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W e report a detailed experim ental study of the structure and dynam ics of glassy states in hard

soheres w ith short—range attraction.

The system is a suspension of nearly-hard-sphere colloidal

particles and non-adsorbing linear polym er which induces a depletion attraction between the par-
ticles. O bservation of crystallization reveals a re-entrant glass transition. Static light scattering
show s a continuous change in the static structure factors upon increasing attraction. D ynam ic light
scattering results, which cover 11 orders of m agnitude in tim e, are consistent w ith the existence
of two distinct kinds of glasses, those dom inated by Interparticle repulsion and caging, and those
dom inated by attraction. Sam ples close to the A 3 point’ predicted by m ode coupling theory for
such system s show very slow , logarithm ic dynam ics.

I. NTRODUCTION

G lassy states are found In many systems [L]. How—
ever, understanding the glass transition is stilla m apr
challenge for statistical and condensed-m atter physics.
Sin ple and welkcharacterized m odels hold an in portant
place In this eld. The glass transition in the sin plest
m odel colloid, a suspension of hard spheres, has been
studied In detail form ore than a decade 2{5]. Thephase
behaviour of a system of N hard-spheres of radius R in
volum e V is determ ined by a singlke variable, the den—
sity or volum e fraction = @4=3) R’N=V . Increasing

drives the system from a stabl uidtoa uid-crystal
coexistence, and then a fully crystallized phase R], which
should bﬁ the them odynam ically favorable phase up to

= =3 2 0:74. However, at g 0:58, hard
soheres fail to crystallize R, 3]. This is usually inter—
preted as a glass transition due to the caging ofparticles
by each other. The m ost successfiil theoretical account
given of this transition to date is from m ode coupling
theory M CT) [B, 4]. W ithin this fram ework, the cou—
pling between di erent density uctuation m odes drives
the system into a dynam ically arrested state [B].

M ore recently, the focus of attention hasm oved on to
hard spheres w ith a short-range attraction. Besides be—
ing a good m odel for understanding the fiindam entals of
the glass transition, such %ticky hard spheres’ are also
ubigquitous In applications. Attraction in hard-spheres
can be realized experin entally by adding non-adsorbing
polym ers to colloids. The center of m ass of a polym er
coil of radius of gyration ry is excluded from a zone of
width r; from the surface of each colloidd. W hen two
colloids com e close enough to each other so that their
polym erexclided regions overlp, the in balance in poly—
m er osn otic pressure pushes them together. Thise ec—
tive Uepletion’ attraction is well described [6] by the
A sakura-O osawa form [/]. Tts din ensionless range can
be estim ated by the ratio = x=R, while its strength
is govemed by the concentration of polym er coils In the
free volum e available to them , cgee. The free volum e
depends on the exact structure of the suspension, and
is not an easily obtained experin ental param eter. H ow —
ever, the concentration of polym er in the whole system ,

Gy, Can be used as an altermative variable to describe the
com position of the system [B].

The pressnce of a shortrange attraction in hard
soheres w idens the equilbrium  uid-crystal coexistence
region In the phase diagram [8, 9], and introduces (non-—
equilbrim ) gelsat low volum e fractions [10, 11]and a re—
entrant glass transition at high volum e fractions [12{22].
In this paper we report a com prehensive study of struc—
ture and dynam ics in the viciniy ofthis reentrant glass
transition n am odelcolloidpolym erm ixture: sterically—
stabilized polym ethyIn ethacrylate particles w ith added
linear polystyrene R3].

W e used light scattering to study the structure of cok-
lJoidsby m easuring the static structure factor (SSF'), S @),
which ise ectively the Fourier transform of the pair cor-
relation function. D ynam ic light scattering was used to
obtain the nom alized collective dynam ic structure fac-
tor OSF), £ (@; ), which m easures the tin e correlation
ofparticle density uctuations at wave vector g after de—
lay tine . Our resuls agree In broad outline w ith pre—
vious experin ental studies and the trends predicted by
M CT,whilk the detailed nature of our study and the very
wide tin e window of our m easured D SFs (11 orders of
m agnitude) together shed new light on the nature ofthe
re-entrant glass transition in sticky hard spheres. P re—
lim nary reports of som e of these data have been given
before 17, 24].

II. EXPERIM ENTAL M ETHODS
A . Sam ple preparation

The collbidal particles used in this study were poly—
m ethyln ethacrylate PM M A) spheres sterically stabi-
lized by chem ically-grafted poly—(12-hydroxystearic acid)
PHSA) dispersed In cisdecalin R5]. The solvated
PHSA, approxin ately 10nm thick, produces a nearly—
hard-sphere interaction between the colloidal particles
R6]. The particle radius, R = 202nm , was determ ined
from the lattice spacing of the crystal phase at uid-
crystalcoexistence, taking the crystaltobeat = 0:545.
P article size polydispersity was 0.069, m easured from the
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apparent angle dependence of the di usion coe cient in
a dilute suspension R7].

T he colloidal volum e fraction was calibrated by m ea—
suring the am ount of crystal phase in the coexistence
region and taking the uid and crystal volum e fraction
to be at 0494 and 0.545 respectively. Sam ples of the
volum e-fraction-calbrated stock were also weighed and
dried In a vacuum oven to detemm Ine the e ective den—
sity of the particles, which was then used in subsequent
calculations of the volum e fraction of sam ples prepared
from the stock. The stock volum e fraction was also re—
calbrated from tim e to tin e by drying and weighing.

To Induce attraction between the colloids, we
added non-adsorbing linear polystyrene. This well
characterized m odel colloid-polym er m ixture has been
studied extensively over the last decade R3]. The poly—
m er used was purchased from Polym er Laboratories and
had a molcular weight of M ,, = 370000 dalons. Its
radius of gyration in cisdecaln at 20 C was calou-
lated from the data n R8]to be ry = 178 nm . Thus
the dim ensionless range of the depltion attraction is

=R = 0:009.

Colloidpolym er m ixture sam ples were prepared by
m ixing stocks of colloids and polym ers w ith known con-—
centration and solvent by weight. Sam ple volum es were
about 1 an ®. K now .ng the density of each species per—
m is calculation ofthe nalcom position.

The main uncertainty in sam ple com position com es
from a system atic uncertainty in the calbrated volum e
fraction of the colloid stock. This is because the vol-
um e fractions of coexisting uid and crystal phases for
slightly polydisperse hard-spheres are slightly di erent
from those in a m onodisperse colloid, but the exact val-
ues are uncertain R9, 30]. However, all sam ples were
prepared from the sam e stocks of colloids and polym er
solutions, or stocks calbrated against each other. Som e
sam pleswere also derived from others in a controlled way
(see next paragraph) . T herefore despite som e system atic
uncertainties in the estim ation of absolute volum e frac—
tions due to polydispersity, the uncertainties in sam ple
com positions relative to each otherwerem ostly from ran-—
dom errors in weighing. T hese uncertainties are below a
percent In the worst case and are insigni cant in this
work.

Sam pleswere tum bled for prolonged periods oftin e to
ensure proper m ixing of the com ponents. A fter hom og—
enizing, a an all am ount of each sam ple was transferred
to 3 mm —inner diam eter glass tubes and sealed for light
scattering experin ents. T he rest of the sam ple was then
Jeft undisturbed for visualobservation of any phase tran—
sitions until sedin entation appeared. Then som e sam —
pls m ay be diluted w ith solvent while others were left
opened for solvent to evaporate before re-hom ogenizing.
In this way, a sequence of sam pls, som e very close In
com position, could be prepared.

B . Light scattering m ethods

The slight di erence in the refractive ndicesofPM M A
and cisdecalin (149 and 148 respectively) was enough
to render all of our sam ples turbid (tranam ission coe -
cients 20{40% ). W etherefore used tw o-color light scat—
tering to extract the singly-scattered com ponent. The
detailed experin ental arrangem ent and data analysis for
thism ethod have been described elsew here B1]. Herewe
Just sum m arize relevant procedures.

Two lasers of di erent wavelengths, blue (5 = 488
nm ) and green ( ¢ = 514:5 nm ), and two detectors w ith

Terswereused in what were essentially tw o separatebut
sim ultaneous scattering experin ents on the sam e scat—
tering volum e. The incident and scattered beam s were
arranged such that the scattering angles 5 and ¢ were
di erent but the scattering vectors were identical, ie.
dg = dg = g, where §yj= 4n sin( =2)= and n is the
refractive ndex of cisdecalin. The outputs of the two
detectors were crosscorrelated to give the intensity cor—
relation function (ICFEF):
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where Iz and Iz are the scattered blue and green in—
tensities respectively, and the angled brackets denote en—
sam ble averages.

In this arrangem ent, i can be shown [(31] that only
the singly-scattered light ofeach color probes exactly the
sam e Fourder com ponent of the density uctuations and
thus are correlated. A 1l other, m ultiply-scattered, light
doesnot probe the sam e com ponent forboth colorsand is
com pletely uncorrelated and thus does not contribute to
the tin e-dependence ofg® (g; ). This can be expressed
B1] in tem s ofthe nom alized single scattering dynam ic
structure factor, £ (@; ):
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where the factor ? depends on the ratio ofdetector area
and coherence area for single scattering and also on the
overlap of the scattering volum es probed by each color.
T his factor is instrum ent related and dependent on scat-
tering anglke but not on the sam pleused. T he other factor
& ¢ re ects the fraction of singly-scattered intensities,
I; and IS , relative to the total (shgly and multi-
ply) scattered intensities:
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T he concentration ofpolym er in our sam ples is low . The
highest ratio of intensity scattered from polym er to that
from collbid was measured to be 4 10 ° . This high—
est ratio only applied for one sampl H in Fig. 1) at
the lowest scattering angle. Therefore we assum e that
the scattered intensity is from colloids only. Under these



conditions, our m easurem ents probe the structure and
dynam ics of the particles alone.

T he static structure factor wasm easured w ih the pro—
cedure described in [32]. First, the total average In-—
tensities, hiz 1 and hlg i, and the interoept, * 7. =
g® (@;0) 1, of a concentrated sam ple of interest were
measured at di erent scattering vectors g. The sam ple
w as rotated continuously during the m easurem ent to en—
sure ensam ble average. Since the rotation only changes
the tin edependence ofg®' (g; ), the intercept and aver—
age Intensity were not a ected. It was found that i was
necessary to averagem easurem ents at di erent height in
the sam ple Pr non-ergodic sam ples to reduce random
noise from the nite number of speckles sam pled. Then
the sam e m easurem ents were m ade on a dilute suspen—
sion ofknown to obtain the singleparticle form factor.
T hevolum e fraction ofthisdilute samplewas 4n= 0:01,
an allenough that m ultiple scattering can be ignored, so
that them easured Intercept containsonly the instrum ent
related factor: 2 = gc(fjl) @;0) 1,which wasthe sameas
that in the m easurem ent of the concentrated sam ple.

The static structure factor is the ratio of singly—
scattered intensity per particle from the concentrated
sample to that from the dilute sample: S (@ =
(I° = )=Igpi= gn). This was calculated by taking
Into account m ultiple scattering and attenuation of light
through the sam ple:
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where T isthe tranam ission coe cient ofthe sam ple, and
subscripts B ;G are for blue and green light respectively.

D ynam ic light scattering ain s to m easure the dynam ic
structure factor O SF), £ (@ ). This can be extracted
from nomn alizing the ICF usihg Eqg. 2:
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However, since m ost of our sam ples were either non—
ergodic or had very slow relaxation times, the time-
averaged ICF only measured uctuationsin a sm all sub—
space ofthewhole con guration space. Explicit ensem ble
averaging w as therefore required, and was perform ed by

two methods. For short tines (10 7 s < < 20 s),
brute-force ensem ble averaging was done. Several hun-
dred (typically between 500-865) oftin eaveraged ICF’s,

gt(Z) (@ ), and associated scattered intensities, k¢ and

I+, were m easured, each for a duration of 4060 s. Be—
tween each m easurem ent, the sam ple was rotated by a

an all angle to a di erent position so that each tine-
averaged ICF sampled a di erent Fourier com ponent.
T he ensam bleaveraged ICF was then constructed as:
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For ongertines ( > 1 s), echoDLS was used. D etails
will be given elsswhere B3]. It essentially involves en—
sem ble averaging by rotating the sam ple continuously at
a constant speed and correlating the intensitiesat a am all
range of delay tin es around exact m ultiples, nT, of
the rotation period, T, where the correlation fiinction
show s ¥cho’ peaks. The rotation decorrelates the ICF
very quickly at anall . However, after a whole num ber
of revolutions, the sam ple com es back to the sam e orien—
tation and the ICF recovers to a value that is dependent
only on the dynam ics of the particles in the sam ple over
that period oftin e. Thisgives rise to peaks in the ICF at
= nT . Themaxim a ofthese peaks ollow the ensem ble—
averaged dynam ics of the sam ple because the obtained
ICF is an average over thousands of independent speck—
les per revolution. W e also correct for in perfections in
the rotation using the area under each echo instead of
the echo m axinum [(33]. The corrected ICF at , = nT

was calculated from them easured ICF %(]2) @ ) as:
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where A () isthe area under the echo around , = nT,
A(n)= @7 @ ) 1)d .TheDSF wasthen obtained

from corrected ICF In the usualway from Eqg. 5.
W e used echo D LS to m easure dynam ics In the range
= 1 10" seconds. Since the rotation used -
troduces slightly di erent alignm ent in the DLS setup
(hence di erent ?), the resulting intercepts aredi erent
from those obtained by brute-force ensem ble averaging.
T herefore we scaled the intercept ofthe echo D LS resuls
by an arbitrary factor (in the range of 1{2) so that the
resulting D SF from both m ethodsm atched in the region
of overlap.

IIT. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A . Phase diagram

The equilbriuim phase diagram s of colloid-polym er
m xtures at di erent valuesof arewellknown [P]. The
non-equilbriuim behavior of system s with 01 at
Iow volum e fractions ( < 02) has been studied before
[L0, 11]. Here we concentrate on the higher volum e frac—
tion region ( 03).

M any sam ples were prepared in a range of com posi-
tions of interest. A fter being hom ogenized by prolonged
tum bling, sam ples were left undisturbed for observation.
B ecause the sizesof colloidalparticles are sin ilarto w ave—
lengths ofvisble light, colloidalcrystals can be seen w ith
the naked eye as iridescent specks.

O ur observations are shown in Fig. 1. (These obser-
vations have been presented and brie y discussed before
R4].) In agreem ent with equilbrium theory B] for sys—
tem sw ith short-range attraction, we observed an expan—
sion ofthe uid-crystal coexistence region upon increas—



Ing polym er concentration (diam onds). To the lft of
this region is a stable uid phase (trangles) and to the
right is the filly crystalline phase (inverted triangles).
T hese cbservations also agree w ith previous experin ents
on sin ilar system s [O].

However, sampls with very high collbid volume
fractions and/or polym er concentrations ( lled circles,
squares and crosses) failed to crystallize for weeks to
months even though equilbrium statistical m echanics
predicts either uid-crystal coexistence or full crys—
tallinity. Sam plesw ith high colloid volum e fractions and
low polym er concentrations (circles in Fig. 1) showed
all the characteristics of hard-sohere colloidal glass R].
W eeks after hom ogenization and left undisturbed, sedi-
m entation showed itse ect: very thin layersat the top of
the sam ples developed heterogeneous crystals due to the
boundary e ectofthem eniscusand gravity. Sam ples de—
noted by squares in F ig. 1, w ith high polym er concentra—
tion and m oderate colloid volum e fraction, showed signs
of transient gels. T hey collapse under gravity affer som e
Yatency tim e’ as observed previously In sin ilar system s
[LO, 11]. H ow ever, the am ount of collapse decreased and
transient tin e Increased dram atically in higher volum e
fraction sam ples. For concentrated sam ples w ith colloid
volum e fraction above 0.55, it took m ore than 4 weeks
to see tiny collapses of kss than half a m illin eter at the
very top of the m eniscus. These collapses were distin—
guished from nom alsedin entation by their characteris-
tic sharp and non- at boundary between the collapsed
m aterialand a clear supematant. N o crystallization was
observed In these sam ples however long they were kft
undisturbed. Interestingly, for non-crystallizing sam ples
w ith very high colloid volum e fraction and polym er con—
centration (crosses), characteristics of both hard-sphere
glass and transient gels were present. A fter 4{8 weeks,
tiny collapses were seen, and also a thin layer of crystal
phase appeared jist under the collapsing boundary.

Consider a sequence of sam ples of sin ilar colloid vol-
um e fraction and increasing attraction, for exam ple sam —
plkesA-H mFig.1lwih 0:%6. A coording to therm ody-
nam ic equilbriim theory, all these sam ples should crys—
tallize B]. Sam pl A w ithout polym erwas a glass. Sam —
pk B wih a sn allam ount of polym erwas also a glass as
no hom ogeneous crystallization was observed for 4 weeks
and only heterogeneously nuclkated crystalsat them enis-
cuswere observed after 13 days. However, sam ple C w ith

ldmgan ' of polymer compltely crystallized in 1
day. This m eans the glass transition line hasm oved to
higher . Failure to crystallize was seen again for sam —
ples with polym er concentration above 25 mgan !

(sam plesF ,G H).Thebehavior ofallthe sam ples In this
region taken together show that the line of ailure to crys-
tallize had a re-entrant shape.

In pure hard-spheres, crystallization ceases at essen—
tially the sam e volum e fraction as where f (gq;1 ) st
becom es non—zero, ie. at the glass transition R, 3]. If
this coincidence still holds for attractive hard-spheres
system s, then we have observed a reentrant glass tran—

sition In hard spheres w ith short—range attraction.

P revious studies of sticky hard spheresbyM CT [16,20]
and com puter sinulation [17, 18] suggest that the re-
entrant behavior is due to two di erent m echanism s of
glassy arrest. The heuristic picture is as Pllows. In
the Yrepulsion-dom inated’ hard-sphere glass, partickesare
caged by their neighbors at high enough volim e frac-
tion. Shortrange attraction clisters the particls of the
cage and opens up holes, ultin ately m elting the glass.
However, increasing the attraction further lads to an
‘attraction-dom inated’ glassw here particles stick to their
neighbors wih long-lived bonds. In this tem inology,
sam plesA and B are repulsive glassesand F-H are attrac—
tive glasses. Sam ples I{K must lie n the region where
these two types of glassm erge as they show characteris—
tics ofboth types, w ith firther evidence in the dynam ics
shown In section ITIC . The next sections, w ith resuls
from light scattering, w illgive insights into the structure
and dynam ics of these glasses, and the nature of the re-
entrant transition between them .

B . Static structure factor

W e measured the static SSFs of the sam ples whose
sym bols are circled in Fig. 1. Note that sampls C {E
werem easured asm etastable uids, ie. before any crys-
talnucleation took place. Consider rstthe results fora
sequence of sampls @A {H) wih 06, Fig.2. These
sam ples span the reentrant glass transition line where
the crystallization behavior showed dram atic changes.
H owever, no re-entrant behavior can be seen In the SSF .
Instead, there are only gradual changes upon increasing
the attractive Interaction. These gradual changes have
been predicted by theory [6], and cbserved before in
other experin ental system s [34].

T hem ost obviousand m ost easily quanti able changes
are In the height and position ofthem ain peak. B roadly
speaking, and taking experin ental uncertainties into ac—
count, the peak reduces in height and shifts to higher
g when the attraction is increased (inset Fig. 2(@)).
In detail, the peak position, g , rem ains constant (@t
aR 38, samples A {D) until just before we enter the
attractive glassregion (sam plkeE),whereupon i increases
by 5% to reach another constant value (g R 4, sam —
pls F{H). These sam ples have approxin ately constant

(in fact it decreases slightly from A to H,Fig.1). The
Increase n g is the result of a signi cant fraction of
neighboring particles becom ing trapped in each others’
narrow depletion potentialwellw hen the attractive glass
form s. Q uantitatively, a 5% increase in g correspondsto
a 15% Increase In the localpacking fraction, from 0.6 to
0.69; the latter is the random close packing volum e frac—
tion foroursystam (m easured by spinningdown a sam ple
ofknown ). In otherwords, the nearest particles in the
attractive glass are practically touching.

T he clustering ofparticles at constant volim e necessar—
iky in plies that the average num ber of nearest neighbors



should decrease, and that holes’ are opened up to render
the structure m ore lnhom ogeneous on the spatial scale of
a few particles. The orm erisre ected in the decrease in
S (@ ). Signi cantly, upon increasing the attraction from
zero, the decrease In the peak height starts at the point
of the m elting of the repulsive glass, and continues until
w e enter the attractive glass region, w hereupon the peak
height rem ains constant (inset Fig.2 @)).

T he Increased heterogeneity isre ected in a rise In the
SSF at low g, Fig. 2({). The smallest g we have stud-
ied was o, nR = 150, corresponding to a length scale
of about 4 particle radii. The value ofS (@, 1) Increases
nearly exponentially w ith the polym er concentration be—
tween samples A {E (inset Fig. 2 (b)), and therecafter re—
mains constant. The increased densiy uctuations at
this length scale corresponds to the opening up of holes’
due to partick clustering.

N ote that all three features considered, g , S (g ) and
S (G m ), ram ain virtually constant for allthree attractive
glasssam ples, F {H .0 nce particles drop into each others’
narrow attractive potential wells, any further structural
changes w ill be hard to resolve. W e shall see, how ever,
that the dynam ics continues m easurably to evolve from
samplk F to sam plk H : In this regin e of alm ost-touching
nearest neighbors, a very an all change in the structure
has very large dynam ic consequences.

A 11 the qualitative features we observed in the evolu-
tion of the SSF's for samples A {H are also seen In the
SSFs for sam ples I{K at the higher volum e fraction of

064, Fig. 3. However, the e ects are signi cantly

Jess obvious, largely because the range of polym er con—
centration isnow much an allerand ishigher. At low g,
the valuesofS (4, 1) are lowerthan those of sin ilarpoly—
m er concentration but ower (C{E) Fig.20)). Thisis
because at higher volum e fraction, a tight localclustering
of som e particles does not create som uch room elsew here
| there is less space for developing heterogeneities.

C . Dynam ic structure factor

Our goal is to study how the polym er-induced deple—
tion attraction a ects the particlke dynam ics. But the
presence of the polym er n uences the dynam ics in an—
other, essentially trivial, m anner | by increasing the ef-
fective viscosity ofthem edium in which the particles dif-
fuse from that ofthepure solvent, o, tothatofapolymer
solution, , o at concentration cgee . Todeterm ne ,,we
m easured the viscosity of pure polym er solutions w ith a
m hiature suspended-level viscom eter, Fig. 4, and used
a quadratic t to the data to obtain , for our sam ples.
Thevalue ofcfeejn each sam ple was estin ated from o,
and using an approxin ate expression based on scaled-
particle theory BI.

T he rate of dynam icaldecay at wave vector g depends
on the length scale being probed; in dilute system s it
scales as & . Thus, in order to com pare the dynam ics of
di erent sam ples at di erent wave vectors, and to high—

light the e ects of the attraction, we scaled the delhy
tin e variable ofthe D SF sby the relative viscosiy , and
the din ensionless wave vector (@R )?, so that D SF is pre-
sented as a fiinction ofthe Scaled tine’ (@R )? =,.Note
that for the lowest g studied, the scaled tim e isvery close
to the realtim ¢, whil at the highest g, it is increased by
about an order ofm agniude.

W e ound aging [B5] in all non—crystallizing sam pls.
The dynam ics slowed down with the Waiting tine’ |
the tin e interval between the cessation of tum bling and
the beginning ofm easurem ents, Fig. 5. It is known that
the hard-sphere glassages [36]. W e found that the rate of
agihgin di erentglassesweredi erentand thatitse ects
were com plex. Repulsive glassesaged only in the rstday
or two, after which they did not evolve w thin the tine
w indow of the m easurem ents. A ttractive glasses, on the
otherhand, showed di erent dynam icsw ith age forup to
10 days. A ging is com plicated enough to be the sub fct
of a separate study and was not investigated system at—
ically In this work. To elim inate as much as possble
aging e ectson dynam ical resultsw ithin practical lim its
ofwaiting tin e, we present D SF's of glassy sam ples w ith
age between 1 and 4 days. The dynam ics of crystalliz—
Ing samples (C {E) werem easured while they were in the
m etastabl state well before the appearance of crystal-
lization. Below we rst show resultsofdi erent sam ples
at the sam e g, then at di erent g for the sam e sam pl.

1. Constant scattering vectors, variable com positions

TheD SFsofsamplesA {H atgR = 1:50,F ig. 6, clearly
evolve non-m onotonically with increasing polym er con—
centration and show re-entrant behavior. Brie y, sam —
pls A and B are non-ergodic w ithin our tin e w iIndow,
while sam ples C {E are ergodic (their D SF's decay com —
plktely to zero), and sam ples F {G becom e non-ergodic
again.

In detail, the DSF of sampl A, a pure hard-sphere
glass, shows a plateau at £ ;1 ) 0:7, correspond—
ing to particles getting stuck’ in their nearest-neighbor
cages. T his can be com pared w ith previouswork [3, 37].
N ote that in doing so, it is In portant to com pare sam ples
w ith the sam e density reltive to random clse packing:
ie.thesame ( )= rcpsSince o di ers according
to the polydispersity of the colloids [38].

W ih a sm all am ount of polym er added to the hard-
sohere glass, sam ple B show s the sam e qualitative dy—
nam ics. Quantitatively, however, the height of the
plateau is lower, £ (@;1 ) = 0#%62. This indicates that
particles n B are not as restricted as in A, ie. the cage
is Ioosened by the attractive interaction, but stillrem ains
closed In our tim e w ndow .

TheD SF ofsam ple C decayed com plktely In (@ scaled
tin e’ of) about 1000 seconds, as did those for the other
crystallizing samples D and E . It is interesting to note
that the D SF's of these three sam ples slow down upon
Increasing polym er concentration but all reach zero at



about the sam e scaled tine. TheD SF ofsample C show s
the ram nant ofa plateau at a scaled tineof 10 s. The
D SFs for sam plesD and E exhbit a very stretched singke
decay, ratherthan a tw o-stepped process. T his isunusual
behavior fora uid at volum e fraction 0:6 (at Jeast
at st sight).

T he interm ediate, ,and long-tine, ,decay in a dense
hard-sphere uid are attrbuted to particles Yattling’ in
their localneighbor cages, and escaping from these cages,
regpectively [3]. A ttraction hinders the Yattling’ by trap—
ping particles in potentialwells, but accelerates the cage
opening by clustering. At som e polym er concentration
(or attraction strength), the two tim e scales coincide. If
at this point the attraction alone is not enough to trap
the system In an non-ergodic state, we w ill observe the
m elting of the repulsive glass Into an ergodic uid dom i-
nated by attraction. T his isthe case for sam ple C , where
the and decaysarebarely distinguishable in theD SF'.
At higherpolym er concentrations, the cage concept is no
longer appropriate for describing the particle dynam ics
| for it to be valid, a particle hasto Yattle’ m any tin es
In a cage before i opens. Note that this is a distinctive
feature of dense  uids w ith shortrange attraction. In a
dense uild wih ngrange attraction, the e ective po—
tential well experienced by any particle due to its neigh—
bors is essentially at. This adds a (nhegative) constant
to the free energy, so the phase behavior B9] and dy-—
nam ics of the system are still controlled by repulsion (or,

equivalently, entropy).

N ote that the shape ofthe DSF ofsampl C at R =
150 is sin ilar to that shown In curve 2, Fig. 11 of [16].
This DSF was calculated at QR = 21 Pora sample In
the re-entrant portion of the state diagram In a system
that just show s a glassglass transition and an A 3 point.
R ecent calculations for colloid-polym erm ixtures R0] sug—
geststhat oursystem ,w ih 009, should show exactly
these features.

TheD SFsofsamplsF {H are, oncem ore, non-ergodic
In our tin e w Indow : they do not decay com pletely even
after 10* seconds. Sin ple extrapolation indicates that it
would take these D SF s at Jeast 10° seconds to reach zero.
TheDSFsofsamplsG and H show pointsofin ection;
that for ssm ple H is clearerand occursat £ = 0:995 | a
very high value com pared to the plateaus in hard-sphere
glasses. These high pointsofin  ection can be associated
w ith dynam ics origihating from particles rattling in very
narrow attractive potentialwells.

At otherwave vectors, F igs. 7 and 8, the D SF sbehave
In a sin ilarway, nam ely relatively low plateaus in the re—
pulsive glassesA and B, com plete decay in them etastable

uids C {E, and extrem ely slow dynam ics in the attrac-
tive glasses F {H, with very high points of in ection in
G and H.Note, however, that at the peak of the cor-
responding SSF's, the D SFs for sam ples C {E are barely
distinguishable Fig. 7).

T he plateaus in the D SF's of the repulsive glasses can
be used asameasure of £ (g;1 ), the non-ergodicity pa—
ram eter. An estim ate of this quantity for the attractive

glasses ism ore problem atic, partly due to signi cant ag—
Ing In our tim e w ndow . To proceed, we use the value of
f at the point of In ection as a surrogate; we call this
the measured’ £ (1) £ ) (1 ). The evolution of
£f™ ) (@;1 ) wih increasing polym er concentration (sam —
plkes A {H) is shown in Fig. 9. The non-ergodicity pa—
ram eter decreases slightly when moving from A to B,
away from the hard-sphere glass. W hen attraction m els
the repulsive glass, £ ) (;1 ) = 0 for samples C {E
(not shown). Sampl F did not crystallize and showed
non-ergodic dynam ics up to 10* seconds but did not ex—
hibit any discemible point of In ection in its dynam ics.
Sam plesG and H had extrem ely high non-ergodicity pa—
ram eters of nearly 1. A Ymp’ in £ (@;1 ) when m oving
from repulsive to attractive glasswas predicted by M CT
Fig.7m [16]).

T he evolution ofthe short-tim e dynam ics ofthe whol
sequence of sam ples is also interesting. Fig. 10 shows
the short-tin e behavior of the DSF's for A {H at large
length scale, gR = 1:50, where experin entalnoise is low —
est. N ote the very an all vertical interval, 1.000 to 0.997,
spanned In this gure; thus only the st 0.3% of the
decays of the D SF' s are being analyzed. The D SFs of re—
pulsive glasses A and B possessed relatively long linear
parts, corresponding to the st term In In the ex—
pression derived from the Sm olichow ski (m any-particle
di usion) equation B0J: £ (@ )= 1 25 2g +0 (%),
where D ¢ is the freeparticle di usion constant In pure
solvent (wih no polymer) Dg= kg T=6 (R,and H ()
is the hydrodynam ic factor. This linear regin e of the
D SF's Indicates that at short tin e, ndividual particles
still di use freely without the in uence from direct In-
teraction w ith their neighbors. The change in lin iting
slope as ! 0, or the short-timne di usion coe cient
Ds(@ = DoH @)=S (@), can be alm ost entirely explained
by the change in S (@) Fig.11l), ncluding the strong de—
crease on entering the attractive glass regine. W hat is
m ore Interesting is that the dynam ics depart from free
di usion progressively earlier upon increasing attraction
Fig.10). In fact, orthe attractive glassesF {H , the par-
ticles are con ned so tightly by the attractive potential
wells that the D SF's display non-linearity aln ost inm e~
diately (cf. also insetsto Figs. 6{8).

M oving to the (shorter) sequence of sam ples at the
higher volum e fraction of 064 and closer to the in—
tersection of the two glass transition lines, sam ples I{K
In Fig.1l, we see the em ergence of rem arkably stretched-
out, extram ely slow dynam ics. Consider rst the data at
odgR = 150,Fig.12. In term s of short-tin e dynam ics (in-
set, Fig.12), sam ples I and J are com parable to sam ples
C and D, while sam ple K show s a behavior interm ediate
betw een those of sam plesE and F . At interm ediate tin es,
the decay is linear w ith respect to the logarithm of the
scaled tin e. Thereafter there is an incipient plateau at
f 077 in sam ple I, ram Iniscent of the plateau in repul-
sive glasses A and B, before a further decay, but never
beyond 062 in ourtin e window . T here isno Incipient
plateau for the other two sam ples. Note that the D SF




of sam ple I show s aspects of the behavior of repulsion—
dom nated glasses (long tine) and a uid dom inated by
short—range attraction (shorttime). The two regin esare
bridged’ by a stretched log-tin e decay.

At the peak ofthe SSF, Fig. 13, sam ple I behaves in
a sin flar way at short to interm ediate tim es, whilke there
is no incipient plateau at long tines. Sam ples J and K
develop an incipient plateau as high as 0:993 (Inset
Fig. 13) before tuming over to decay m ore rapidly in
logarithm ic tim e.

T he fact that these sam ples show extrem ely stretched
out dynam ics, logarithm ic in tim e, suggests that they
are very close to the A 3 criticalpoint predicted byM C T,
w here the repulsive and attractive glasses becom e indis—
tinguishable [14, 16, 21]. In particular, the shape of the
DSF ofsampl Iat gR = 1:5 is com parabl to curve 3
In Fig.1l1l of [L6], calculated at R = 2:1 Pora sam pl on
the repulsive glass transition line very close to where it
Intersects the attractive glass transition line for a system
that just shows an A 3 shgularity. T his is not inconsis—
tent w ith the position of sam ple I on the state diagram ,
Fig.1, ofour system at 0:09 RO].

Heuristically, we m ay begin to m ake sense of log-tin e
decays as ollow s. At high enough volum e fraction, the
average distance between neighboring particles w ill de—
crease to a value such that they are always well within
the attraction range of each other @1]. If the attraction
is strong enough, the restriction of particle m ovem ent
due to the neighbor cage and the restriction caused by
bonding between particles take place sin ultaneously at
alltin es. T his com petition between two opposite m ech—
anism smay lead to a broad distrdbution of decay tin es
and therefore a very stretched out D SE [42].

2. Constant com positions, variable scattering vectors

In this section, we show for com pletenessthe dynam ics
ofeach sam pleatdi erent scattering vectorsin Figs. 14{
17. The change ofD SF sw ith g In repulsive glassesA and
B are in agreem ent with previous work [B, 37]. O ther
sam ples show the general trend that the dynam ics be-
com e slow er at scattering vectors w ith higher S (). The
only exogption concems the interm ediate-tin e dynam ics
of the attractive glasses F {H (insets, Fig. 16). The sig-
ni cance of the rather com plicated g-dependence of the
Interm ediatetin e dynam ics ofthese sam ples isnot clear.
Nordo we know ofany detailed calculations to date that
can throw light on this issue.

T he system atic gdependent data shown in Figs. 14{
17 allow us to Investigate the g-dependence of the m ea—
sured non-ergodicity param eter, £™ ) ;1 ), in detail
T he m easured non-ergodiciy param eters of glassy sam —
plksA,B,G and H are shown as a function of scattering
vector g In Fig. 18. The data for repulsive glasses A
and B vary essentially w ith the static structure factor,
as observed in hard-sphere glasses [37]. A ttractive glass
G and H on the other hand showed extrem ely high m ea—

sured non-ergodiciy param eters that hardly vary w ith g.
T hisagreesw ith predictionsbyM CT (cf. Fig.8 in [16]).

Iv. CONCLUSION

W e have studied a dense system of hard-sphere col-
loidsw ith a short-range Interparticle attraction induced
by the deplktion e ect of added non-adsorbing polym er.
T he observed crystallization behavior as well as parti-
cle dynam ics studied by DLS reveal a reentrant glass
transition. W ith little attraction, the system at high
enough volum e fraction is stuck’ in a repulsive glassy
state where the arrest is due to caging by neighboring
particles. O ur data support the suggestion [13] that at—
traction causesparticles to cluster, thus opening up holes
In the cages and m elting the glass. At the same tine,
the attraction slows down the particle dynam ics. W e
found that the repulsive glassm elts when the character-
istic tin e of the attraction-dom inated particle dynam ics
becom es com parable to that of cage opening. T he result-
Ing ergodic uid show s a distinctive dynam ical feature:
despite the uid’s high densiy, its D SF does not show
distinct and relaxation processes. Increasing the at—
traction further leads to di erent kind of arrest where
the strong attraction between particles create long-lived
bonds and prevent structural rearrangem ent, giving rise
to an attraction-dom inated glass. D etailed light scatter—
Ing has been used to probe the e ect of attraction on
both structure and dynam ics.

Q ualitatively, this scenario agreeswellw ith predictions
from M CT calculations W ith those reported In R0] be-
Ing closest to the present experin ental system ). In par—
ticular, we observed very slow , log-tin e dynam ics in the
D SF's in the region where the two glass transition lnes
are expected to meet. Quantitatively, however, our re-
sults stand asa challengetoM CT (or any other theory):
the detailed calculations needed for direct quantitative
com parison have not, to our know ledge, been perform ed.

A detailed com parison between experin ent and the-
ory faces a number of non-trivial problem s. First and
forem ost, since calculated and m easured glass transition
thresholdsdi er, choices exist as to what constitute ‘“or-
responding state points’ for the purpose of m aking the
com parison. In the case of pure hard spheres, where

gt 0:52 and  §*P* 0358, i is accepted practice

to com pare m easurem ents and calculations at the sam e

relative volum e fraction ( g)= g Bl. The situation is

m ore com plex In a colloid-polym erm ixture, since a state

point is now speci ed by the densities of both com po-
nents. The predicted glass transition lines show quan-—
titative disagreem ent w ith experim ents over the whol

com position plane (cf. Fig.1l in [l7]). To com pare cal-
culated and measured SSF's and D SFs, a protocol for

dentifying torresponding state points’ is needed.

Secondly, the attractive Interaction between two par-
ticles is always speci ed directly as a potential energy in
calculations. The corresponding experin ental variable



is the polym er concentration in the free volume, c5*°.
This is currently guessed at using an uncontrolled and
untested approxin ation based on scaled-particle theory
B1, and is likely to lead to large system atic errors In sys—

tem s wih high colloild volum e fractions. Thirdly, the
marked and com plex aging behavior of the attractive
glasses com plicates the de nition of a non-ergodic state
for the purposes of com paring wih M CT . D esoite these
potential di culties, however, our data suggest that i
m ay be worthw hile perform ing a series of calculations at

xed and Increasing attraction crossing the re-entrant
gap In between the repulsive and attractive glass transi-
tion lines for a system of hard spheres Interacting w ith
som ething like an A sakura-O osaw a potential 20].

F inally, it is clear that attractive and repulsive glasses
show qualitative distinct aging behavior. C lassicalM CT
does not predict aging, but it is a generic feature of ex—
perim entalglasses ofallkinds B5]. A num ber oftheoret—

ical approaches are em erging, and sim ulation is a valu—
able tool It is probable that further study of this phe-
nom enon in our m odel colloid-polym er m xture should
throw signi cant light on this intriguing (and generic)
phenom enon R2].
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tence, and flly crystallized). O ther sam ples did not crystal-
lize: som e show ed characteristics ofhard-sphere glasses at the
onset of sedin entation ( lled circles), som e showed those of
attraction-driven glasses and gels ( lled squares), and som e
showed both (pluses). D ashed curves are guides to the eye
show ing the observed boundary where crystallization ceased.
Light scattering data for m arked sam ples labeled A {K are
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FIG . 2: Static structures factor of sam ples A {H ( 0:6) as
function ofdin ensionlesswave vectorgR . T he linesare guides
to theeye. (@) Thepeak position g shiftstohigherqg, while its
height reducesand w idth increases upon increasing attraction.
T he Inset show s the peak positions and heights of these static
structure factors as a function of polym er concentration. (o)
The sam e SSF s plotted w ith logarithm ic vertical axis show s
the Increase of S (@) at low g. The iInset shows S (@) at the
Iowest wave vector gk = 1:50. Vertical dashed lines in both
Insets indicate the glass transitions observed in Fig. 1.
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FIG . 3: Static structure factors of sam ples I{K w ith 0:64.
The Inset shows the sam e data with a logarithm ic vertical
axis.
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FIG .4: The viscosity of polystyrene in cisdecalin at 20 C at
di erent polym er concentrations. A quadratic t (solid line)
was used to interpolate to viscosities of sam plesw ith di erent

cgree .
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FIG .10: The short-tin e dynam ics of samples A {H at R =
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at ! 0. The dynam ics departs from an initial di usive
regin e progressively earlier upon increasing attraction. The
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duced signi cantly.
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FIG. 11: The nom alized short-time di usion coe cient
D =D 5 (circles, keft scale), static structure factor S (@) and hy—
drodynam ic factor H (q) (right scal) at QR = 150. D and
S (q) were extracted from Fig.10 and 2 respectively. T he de—
crease In D 5 isnearly In line w ith the ncrease In S () so that
H (@) only increased slightly.
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FIG. 12: The DSFs at R = 150 for samples I{K wih

0:64. Extrem ely stretched relaxation is found in allthree
sam plesw ith logarithm ic decay over long ranges of  (straight
lines). The inset show s the short-tin e dynam ics, which devi-
ate from the di usive regim e from very early tim es.
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FIG.13: DSFs at the peak of the SSH for samples I{K . A 1l
decay much slower than at low g. Sam pl I show s a logarith—
m ic decay for about 3 decades In scaled tin e. Sam ples J and
K develop very high plateaus (inset).
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FIG.14: TheD SFsofsam plesA and B at di erent g vectors,
g denotes the peak position of the static structure factor
S (@) . The general shape of the D SF s are very sim ilar. H ori-
zontal lines denotes the height ofthe plauteau (non-ergodicity
param eters) that are plotted In Figs. 9 and 18.
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FIG.15: TheDSFsofsamples C{E at di erent g. The rate
of decay varies in the opposite direction to S () (c.f. Fig. 2).
However, alldecay to zero at approxin ately the sam e scaled
tin e. Except for sample C at the lowest g, all other D SF's
do not show two distinct relaxation processes as other dense

uids.
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FIG .16: TheD SFsofsam plesF {H atdi erentqg. T hevertical
axes span di erent ranges. Sam plk F did not show a point of
In ection, but G and H have very high points of in ection
(horizontal lines), the values ofwhich areused in Figs. 9 and
18.
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FIG.17: TheDSFsofsampls I, J and K at di erent gq. The
insets show the sam e quantities w ith expanded vertical axes.
T he relaxations show sin ilar behavior at allw ave vectors ex—

cept at the peak of S (Q)

. Sam ple I decays to a logarithm ic

section and then appears to tum up to a plateau. Sample J
show s a very long section of logarithm ic decay. Samplk K is
sin ilar to J with a shorter stretch of logarithm ic decay. In
the early decay at the peak of S (g), the D SF of sam ple T has
a long stretch of logarithm ic decay whereas sam ples J and K

develop very high plateaus.
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FIG .18: Them easured non-ergodiciy param eters of sam ples
A,B,G and H as a function of scattering vector q (points),
and the static structure factor of sam ple B (line) for com par-
ison. The non-ergodicity param eters of repulsive glasses A
and B follow the static structure factor, w hereas those of the
attractive glass are extrem ely high and hardly uctuate w ith
g (upper pane w ith expanded vertical axis).
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