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Electrokinetic behavior of two touching inhomogeneous biological cells and colloidal particles:
Effects of multipolar interactions
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We present a theory to investigate electro-kinetic belramamely, electrorotation and dielectrophoresis un-
der alternating current (AC) applied fields for a pair of thing inhomogeneous colloidal particles and biologi-
cal cells. These inhomogeneous particles are treated dedyomes with physically motivated model dielectric
and conductivity profiles. The mutual polarization inteiae between the particles yields a change in their
respective dipole moments, and hence in the AC electrdkispectra. The multipolar interactions between
polarized particles are accurately captured by the meliipages method. In the point-dipole limit, our theory
reproduces the known results. We find that the multipolaradtions as well as the spatial fluctuations inside
the particles can affect the AC electrokinetic spectraifigantly.

PACS numbers: 82.70.-y,77.22.Gm,77.22.-d,77.84.Lf

I. INTRODUCTION used models to deal with the dielectric properties of cdlbi
particles or biological cells are the so called shell madels
Identification and analysis of cell populations and (mi- Because of inhomogeneous compartmentalization of biolog-
cro)biological particles are essential in many practiqad a ical cells, one-, two-, and three- shell models have been ap-
plications ranging from cancer research to chemical analPlied to discuss electrorotation of biological cells, egpe
ysis of environmental pollutants. During the past decadeRefs. [6:15,.17].
alternating current (AC) electrokinetic phenomena, and in These cell models have several limitations and they become
particular electrorotation (ER) and dielectrophoresi&€F), complex as the number of shells increases. This is particu-
have received much attention in this respect, especially ifarly true when two (or more) particles approach each other.
micromanipulation and separation of submicron size partiin the dilute limit, one can focus on the electrokinetic spec
cles [1,12,Bl14/1516l17. 8./ 9, 10,111.112]. In addition to tra of an individual particle. If the suspension is not dilut
biological and environmental applications, AC electr@tio  as it is often the case in practice, the situation is comfdita
phenomena have been suggested as possible mechanismsligithe existence of multipolar interactions. Even when a sus
nanomotors [13, 14]. pension is initially in the dilute limit, particles often ggegate
Both dielectrophoresis and electrorotation are based-on dfue to the presence of an external electric field. In this,@se
electric properties of particles. These properties depead-  point dipole approximation [18, 19] becomes inadequate and
ily on the nature of the surface, e.g., size, shape, and eharghe mutual interactions must be taken into account by a the-
density. For example, since the composition and shape of ca@ry [20,121] that goes beyond the point dipole.
cer cells differ from those of healthy cells, these differeare To provide a physically motivated and tractable model for
reflected in their characteristic dielectric propertiesahiftan  inhomogeneous particles, such as cells, we have recemdly st
be exploited in identifying them. From a practical point of ied particles with spatial gradients in their structuresriiso-
view, AC electrokinetic methods have the advantages oftshoducing profiles for the conductivities and dielectric camss
detection times and high sensitivity [5]. of the particles, and used differential approximation Far di-
Dielectrophoresis can be defined as the movement oélectric factori[22, 23, 24]. Here, we extend this work toetak
polarizable particles in a non-uniform applied AC electricinto account polarization interactions when two partiades
field [15], whereas in electrorotation an interaction betwe proach each other, and treat both DEP and ER using the same
a rotating AC electric field [6] and suspended particles $eadtheoretical framework. We consider a pair of touching gdade
to a rotational motion of the particles. The most commonlyparticles in suspensions. As a result, the mutual polaoizat
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The DEDA equation for a spherical graded particle has the
form [22,123]
0.8

Isolated particle db 1 - -
° R/2a=2.00 1 . T T o~ A [(1 + 2b)€2 - (1 - b)el(r‘)]
- R/22:1.10 dr 3régéy(r)

o | - Ri2azL03 ] [(1+ 2b)e2 +2(1 — B (r)] - (1)

/ 1 It is worth noting that the DEDA is essentially exact sincs it

/) in an excellent agreement with the exact solutions obtdimred
0.4 - // 1 a power-law profile and a linear profile by solving the Laplace
/o equation for the local electric field [24].

; ’ | For a pair of particles at a separatifirin a suspension, we
S have to consider the multiple images effeci [20, 27]. Theore
02 r / / i ically, we may see the inhomogeneous graded particle as an

/ ’ effectively homogeneous one. Then, we consider two parti-
s ., | cles in a suspension which is subject to an external uniform

o ‘ ‘ : electric field. This yields a dipole moment into each pasticl
00, 5 6 7 8 o Letus denote the dipole moments of particles 1 and 2,@s
log,[f(Hz)] andpyo(= p1o for identical particles), respectively. Then, we

take into account the image effects. The dipole momemnt

FIG. 1: ER spectra for an isolated particle and two touchiag p Induces animage dipoja into particle 2, whilep; induces

ticles with R/2a = 2.00,1.10,1.03, respectively. Parameters: another image dipole in particle 1. As a result, multiple im-
¢ = —30¢p, m = 1.0. ages are formed. The same description holdgfgr Thus,

we admit the infinite series of image dipoles. To this end, we
obtain the sum of dipole moments inside each particle, and
interactions and the gradation fluctuations inside thegest  derive the desired expressions for dipole factors. Let us co
lead to significant changes in the electro-kinetic spedtra  sider two basic cases: 1) longitudinal field (L), where thielfie
more general context, these are manifestations of coioelat is parallel to the line joining the centers of the particlesd
effects in charge-carrying system[25] 26]. 2) transverse field (T), where the field is perpendicular & th
line joining the centers of the particles.

Based upon a multiple images methibd [27], the dipole fac-
Il. FORMALISM tors,b.,* andbr*, are given byl[20, 27]

-Im[b]

We consider inhomogeneous biological cells or colloidal o0 sinh o
particles with radius. We assume that they have a distance- b1, b Z(2b)" (7) , 2
dependent complex dielectric constantr) (0 < < a), and n=0 sinh(n + 1)a
that they are embedded in a host fluid having dielectric con- 0 sinh o
stanté,. Hereé = e(r) 4 o(r)/(2nif), wheree denotes the by = by (=b)" (m) ; 3)
real dielectric constang;(r) the conductivity,f the frequency n=0
of an external field, and= /—1. As the above formulas sug-
geste(r) ando(r) are not constant inside the particle but havefor longitudinal and transverse field cases, respectivéigre
distance dependent profiles. This is a very physical assumpr satisfies the relatiocosh « = R/2a. Although it is not ob-
tion and we will return to it in the following discussion and vious, it is important to notice that multipoles are incldde
later in connection with the numerical simulations. the above formulas [28]. Clearly, the multiple images a8ec
The dipole, or Clausius-Mossotti, factor reflects the polar have been taken into accounttif andb’.. It is worth noting
ization of a particle in a surrounding medium. In a recentthat: Setting: up to1 in the two equations leads to the dipole
work [22], we derived the dipole factor for graded sphericalfactor for two touching particles in the point-dipole limiin
particles by introducing a differential effective dipolepmox-  this case, in view of bottb|> < 1 andR/2a ~ 1, we have
imation (DEDA). The generalization to the nonsphericakcas

was done as well [23]. The idea of the DEDA can be sum- b

marized as follows: Consider a shell model for an inhomo- bp(1) = m,

geneous particle. In the DEDA one adds new shells of in- b

finitesimal thickness to the particle. Each of these celleha bi(l) = ——. (4)
distance-dependent complex dielectric constant. Sinee th 1+b/8

thickness of the layer approaches zeto { 0), its correction
to the dipole factor is infinitesimal and one could eventuall Both Eqs[(#t) agree well with the result of Jones, which were
obtain a differential equation. obtained by a field method in the point-dipole limit|[19].
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FIG. 2: ER spectra for two touching particles. Upper panepfofile
constantsn atc = 0 andc = —30¢, respectively. Lower panel for
variousc atrm = 0 andm = 1.0, respectively. The spectrum is given
as the imaginary part of the dipole factor. Parameter: RIZ:8:

A. Electrorotation

By adding a rotating electric field with magnitudigg * to
the two particle system, the effective dipole factor for & pa
of particles should be given bl [20]

b* = (b + br™)/2. (5)

Thus, in this case, the electrorotation velocity of a perti:
is given by [20]

Q" = —¢(e2,m2, Epr ") Im[b*], (6)

where ¢(e2, n2, Ef) is a function ofe;, the viscosity of

the mediumn,, and Eggr*.
For an isolated spherical particle,

imaginary part off- - ].

Here Im|---] denotes the

¢(€27 2, EER*) = EQEER*2/2772 [29].
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FIG. 3: DEP spectra for two touching particles in the londiihal
field case. Upper panel for profile constantsatc = 0 andc =
—30¢o, respectively. Lower panel for variousatmm = 0 andm =
1.0, respectively. The spectrum is given as the real part of ifhelel
factor. Parameter: R/2a=1.03.

B. Dielectrophoresis

We consider a single particle suspended in a medium and
subjected to a nonuniform AC electric fidithgp*. The DEP
forceFpgp acting on the particle is given by [29]

Fpep = 2me2a’Re[b]V|Epep*|?, (7)
where Epgp* stands for the local RMS electric field, and
Rel- - -] denotes the real part ¢f- -]. Next, for a pair of touch-
ing particles, the DEP force is given hy [21] 29]

2meaa’Re[br,*]V|Epgp %,
2meaa’Re[br*|V|Epep*|?,

(8)
)

for longitudinal and transverse field cases, respectivEhe
above formulation for the DEP force is, stricly speaking, ap

F.*
Fr*
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FIG. 4: Same as in Fifll 3, but in the transverse field case. FIG. 5: DEP spectra in the longitudinal field case (upper paare
the transverse (lower panel), for an isolated particle, tardtouch-
ing particles with separation rati8/2a = 2.00, 1.10, 1.03, respec-

plicable for linearly polarized fields_[30], which is the eas tively. Parametersc = —30ey, m = 1.0.
studied here.

volume average [23]

I11. NUMERICAL RESULTS a
w fo e1(r)r2dr
€1

=" (12)
For the following numerical calculations, we take the con- fo r2dr
ductivity and dielectric profiles to be . . )
Hetvity ! ' prot For the above dielectric profilg*” = €,(0) + 3¢/4.
o1(r) = a1(0)(r/a)™, r<a (10) For all numerical calculations, we takg(0) = 75¢, €2 =
er(r) = e1(0)+c(r/a), r<a (11) 80¢p, 01(0) = 2.8 x 1072S/m, andoy; = 2.8 x 10~4S/m.

Heree, denotes the dielectric constant of the free space.
wherem andc are profile dependent constants. The profile Figure[l shows the ER spectrum of two particles at dif-
is clearly physical since conductivity can change rapidigm ferent distances from each other. At large separations (e.g
the boundary of cell and a power-law profile prevalils [23]. OnR/2a > 2), the multipolar interaction may be neglected, but
the other hand, the dielectric constant may vary only dyght the induced multiple images play an important role in the
and thus a linear profile suffices [23]. In particular, thdetie ~ spectrum when two particles approach each other.
tric constant at the center, namely(0), may be larger than In Fig.[2, it is evident that a second peak due to the mul-
that at the boundary. Thus, in what follows, we would choosdiple image effect occurs at a lower frequency. In fact, the
¢ < 0. By integrating the dielectric profile, we obtain an aver- appearance of a second peak has been predicted for homoge-
age dielectric constant,, for different values of: by usinga neous particles in a recent woik [20]. Moreover, fluctuation



in the conductivity profile can make the characteristic fre-case of charged colloidal suspensians [21].
quency shifted to lower frequencies (red-shifted), whilese To put our approach in the context of composite particles,
in the dielectric profile can enhance the peak value. Howwe have performed a mean-field approach in the spirit of Choy
ever, such effects on the second characteristic frequemty a et al. [35,136], i.e., treating inhomogeneous particles as effec-
its peak value are small enough to be neglected. tively homogeneous ones which are embedded in a uniform
Fluctuations in conductivity and dielectric profiles may en field. In particular, it is worth noting that well-known Tar-
hance the DEP spectrum not only in the longitudinal fieldtar formula [37] can be used to exactly calculate the effec-
case (see Figl.3), but also in the transverse (seBlFig.4). Thige complex dielectric constant of a single graded pagticl
effects of multiple images may change the DEP spectrum sigFhus, once this effective complex dielectric constant is ob
nificantly. tained, one can proceed to calculate the relevant dipole mo-
Similar to Fig.[1, Figur&l5 shows that the multiple imagesment, and hence the desired dipole factor. More interdgting
play a crucial role in the DEP spectrum when the particles areur DEDA approach can predict exactly the same result as
close enough. In contrast to the result from an isolated-part Tartar formulal[38].
cle, the multiple image effect may enhance the DEP spectra Tg sum up, based on the DEDA, we have presented a the-
(moreover, the real part of the dipole factor may be enhancegretical study of electrokinetic behavior, electroraiat{ER)
to be larger thar) at low frequency region in the longitudi- and dielectrophoresis (DEP) for two touching inhomogeseou
nal field case. However, the DEP spectrum is reduced in thgarticles in suspensions. We found mutual polarizatiogossf
transverse field case due to the presence of multiple imagesand the spatial fluctuations inside colloidal particles - b
In addition, we have also compared the point dipole modejogical cells can both affect ER and DEP spectra signifigantl
with the current multiple image dipole model (no figures our approach has the further advantage of being able to treat
shown). As expected, the results predicted by them are quitgoth electrorotation and dielectrophoresis using the sheme
different, especially at low frequencies. This shows farth gretical framework.
that the point dipole model is inadequate for the touching pa  aq 5 further study and a test to our theory, it would be in-
ticles, and thus needs to be modified to take into account thFeresting to have a systematic experimental investigatidgn
effect of multiple images. these effects. The hope is that they would shed light to the
limits of the theory and that they would help to separate the
DEP and ER behavior from, e.g. electrohydrodynamic flow
effects [39] and limitations due to Brownian motion. One

possibility for doing so would be to use the laser tweezers
In this work, we investigated the effects of multipolar in- combined with ER and/or DE_[39,140].

teractions on AC electrokinetic behavior, electrorotatmd
dielectrophoresis, of inhomogeneous biological cells eid
loidal particles. We model such inhomogeneous particles as
graded ones. Our method may be extended to high concen-
tration casel[31, 32] or pearl chain casel [33, 34], work is in
progress to address these issues in detail. Also, itistgessi  This work has been supported by the Research Grants
to take into account shape effects by considering the narsph Council of the Hong Kong SAR Government under project
ical shapes, such as oblate or prolate spheroid [11]. Ingdoinnumber CUHK 4245/01P, and by the Academy of Finland
so, we might resort to the derived DEDA equation for gradedM. K.) and the Finnish Academy of Science and Letters
spheroidal particles as well [23]. It is also straightfordiéo (M. K.). One of us (M. K.) would like to thank Andreas Manz
extend this work to deal with the experimentally interegtin for inspiring discussions.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION
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