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W e dem onstrate thatan extended picture ofkinetic constraints in glass-form ing liquids is su�-

cient to explain dynam ic anom alies observed in dense suspensions ofstrongly attracting colloidal

particles. W e augm enta sim ple m odelofheterogeneousrelaxation with static attractions between

facilitating excitations,in a way thatm im ics the structurale�ect ofshort-ranged interparticle at-

tractions. The resulting spatialcorrelations am ong facilitated and unfacilitated regions give rise

to new relaxation m echanism s that account for non-m onotonic dependence ofrelaxation tim es on

attraction strength aswellaslogarithm ic decay ofdensity correlationsin tim e.These unusualfea-

turesarea sim pleconsequenceofspatialsegregation ofkineticconstraints,suggesting an alternative

physicalperspective on attractive colloidsthan thatsuggested by m ode-coupling theory.Based on

the behaviorofourm odel,we predicta crossoverfrom super-Arrheniusto Arrheniustem perature

dependenceasattractionsbecom e dom inantat�xed packing fraction.

Hom ogeneous liquids with slowly varying interm olec-

ular attractions are typically well represented by ap-

propriate hard sphere reference system s[1]. The deeply

supercooled regim e ofsim ple liquids appears to be no

exception[2].Com putersim ulationsofhard sphere uids

at high packing fraction, �, exhibit the canonicalfea-

turesofglass-form ing m aterials,including dynam ic het-

erogeneity,stretched exponentialdecayofdynam icalcor-

relators,and dram atic changes in relaxation tim es fol-

lowing sm allchangesin density (corresponding in m ost

experim entstosm allchangesin tem peratureT)[3].Con-

focalm icroscopy ofcolloidsunderconditionsdesigned to

m axim ally screen interparticle attractions con� rm s this

fact[4].M ostofthe theoreticalapproachesdeveloped to

rationalizesluggish dynam icstake advantageofthe fact

that interm olecular structure at such high densities (or

low tem peratures)di� erslittlefrom thatofthestandard

liquid state nearthe triple point. Itisexactly thisspa-

tially uniform structure thatjusti� esa hard sphere rep-

resentation.

G lass-form ing liquidsthatdo not� tinto thisvan der

W aals picture thus not only introduce the possibility

of qualitatively new dynam ical features but also pro-

vide a signi� cant test of the  exibility of various the-

oreticalperspectives. The sim plest such m aterialis a

 uid ofhard spheres that attract one another strongly

over short distances, realized experim entally as a sus-

pension of attractive colloidal particles. In this case

attractive forces can play an im portant role in deter-

m ining interm olecularstructure.Experim entsand com -

putersim ulationsindicatethatforsm allu=T (whereu is

the strength ofattractions),overallrelaxation ratesex-

ceed those ofa hard sphere liquid at the sam e packing

fraction[5,6,7,8,9,10,11]. For � xed u,one can thus

view m eltingoftheglassasaconsequenceofcooling.For

largeu=T,however,tightclustering ofparticlesleadsto

rigid gel-like structuresthatrearrangeextrem ely slowly.

This second,attraction-driven glassy state would seem

to di� erqualitatively from theoriginaljam m ed m aterial

(u = 0)in both structureand dynam ics[12].

Calculationsbased on m ode-coupling theory havem o-

tivated m uch ofthe experim entalstudy ofslow dynam -

icsin attractivecolloids,predicting theexistenceofm ul-

tiple glassy states and relaxation tim es that vary non-

m onotonically with u=T at � xed �[13, 14, 15]. The

physicalorigins of these predictions, however, are dif-

� cult to assess. Attraction-driven changes in dynam -

ics have been ascribed to loosening of the dense liq-

uid environm entthatcon� nesparticle m otion. Butthe

m ean � eld approxim ation underlyingm ode-couplingthe-

ory would seem unable to capture the inhom ogeneous

particleclustering necessary forsuch a m echanism .This

m ean � eld nature is m ost problem atic in generating a

spurious dynam icalarrestat large u=T or �. Nonethe-

less,m any predictions ofm ode-coupling theory,includ-

ing logarithm ically slow relaxation near re-entrance to

the attractiveglass,havebeen veri� ed by dynam ic light

scattering[5,6,7,8,9,10,11].

A m oreintuitive,though lessdetailed,theoryofdeeply

supercooled liquidshasbeen constructed by considering

only the inhom ogeneous uctuationsthatlieoutside the

scope ofm ode-coupling theory[16,17,18,19].Jam m ing

athigh density preventsallbuta sm allfraction ofpar-

ticles from m oving a signi� cantdistance overany short

tim einterval.Thelooseregions(ordefects)which enable

nearby relaxation arethereforesparseand essentially un-

correlated in space. Although the statistics and spatial

patternsofthese defects m ay be trivial,their dynam ics

are com plicated by the fact that jam m ed regions can-

notspontaneously loosen unlessnearby m otion provides
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space for them to do so. In other words, defects can

only be created in the vicinity ofother defects. Such a

constraintgreatly lim its the accessible pathwaysforex-

ploring phasespace[18].

Thesim plestm odelem bodying thispictureconsistsof

non-interacting excitationswhose dynam icsare coupled

together by kinetic constraints. Each cellofa lattice,

with the size ofa liquid’s density correlation length,is

thus designated as either excited,ni = 1,or jam m ed,

ni = 0. Creating defects in a liquid requireslocalreor-

ganization ofparticles and thus costs entropy (or,in a

therm alsystem ,free energy). This cost is represented

schem atically by an external� eld,h > 0,lim iting the

average concentration of m obile cells, hnii � c � 1.

The m odelsystem ’stotalenergy isthen H = h
P

N

i= 1
ni.

(Throughoutthispaperweexpressallenergiesin unitsof

T,distancesin unitsofthe lattice spacing,and frequen-

cies in units ofthe rate at which an unbiased,uncon-

strained cellchangesitsexcitation state.) Cellm obilities

changewith ratesthatpreservea canonicaldistribution,

but are subject to a constraint offacilitation. Nam ely,

celliisonly freeto changeitsstatewhen oneofitsnear-

estneighborsisalready excited. In the one-dim ensional

Eastm odelonly celli� 1 can facilitate changesatcell

i[20].In theFredrickson-Andersen m odeleitherneighbor

(i+ 1 ori� 1)can providefacilitation[21].

Despite their sim plicity one-dim ensional facilitation

m odels exhibitrem arkably nontrivialdynam ics. G arra-

han and Chandler have shown that kinetic constraints

in these m odels confer specialgeom etries on trajecto-

ries below a crossover value of c[18]. These spatio-

tem poralpatternsresultin sluggish relaxation with tem -

perature dependences m irroring those of m any glass-

form ing m aterials[19,22,23].Thereareeven indications

thatscaling ofsuch geom etricfeaturesneara dynam ical

criticalpointatT = 0 m ay be universalam ong facilita-

tion m odelsand realliquids[24].Nevertheless,a detailed

relationship between between m obility-prom otingdefects

and m oleculardegreesoffreedom rem ainselusive.

It is not obvious that the kinetic facilitation picture

is su� ciently  exible to account for the anom alous dy-

nam icalbehavior reported for colloidalsuspensions[25].

Basicfacilitation m odelspossessa singlecontrolparam -

eter,c,which seem sbestto correspond tothedensity (or

tem perature)ofa realm aterial. The m onotonic growth

of relaxation tim es with decreasing c in these m odels

appearsto prohibita straightforward explanation ofre-

entrance and m ultiple glassy statesin term sofdynam ic

heterogeneitiesalone. In this Letter we describe a sim -

ple extension ofthe kinetic facilitation picture inspired

by structuralchanges arising from short-ranged attrac-

tions.W ethen exam inethedynam icsofan appropriately

m odi� ed one-dim ensionalEast m odeland dem onstrate

striking agreem entwith thephenom enology ofattractive

colloids.

W eassertthattheprim ary e� ectofintroducing short-

ranged attractions in a dense,disordered m aterialis to

produce a gradualsegregation oftightly clustered,im -

m obile regions from loose regions enriched with facili-

tating defects. In the lim it ofvery strong attractions

such dem ixing produces gel-like structures and eventu-

ally m acroscopicphase separation,asseem sappropriate

for strongly attractive colloids. In the context ofone-

dim ensionalfacilitation m odels,gradualdem ixing isnat-

urally generated by adding attractionsbetween adjacent

excitations:

H = � �

NX

i= 1

nini+ 1 + h(�;c)

NX

i= 1

ni: (1)

Although clustersand voidswould certainly segregateas

desired with increasing attraction strength �,the aver-

age concentration ofm obile cells would increase signi� -

cantly ifthe external� eld h did notchange. W e im ag-

ine that increasing attraction strength in a liquid with

� xed density,however,doesnotsigni� cantly change the

concentration offacilitating defects (in a sense,the to-

talfree volum e). Ifwe view c as uniquely determ ined

by �, then the � eld strength h m ust be adjusted to

m aintain a desired value ofc forany �. W ith a routine

changeofvariables,si = 2ni� 1,Eq.1 becom es(within

an additive constant) the energy of a one-dim ensional

Ising m odelwith exchange interaction J = �=4, m ag-

netic � eld H = � (h � �)=2,and m agnetization perspin

hsii= � 1+ 2c.Therequired adjustm entofexternal� eld

given cand � isthusa standard result[26]:

h(�;c)= � + 2sinh
� 1

 

1� 2c

2
p
c(1� c)

e
� �=2

!

: (2)

Thisconstrainton the density ofexcitations,m otivated

by the notion of conserved free volum e at a speci� c

packing fraction,distinguishes our approach from sim -

ply adding attractionsto a conventionalm odelofkinetic

facilitation.Itisan essentialfeature,withoutwhich dy-

nam icalanom aliessuch asre-entrancewould notbe ob-

tained.

W e em phasize that the attraction between defects in

ourm odeldoesnotrepresenta literalinteraction energy

between m obile regions in a liquid. In a liquid it is of

course particles that attract one another,the e� ect of

which isto drivem obileregionstogether.Attractionsin

Eq.1 could thusbe viewed asa potentialofm ean force

between m obileregions,orsim plyasam easureofcluster-

ing tendency.Fora � xed valueofc,itisin factenerget-

ically im m aterialwhetherattractionsactbetween adja-

centexcited latticecells,ni,orbetween adjacentjam m ed

cells,1� ni.

Thestructurale� ectofnonzero� foraparticularvalue

ofcisclear:Excitationsclustertogether,and theaverage

spacing between consecutiveclusters,d,grows:

d �

�
d0 + (e� � 1); � � h0

c� 1=2e�=2; � � h0 .
(3)
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FIG .1: A representative trajectory ofthe one-dim ensional

attractive East m odelwith c = 0:10 and � = 4:0. Vertical

cross-sections are snapshots ofa portion ofthe system (sev-

eralhundred lattice cells),in which excited lattice cells are

colored black. Unexcited cells are not shown. Tim e runs

along the horizontalaxis. The totalduration ofthis trajec-

tory segm ent is 1000 units ofthe relaxation tim e ofa single

facilitated cell. See Ref.[18]for a detailed discussion ofthis

m annerofdepicting trajectoriesand thespace-tim egeom etry

itreveals.

Here,d0 � c� 1 and h0 � ln(1=c)arethevaluesofdand h

at� = 0.Justasshort-ranged attractionsenhance tran-

sient structuralheterogeneity in a liquid,attractions in

the East m odelgenerate nontrivial(i.e.,non-idealgas)

spatialpatternsofdefects.The dynam icalconsequences

arem oresubtle.In a M etropolisM onteCarlo trajectory

the rate ofexciting a cellatthe boundary ofan excita-

tion dom ain (oralongsidea singleexcitation)ise� (h� �).

LargervaluesofJ in theisom orphicIsing m odelrequire

weaker sym m etry-breaking m agnetic � elds to m aintain

� xed m agnetization,so thath(�;c)� � decreasesm ono-

tonically with �:

h � � �

�
h0 � � + 2c(e�� 1); � � h0

c� 1=2e� �=2; � � h0 .
(4)

Attractionsthereforeexpedite uctuationsin thevicinity

ofexcitations. Thisenhanced defectcreation rate m ust

be balanced,however,in order to preserve the proper

equilibrium distribution. Here,balance is provided by

the decline in num berofexcited clustersperlatticecell.

In the FA m odeldefects m ay di� use freely through

the system through shortsequencesoflocalm oves,e.g.,

10 ! 11 ! 01. The directionality ofconstraintsin the

East m odelgives rise to m ore com plex,self-sim ilar re-

laxation pathwayswhen thedensity ofexcitationsislow.

In this case allexcitation dom ains are pinned on one

side, as is clear from the trajectory plotted in Fig.1,

and can fully relax only when contacted by anotherdo-

m ain on that side. For � = 0, the m inim um energy

path forconnecting two defectsseparated by a distance

‘ = 2m establishes a set of isolated defects between

them . These stepping stonesare situated hierarchically,

at ‘=2;3‘=4;7‘=8;:::;‘� 1,giving rise to an energetic

barrier � (‘) = m h0[27]. The overallrelaxation rate is

FIG .2:Renorm alization ofthehierarchicalrelaxation m ech-

anism characteristic ofthe East m odel. A sm allportion of

thesystem isdepicted horizontally ateach step.Num bers(0

and 1) indicate the presence orabsence ofindividualexcita-

tions in a sequence ofcon�gurations proceeding from top to

bottom . Each ofthe 10 stepscom prising thisschem atic tra-

jectory involvescreatingor(nearly)destroyingblocksofa = 8

consecutive excitations. (The sim ple sequences ofsingle-cell

changesthatcreate and destroy these blocksare notshown.)

Thisidealized exam ple representsthe lowestenergy pathway

thatresultsin elim ination ofthe rightm ostdefect.

then �0 � e� � (d0) = d
� h0=ln 2
0

.

Attractionsestablish a length scale,a � h=(h� �),be-

low which it is energetically advantageousto � llim m o-

bile spaces between excitations with additionaldefects.

G ap � lling (clearly visible in the trajectory of Fig.1)

e� ectively renorm alizesthe basic hierarchicalrelaxation

m echanism .Low energy pathways,such asthatdepicted

in Fig.2 fora = 8,do notinvolve isolated defectssepa-

rated by distancessm allerthan a. Thischange ofscale,

which growsm onotonically with �,

a �

�
1+ �=h0; � � h0

�c1=2e�=2; � � h0,
(5)

has two im portant consequences. First,the activation

energy for pathways connecting subsequent excitations
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renorm alizes. For ‘ = (2m � 1)a + 1, the barrier be-

com es� (‘)= (m � 1)h+ a(h� �)� hln(‘=a)=ln2.Sec-

ond,a new tim e scale �a em erges,corresponding to the

frequency with which excitation dom ainsspontaneously

grow to size a.

Becausein the Eastm odeldom ainsarebound on one

side, uctuationsofthe boundariesdividing excited do-

m ains from im m obile dom ains (i.e., dom ain walls) are

equivalent to the m otion ofa one-dim ensionalrandom

walker.Thepotentialenergy ofthiswalkeratposition x

is(h� �)x,and a re ecting boundary restrictsm otion to

x > 0.Excursionsforwhich thechangein energy iscom -

parableto T areessentially di� usivein nature,occurring

with a frequency proportionalto (h � �)2. Excursions

oflength L > (h � �)� 1 are lessfrequentby a factorof

exp[(h � �)L � 1]. The basic tim e scale associated with

stepsoflength a � 1 istherefore�a � (h � �)� 2eh.

Assem bling these results,we estim ate the relaxation

ratefor� > 0 as

� � (h � �)
2
exp

�

� h �
h

ln2
ln(d=a)

�

: (6)

Thisexpression dependson attraction strength � im plic-

itly through h,d,and a.Each ofthese quantitiesgrows

with increasing �,buttheircom bination in Eq.6 m ay be

nonm onotonic.

Through renorm alizationofthebasicdynam icallength

scale,attractionsaid thepropagation ofexcitations.But

for� xed c,attractionsalso increase the distance excita-

tionsm ustpropagatetoachieverelaxation.Thequantity

hln(d=a) characterizes this com petition. For weak at-

tractions,ln(d=a)� lnd0� �=h0 variesm uch m orerapidly

than h � h0 + 2c�,and relaxation becom es m ore facile

with increasing �:

ln

�
�

�0

�

�
�

ln2
; � � h0: (7)

Defect concentration c does not appear in this result,

which should be accurate in the lim itofsm allc. Term s

oforder (lnc)� 1,which for m oderately sm allvalues of

c cause the initialgrowth in ln� to di� er for di� erent

attraction strengths,havebeen om itted.

Forstrongattractions,ln(d=a)� ln(�=c)variesinstead

m oreslowly than h � �,sothat� decreaseswith increas-

ing�.In thisregim ethechangeofdynam iclength scaleis

insu� cienttoo� settheenhanced sparsenessofexcitation

dom ains. Relaxation ratesshould thus be m axim um at

the crossoverfrom sm all-� to large-� behavior,i.e.,near

� = h0.

Thehierarchicalm echanism wehavedescribed isonly

sensible fora < d. W hen the renorm alized length scale

is com parable to or larger than d, there are few con-

secutive defects separated by distances larger than a.

For�>� c� 1 them inim um energy pathway connecting de-

fectssim ply excitesallintervening lattice cells. Dom ain

FIG . 3: Average tim e � required for all but N =e

cells to ip, as a function of attraction strength �.

The concentrations are, from bottom to top, c =

0:02;0:04;0:06;0:08;0:1;0:12;0:14;0:16, and 0:18. The con-

tinuous tim e M onte Carlo sim ulations that generated these

resultsem ployed N = 10
5
lattice cells.

wall uctuations are then the only relevant dynam ics.

A dom ain wallexcursion oflength d requiresactivation

energy d(h � �), which approaches c� 1 in the lim it of

large �. Relaxation rates for a>� d vary with attrac-

tion strength (at� xed c)in a sim ple Arrheniusfashion,

� � [(h � �)]2e1=c � c� 1e� �+ 1=c.

Num ericalsim ulations ofthe East m odelde� ned by

Eqs.1 and 2 verify these expected features. Relaxation

tim e � isplotted in Fig.3 asa function of� forseveral

values ofc between 0.01 and 0.2. W e de� ne � through

thepersistencefunction �(t),i.e.,theaveragefraction of

cells that do not change over a tim e intervaloflength

t[23].Speci� cally,�(�)= 1=e,so a m ajority ofcellshave

undergone uctuationswithin tim e�.M ostim portantly,

num ericalresultscon� rm the existence ofre-entrantdy-

nam ics asattraction strength increases. The m axim um

relaxation rate can be nearly two orders ofm agnitude

larger than its value at � = 0 in this range of defect

concentration. As expected,this m axim um occursnear

� = ln(1=c). Re-entrance should becom e stillm ore dra-

m aticforsm allervaluesofc.

For the larger values of c we have considered, the

asym ptotic behavior for a>� d begins to appear in our

sim ulation results at large �. (For sm aller c,the corre-

sponding rangeof� isnum erically inaccessible.) Several

resultspointto dom inanceofactivated dom ain wall uc-

tuations in this regim e. First,the Arrhenius behavior

of ln� evident in Fig.3 is consistent with our analy-

sis. Interestingly,although the hard sphere liquid (and
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the � = 0 East m odel) is a fragile glass-form er[28],our

resultssuggestthatthe re-entrantglassstate is instead

strong.Thisprediction seem sreasonable,given thatgel-

like structures have m uch in com m on with convention-

ally strong,network-form ing m aterials[29]. It would be

straightforward to test in experim ents or m olecular dy-

nam icssim ulationsbyvaryingtem peratureat� xed pack-

ing fraction and attraction strength.

The decay ofthe persistence function exhibitsa m ore

direct signature ofdom ain wall uctuations. For sm all

values of c, a great m ajority oflattice cells are unex-

cited atany tim e.Theaveragefraction ofrelaxed spins,

1� �(t),should thusbelargelydeterm ined by thegrowth

ofexcited dom ains. (Relaxation ofthe initially excited

m inoritycontributesonlyweaklyand atearlytim es.) Re-

callthatthe tim e required fora typicaldom ain wallex-

cursion oflength L is t � (h � �)� 2e(h� �)L. In other

words the typicalextent ofdom ain growth at tim e tis

L � (h � �)� 1 ln[(h � �)2t]. Asa result,the persistence

function,

�(t) � 1� L=d (8)

� constant� cln(t) (9)

decays logarithm ically. Eq.9 suggests that the coe� -

cient oflogarithm ic relaxation for �(t) and related cor-

relation functions should not change signi� cantly with

u=T for� xed packing fraction. �(t)isplotted in Fig.4

for c = 0:14 and severalvalues of�. A period ofloga-

rithm ic decay,with a slopeon the orderofc,appearsas

attractionsareintroduced and becom esm oreprom inent

as� increases.Sincetheaveragespacing between excited

dom ains stillexceeds a in this case,the term inaldecay

of�(t)m aintainsa form characteristicofhierarchicalre-

laxation. Logarithm ic decay should extend over longer

tim e spansforsm aller c and larger�. The two decades

ofsuch decay apparentin Fig.4 for� � 6 re ectonly the

lim itofourcom putationalresources.

In sum m ary,the sim plestphysically m otivated m odi-

� cation ofthe East m odelreproduces the principaldy-

nam icalanom aliesofattractivecolloidalsuspensions.In

contrast to m ode coupling theory, our m odelsuggests

sim ple physicaloriginsofthese features. It is the com -

bination ofstatic and dynam ic heterogeneity in ourpic-

ture thatgeneratesnew dynam icalfeatures. Clustering

ofm obility renorm alizesthe relaxation m echanism that

predom inatesin the absence ofattraction. Re-entrance

results directly from a com petition between a growing

dynam iclength scalea and a growing staticlength scale

d. W hen the scale ofuninterrupted defect propagation

exceeds the typicalseparation between defect dom ains,

theprim ary m odeofrelaxation crossesovertosim pledo-

m ain wall uctuations,whose dynam icsgive rise to log-

arithm icrelaxation.Although wehavepresented results

only fora m odi� ed Eastm odel,an equivalently m odi� ed

FA m odelsharesm uch ofthe sam e behavior. Basic re-

laxation pathwaysaresim ilarly renorm alized,leading to

FIG .4: Persistence �(t) as a function oftim e t for several

values of � with c = 0:14. D ashed lines highlight regions

where logarithm ic relaxation isnoticeable.

re-entrance ofcom parable m agnitude. Logarithm ic re-

laxation islesspronounced in thiscase,since excitation

dom ainsarenotpinned on oneside.Atlong tim es, uc-

tuationsofa dom ain’stwo wallsbecom ecorrelated,and

ourargum entsforthedecay of�(t)do notstrictly apply.

Based on the dynam ics ofthe attractive East m odel

we m ake severalpredictions that m ay be tested by ex-

perim entorby num ericalsim ulation ofcolloid dynam ics.

M ostsigni� cantly,ourresultsim plyforincreasingattrac-

tion strength not only a transform ation from strong to

fragileglassbutalso rapid growth ofthelength scaleas-

sociated with dynam ic heterogeneity. Recent com puter

sim ulations[30,31]areconsistentwith thislatterpredic-

tion.

W e are aware ofanother e� ort to rationalize the be-

havior ofattractive colloids within the kinetic facilita-

tion picture[32]. Thisapproach,in contrastto ourown,

preservesa lack ofstaticspatialcorrelationsbetween de-

fects. Itachievesre-entrance by instead m odulating the

details offacilitation constraints. The two pictures are

m ost distinct for very strong attractions,where spatial

correlationsbetween defects in ourm odelbecom e long-

ranged. In ourview thisbehaviornaturally re ectsthe

growing rangeofcorrelated density  uctuationsin a dis-

ordered m aterialas the strength ofinterparticle attrac-

tionsincreases(ortem perature decreases). Detailed ex-

perim entsorcom putersim ulationsshould besu� cientto

assesstherelativevalidity oftheseapproachesby charac-

terizing spatialdistributions ofdynam ic heterogeneities

on shorttim e scales.

Although the kinetic facilitation picture is m ost sen-
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sible at high density, it is interesting to consider the

im plications ofour results for low packing fraction and

very large attraction strength. In a version ofthe at-

tractive Eastm odelin m ore than one dim ension,nearly

irreversible aggregation of im m obile regions would de-

scribe the growth of sparse fractalpatterns sim ilar to

those observed in experim ents[33,34]. Itm ay therefore

bepossibletom ap theentirephasediagram ofourm odel

(in the planeofc� 1 and �)onto thatofa realattractive

colloidalsuspension (in the planeof� and u=T).
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