed as a fairly standard one-Joop selfconsistent approach to an
appropriate dynam ical eld theory.

W e take = 1 and start from the Langevin equations ry = F; + § for
Independent particles ofunit di usivity ©g = 1) sub fcted to extermal forces F ;.
T he noise force then cbeyshfif;i= 1 ;5.By standard m anipulations one proceeds
to a Sm oluchow skiequation — for the N -particle distrbbution function ,

w ith evolution operatoris = F ;riics  Fi).Now take the forcesF ; to derive
viaF;= 1r;H) from an interaction Ham iltonian
Z
H = % Frdr® ) Aecx B @

whereN c(@ =V [l S (' ].Thisisaham onicexpansion in density uctuations;
c(q) is called the direct correlation function, and its form is xed by requiring that
S () be recovered In equilbrium . N eglected are solvent m ediated dynam ic forces
(hydrodynam ic couplings); these m ean that in principle the Langevin equations
for the particles should have correlated noise. A 1so neglected are anham onic tem s
In H ; to regain the correct higher order density correlators (beyond the two point
correlator S (@) In equilbrium , these term s would have to be put back.

T hese assum ptions give a Langevin equation for the density (r):

=r +r(r H= )+ rh )

where h is a suitable noise (actually with a nontrivial density dependence {_l-]_:]) .
T his equation is nonlinear, even w ith the ham onic choice ofH . However, from it
one can derive a hierarchy of equations of m otion for correlators such as S (g;t),
m ore conveniently expressed via  (g;t) S (@;£)=S (). Factoring arbirarily the
fourpoint correlators that arise in this hierarchy into products of two ’s, one
obtains a closed equation ofm otion for the two point correlator as

Z ¢

—@b+ @ @b+ m@t dH-@v =0 3)
0



where (g) = d=S (@) is an hitialdecay rate, and the m em ory fiinction cbeys
X
m (g;t) = Vax &0 &k g;b) 4)

w ith the vertex

N
vq;k=ms<q)sa<)s<j< gylgkeck)+ g:k gk gl ©)

1.4 D ynam ic B ifiircation

The M CT equations exhibit a bifircation that corresponds to a sudden arrest
transition, upon sm ooth variation of either the density  or other param eters
controlling the kemel in the ham onic ham iltonian H . This is best seen in the

nonergodicity param eters f (g), which suddenly jimp (for allg at once) from zero

to nonzero values. Near this (on the ergodic side, which is always the direction

M CT approaches from ), (g;t) develops interesting behaviour.V iewed as a func-
tion oftin e, it decaysonto a plateau ofheight f (g), stays there fora long tin e, and

then nally decaysagain at very late tin es. Thetwo decaysare called and re—
spectively. Upon crossing the bifircation, the relaxation tin e diverges an oothly

w ith the param eters; upon crossing the locus of this divergence, £ () S @@l )

therefore Jum ps discontinuously from zero to a value that is nite forallqg.

2 Critiques and D efence ofM CT

T his m athem atical structure means that S () xes all of the dynam ics (up to a
scale factorwhich wasthebaredi usion constant ofone particle, here set to uniy).
A s a resuk, the theory has signi cant predictive power:M CT gives, In termm s of
S (@), the critical param eter values w here arrest occurs; the power law exponents
goveming the and decays; the divergence ofthe relaxation tine; and £ ().
This m akes the theory f2alsi able. Indeed, i has successfully been falsi ed. For
exam ple, there is no doubt that M CT gives the wrong density 4 for the glass
transition in hard spheres. O n the other hand, the predictions (incliding that for
g) do allagree w ith experin ents at about the 10 percent level, and often better.
Attitudes am ong theorists to M CT for colloids therefore vary considerably.
Som e argue that the approxin ationsm ade are uncontrolled (true) and that, even
though there are no explicit adjustable param eters In the theory, its approxin a—
tions have been i plicitly tuned to suit the problem at hand @mom ally taken
to be the glass transition in hard spoheres). These m ight be fair accusations in
part, but if so they can also be levelled at m uch of equilibriuim liquid state theory,
w here, for decades, ad-hoc closures P ercusY evick, hypemetted chain, etc.) have
com peted for survivalby an essentially D arw inian process. O ther theorists point
to the already-falsi ed status ofM CT, draw ing attention to the m isplaced 4 or,
m ore Interestingly, to other physical situations where exactly the sam e kind of



approxin ation leads to totally w rong predictions (eg. sourious arrest In system s
that are known to evolve sm oothly towards a unique equilbrium state).

A gainst all this m ust be weighed the continuous stream of experin ental re—
suls, m any of them subtle but others not, that con m the M CT predictions in
surprising detail | egoecially ifonem akesone ortw o ad-hoc torrections’ to adjust
param eters ke ¢ @é] (T here are alsom any sim ulation resultswhich increasingly
con m the sam e pjcture:_ﬂi].)

A striking recent success of M CT concems systam s w ith attractive interac—
tions as well as hard-core repulsions, in a region of param eter space where not
one but two arrest transitions are nearby (these are the transitions to a colloidal
glass and to a collbidalgel). First, M CT unam biguously predicts [13] that adding
a weak, short range attraction to the hard sphere system should m elt the glass.
Them echanisn appearsto be a weakening ofthe cage ofparticles in which a given
partick is trapped. (T his is caused by m em bers ofthat cagem oving closer together
under the attractive forces; gaps in the cage, allow ing m otion, are then m ore likely
to appear.) Second, M CT predicts that adding m ore of the sam e attraction should
m ediate a second arrest, this tin e Into a gel (£ (g ) 0:95).Third, M CT predicts
that as param eters are varied, a higher order bifurcation point should be seen,
when the re-entrant arrest line (im plied by the above picture) crosses from being a
an ooth curve to being a cuspy one f_l-.Z:] A Yhough not every detail of this scenario
isyet con m ed, there is clear experin ental evidence of the predicted re-entrant
behaviour connecting the glass and the gel arrest lines f_l-é_L'] (see Figure :14') and
clear evidence of the proxim ity of the higher order bifircation, which show sup as
a characteristic Iogarithm ic decay ©or  (g;t) ({13]. The latter is also seen clearly in
recent sin ulations f_l-é]; see Figure :_2 .

Tt is worth em phasizing that these results were predicted by M CT before
the experin ents (or sin ulations) were actually begun. The success of M CT at
unifying the glass and gel arrest transitions in attractive colloids does much to
dispel fears of In plicit param eter tuning during the earlier evolution ofthe theory.
Tt recon m s the generic success ofthe M CT approach, at around the 10 percent
level, in describing interacting colloids.

So, perhaps the tin e has com e to stop criticising M CT for colloids on the
grounds that it tannotbe right’. Indeed it cannot: the problem is really to under-
stand how it can do so well. To paraphrase C hurchill I_l]']: M ode coupling theory
is the worst theory of colloidal glasses { apart from all the others that have been
tried from tine to time.

3 Shear Thinning

InR efs.{_l-é], M .Fuchs and the author developed a theory, alongM CT lines, ofcolk

loidal susgpensions under ow .The work was intended m ainly to address the case
of repulsion-driven glasses, and to study the e ect of In posed shear ow eitheron
a glass, oron a uid phase very near the glass transition. In either case, sin pli-
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Figure 1:Experin entaltest ofM CT for colloidsw ith short range attractions. T he
dashed line separates ergodic sam ples (open symbols) from nonergodic sam ples,
denti ed as gels (squares), glasses (circles) and interm ediate (+ ). The control
param eter on the vertical axis is the concentration of added polym er; horizontal
is the volum e fraction. T he solid line isthe M CT prediction for the nonergodicity
transition (shifted to give the correct ¢ in the absence of polym er).Courtesy K .
Pham ; see Poon et. al t_l-é_J:] for ndividual discussions of the sam plesm arked A G .

cations m ight be expected because the bare di usion tine = a®=D is anall
com pared to the Yenomn alized’ one = &=D , which in fact diverges (essentially
as the relaxation time) as the glass transition is approached. If the in posed
shear rate wWhich we assum e steady) is _, then for _ g 1 _ ,one can hope
that the details of the local dynam ics are inessential and that universal features
related to glass form ation, should dom inate. N ote, however, that by continuing
to use a quadratic H CEq.'}'), we will assum e that, even under shear, the system
ram ains tlose to equilbrium ’ in the sense that the density uctuations that build
up ram ain an allenough for a ham onic approxin ation to be useful.

T he basic route Hlowed in Ref.{1§] is quite sin ilar to that already laid out
above for standard M CT . However, we assum e that an Inposed shear ow is
present; cbviously this changes the equations ofm otion.A key sin pli cation isto
neglect velocity uctuations so that the inposed shear ow is locally identicalto
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Figure 2: Simulation test ofM CT for Brownian spheres w ith short range attrac—
tions.The correlator (g;t) is shown forvarious g, in a system thought to lie close
to the higher order singularity at the glassgel comer. D otted lines are tsto the
logarithm ic tin e dependence predicted by M CT in this region. From {L6].)

the m acroscopic one; this cannot be com pletely correct, but allow s progress to be
m ade. For related earlier work see Reﬁ.i_l-_q, 2-9']

W e again take = 1,Dy = 1, and start from the Langevin equations r; =
u+ F;+ £ for hdependent particles ofunit di usivity sub fcted to extemal forces
F; and, now, an Inposed ow velocity u (g). W e take this to be a sin ple shear

ow withu ()= _yR.The Smlgﬂuchow skiequation — = is unchanged but the
evolution operator is now = ,ri:ir; F; u(g)).Weagahn take the orces
F; to derive from Eq;;', and w ith the sam e assum ptions as before gain a Langevin
equation for the density (v):

+uxr =r2+r(r H= )+ rh )

So far, the adaption to the equations to dealw ith im posed shearing is fairly
trivial. T he next stagesarenot.W e assum e an initialequilbbriim statewih (=
0) / Z,and swich on shearing att= 0+ .W e de ne an advected correlator

@t =h @;0) ( g®;vi=S @N (7

where q(t) = g+ gK twith K the velocity gradient tensor, K 5 = _ ix 5y . This
de nition ofthe correlator subtracts out the trivialpart ofthe advection, which is



m erely to transport density uctuations from place to place. T he nontrivial part
com es from the e ect of this transport on their tin e evolution; the main e ect
(seec eg. @-C_;]) isto killo uctuations by m oving their wavenum bers away from
g where restoring foroces are weakest thence the peak there In S (q)). Hence the

uctuations feel a stronger restoring force com Ing from H , and decay away m ore
strongly. T his feeds back, through the nonlnear tem , onto the other uctuations,
including ones transverse to the ow and is gradient (ie. with g along z) for
which the trivial advection is absent.

There follow a serdes of M CT -like m anpulations which di er from those of
the standard approach because they explicitly dealw ith the sw tchon ofthe ow
at t= 0+ and integrate through the transient response to obtain the steady state
correlators, under shear, ast ! 1 . There is no integration through transients
In standard M CT; on works directly wih steady-state quantities. (In practice
also, the ©llow ng results were obtained in Refs. f_l-E_i'] using a progction operator
form alism which di ersin detail from the version ofM CT outlined above.) D espite
all this, the structure of the resulting equations is rem arkably sim ilar to Egs. 6;'_4

Z t

—@v+ @v @O+ m@uO)—@td) =0 ®)
0

wih (q) replaced by a tin e dependent, anisotropic quantity:

@S @=d+ qg_t+ G _t+ £ )S@ qgS @@= ©)

T hem em ory kemel is no longer a fiinction ofthe tin e ntervalt £ but depends
on both argum ents separately

X
m @)= Vgktut) kv k  qib (10)
k

through a tim edependent vertex V , too long to w rite down here [_I§']
U sing a nonequilbrium K ubo-type relationship, one can also obtain an ex—

pression for the steady state viscosity = (_)=_ where (_) isthe shear stress
as a function of shear rate. T he viscosity is expressed as an Integralof the form
Z, g
= dt  F k;v) 2kt 1)

0 k

w here the function F m ay be found in Ref. [_l-§']

3.1 Resuls

T he above calculations give several interesting results. First, any nonzero shear
rate, however an all, restores ergodicity for all wavevectors (incliding ones which
are transverse to the ow and do not undergo direct advection). T his is in portant,



since it isthe absence ofergodicity that nom ally preventsM C T -like theoriesbeing
used inside the glassphase, at T < T4 or > 4.Herewem ay use the theory In
that region, so long as the shear rate is nite.

In the Iiquid phase ( < 4) the resulting ow curve (_) shows shear thin—
ning at _ > 1, that is, when the shearing becom es signi cant on the tin escale of
the slow relaxations. T his isbasically as expected. Less obviously, throughout the
glass,one ndsthatthelmit (_! 0+) y isnonzero. T his quantity is called
the yield stress and representsthem inin um stress that needs to be applied before
the system w ill respond w ith a steady-state ow . For lower stresses, various form s
of creep are possbl, but the ow rate vanishes in steady state.)

The prediction of a yield stress In colloidal glasses is signi cant, because
glasses, operationally speaking, are nom ally de ned by the divergence of the vis-
cosity. H ow ever, it is quite possble for the viscosity to diverge w ithout there being
a yield stress, orexampl n bower law uids’where () Pwih O0< p< 1.
Indeed, a recent m odel of soft glassy m aterials’ (designed for foam s, em ulsions,
etc., and based on the trap m odel of B ouchaud I_Z-]_;]) gives a welldeveloped power
law  uid region above T; In which the viscosity is in nite but the static shear
m odulus zero l_2-2_i] This does not happen in the present calculation, where the
yield stress jim ps discontinuously from zero to a nonzero value, ¢ ,at 4.The
existence of a yield stress seem s to be in line w ith m ost experin entaldata on the

ow of colloidal glasses, although one m ust wam that operational de nitions of

the yield stress do vary across the literature I_Z-:_’:] Ours is de ned as the lim iting
stress achieved In a sequence of experin ents at ever decreasing _, ensuring that a
steady state is reached for each shear rate before m oving onto the next one. The
latter requirem ent m ay not be practically achievable since the equilibbration tin e
could diverge (certainly one would expect to have to wait at least for tin es t such
that _t” 1).But unlkss the ow curve has unexpected structure at an all shear
rates, the required extrapolation can presum ably be m ade.

T he existence ofa yield stress everyw here w ithin the glass phase follow s from
the structure ofthe M C T -inspired caloulations outlined above and detailed in Ref.
ELE_;]. However, to calculate an actualvalue for v requires fiirther approxin ations;
these avenues are pursued in Ref. t_1§'] Q uantitative results for one such approx—
in ation, called the ‘isotropically sheared hard sphere m odel’ (ISH SM ), are given
in Figure :_3: Such approxin ations can also give values forthe ow curve exponent
after the onset of yield ( v Pwihp’ 0:15), and for the growth of the
yield stress beyond the glass transition ( v ¢ ( R

3.2 SchematicM CT m odels

Tt has long been know n that the key m athem atical structure behind (conventional,
unsheared) M CT can be captured by low -din ensional schem atic m odels in which
the full g dependence is suppressed. In other words, one chooses a single m ode,
w ith a representative w avevectoraround the peak ofthe static structure factor, and
w rites m ode coupling equations for thism ode In isolation.At a phenom enological
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Figure 3:Flow curves fr the ISHSM . T he shear stress is given 1 units of kT =d>

with d the particle diam eter. The param eter Pey is _#=D ; with D, the bare

di usion constant.T he curvesm arked w ith circlesare w ithin the uid phase wih

dashed asym ptotes show Ing the N ew tonian lim it); the curvesm arked w ith squares

are In the glass. T he diam onds denote the critical case.E ach curved ism arked by

Isdistance from the glasstransition, g - The yield stress at the glass transition
¢ here called ) is indicated on the kft.

level, one can capture the physics sin ilarly even w ith shearing present (despite the
m ore com plicated vectorial structure that in reality this in plies). Speci cally one
can de netheF; model | the sheared extension of a wellknown static m odel,

Fis | via 7 .

-+ O+ me O—d)a® =0 12)
0

w ith m em ory function (schem atically incorporating shear)
mE=f ©O+rwvw ‘OFL+ 2 (13)

T he vertex param eters v;;; are sn ooth fiunctions of the volum e fraction (and
any interactions).To calculate ow curves, etc., one also needs a schem atic form
oqu:_l-ll; here we take the rstm oment ofthe correlatorto x the tim e scale for
stress relaxation which is, in suitable units, sin ply the viscosity):
Z 3
= (tat @a4)

10



N ote that a di erent choice, eg. wih & I this equation to closer resemble
Eql1, would yield quite sin ilar results) T his schem atic m odel gives very sin ilar
results to the ISH SM , w ith v 0916 and ¢ ( g)+ =2 E[é].The
qualitative reproduchbility of these resultsw ithin di erent types of approxim ation

schem e is reassuring.

4 Shear Thickening and Jam m Ing

T he calculations described above predict, generically, shear thinning behaviour:

advection kills uctuations, reducing the relaxation tin e, which causes the sys-
tem to ow m ore easily at higher stresses. H owever, In som e colloidal system s, the
reverse occurs. T his is shear thickening, and givesa ow curve (_) wih upward
curvature. In extram e cases, an essentially verticalportion ofthe curve is reported

f_Z-Z_i‘]. O ne interpretation of the latter scenario (called Yiscontinuous shear thick-

ening’) is that the underlying ow curve is actually S-shaped. Since any part of
the curve with negative slope is m echanically unstable (@ sn all increase in the

local shear rate would cause an acceleration w ith positive feedback), this allow s a

hysteresis cycle in which, at least according to the sim plest m odels, discontinuous

vertical jim ps on the curve bypass the unstable section (see F jgure:_éi) .

TIf this view point is adopted, there seam s to be nothing to prevent the upper,
re-entrant part of the curve to extend right back to the vertical axis (see Figure
:ff) In which case there is zero steady-state ow within a certain interval of stress.
T he system has both an upper and a lower yield stress delim iting this region. (If
It is nonergodic at rest, i could also have a regular yield stress on the lower part
of the curve near the origin { we ignore this here.) This case hasbeen called Yfull
Am m ing’ @-E;].A Though m ostly a theoretical speculation, one or tw o experim ental
reports of this kind of behaviour have appeared in the literature recently R6l.

T he above discussion suggests that shear thickening and full am m ing m ight
be viewed as a stress-induced glass transition of som e sort. If so, it is naturalto
ask whether this dea can be accomm odated w thin an M C T -lke approach. Since
the analysis of Ref. [_1§‘i] gives only shear thinning, this is far from cbvious. In
particular, a stress-induced glass transition would require the vertex V. to ‘see’ the
stress; this m ight require one to go beyond ham onic order in the density, that is,
i m ight require in provem ent to Eq;}'. Indeed, since it is thought that Emm ing
arises by the grow th of chainlke arrangem ents of strong localcom pressive contacts
f_Z-}'], it is reasonable that correlators beyond second order in density should enter.

In very recent work, an ad-hoc schem aticm odel along the lines ofE qs:_l-z_i {-_l-fJ:
has been developed to address shear thickening. T he vertex is ascribed explicit
dependence not only on _ (as suggested by the shear thinning calculations ofR ef.
f_l-E_i]) but also on the shear stress . It is found that a vertex which is m onotoni-
cally decreasing w ith _ but m onotonically increasing wih can indeed result in
shear thickening, and, under som e conditions, in f1ll pm m ing {_Z-Q'] This work is
prelin nary, but interesting in that i suggestshow new physics (oeyond two-point

11
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Figure 4:Threepossble ow curvesfora shearthickeningm aterial. T hem onotonic
curve corresponds to continuous shear thickening. T he rem aining two curves are
S-shaped; one expects, on increasing the shear rate, the stress to jum p from the
lower to upper branch at (or before) the vertical dashed line shown in each case.
O ne cuxve show s the f1ll pmm Ing scenario: the existence of an interval of stress,
here between 045 and 0.63, wihin which the ow rate is zero, even In a system
ergodic at rest. (Stress and strain rate unis are arbitrary.)

correlations) m ay need to be added to M CT before the fiilll range of cbserved col-
loidal ow behaviour is properly described. O f course, even for system s at rest, it
is know n that som e in portant physics ism issing from M CT, In particular various

kinds of activated dynam ics” In which the system can m ove exponentially slow ly

despite being in a region ofphase space where, according toM CT, i cannotm ove

atall (seeeg. Q-(_i]) .Jamm ing seem svery di erent from this: so perhaps there are
m ore thingsm issing from M CT than Jjust activated processes.

5 Conclusion

M ode Coupling Theory M CT) has had im portant recent successes, such as pre—
dicting, iIn advance of experin ent, the re-entrant glass/gel nonergodJCJty curves
that arise in colloidal system s w ith short range attractions Ll3, .14]

T heoretical developm ents directly ingpired by M CT now o er a prom ising
fram ework for calculating the nonlnear ow behaviour of collbidal glasses and

12



ghssy liquids [[§]. In fact, this is the only quantitative fram ework currently in
prospect for the rational prediction of yield behaviour and nonlinear rheology in
this or any other class of nonergodic soft m aterials. (O ther work on the rheology
of glasses @-2_:, ég‘i] does not, as yet, o er quantitative prediction of experin ental
quantities.) W hile prom ising, m any things arem issing from our approach :velocity
uctuations, hydrodynam ic forces, anham onicity in H (possbly im plicated in

shearthickening) etc., are all ignored. Further hard theory work is needed here.

T he eventual goal lies beyond the steady state ow curve (shear stress as
a function of shear rate, (_)) discussed in this article. Ideally we would like a
11l constitutive equation that relates the stress tensor at a given time to the
preceding deform ation history (or vice versa).To do this, starting from statistical
m echanics, is di cul for any class of m aterial; its achievem ent for the case of
entangled polym ers 301, which are ergodic, was a highlight of theoretical physics
In the late 20th century. To obtain a wellbunded constitutive equation for a
signi cant class of nonergodic soft m aterials is a worthy goal for the early 21st.

A sa fram ew ork for theoreticalprediction, M CT iseasy to criticize, but m uch
harder to im prove. T he key question that should exercise the m inds of theorists
is no longer s it correct’ (it clearly is not, n a technical sense) but Why does it
work so well’? O nly by engaging w ith this question are we are lkely to in prove
our understanding of nonergodic colloidalm aterials and, in the longer run, com e
up w ith som ething better.

Acknow kedgem ents: T am deeply indebted to M atthias Fuchs, m uch of whose
work is reviewed above, or ntroducihgmetoM CT.
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