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A bstract

W e present experin entalm easurem ents of the cholesteric-an ectic phase transition of suspensions
of charged sam i exdble rods as a function of rod exbility and surface charge. T he rod particles
consist of the bacteriophage M 13 and closely related m utants, which are structurally identical to
this virus, but vary either In contour length and therefore ratio of persistence length to contour
length, or vary in surface charge. Surface charge is altered In two ways; by changing solution pH
and by com paring M 13 w ith fd virus, a m utant which di ers from M 13 only by the substitution of
a single charged am ino acid for a neutralone per viral coat protein. Phase diagram s are m easured
as a function of particlke length, particle charge and ionic strength. T he experin ental results are
com pared w ith existing theoretical predictions for the phase behavior of exible rods and charged
rods. In contrast to the isotropiccholesteric transition, where theory and experin ent agree at
high lonic strength, the nem atic-am ectic transition exhibits com plex charge and lonic strength
dependence signi cantly di erent from predicted phase behavior. Possbl explanations for these

unexpected results are discussed.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In a suspension of hard or charged rods, purely repulsive entropic interactions are su -
cient to induce liquid crystal ordering. T heoretically, hard rods exhibit isotropic, nem atic,
sm ectic and colum nar liquid crystal phases w ith increasing concentration [, 2, 3]. Unfor-
tunately, production of hard, rigid, m onodisgperse rods is very di cult. Rigid and exbl
polyelectrolte rods, how ever, are abundant, especially in biologicalsystem s, w hich by nature
lend them selves to m assproduction. In this paper we w ill study the In uence of exibility
and electrostatic interactions on the formm ation of a an ectic phase from a nem atic phase
using suspensions of charged, sem 1 exible fd and M 13 virus rods. V iruses, such as fd, M 13,
and Tcobacoo M osaic Virus are a unique choice for use In studying liquid crystal phase be-
havior in that they are biologically produced to be m onodisperse and are easily modi ed
by genetic engineering and post-expression chem icalm odi cation. T hese virus particles and

+eOO0H rods are, to our know ledge, the only colloidal system s known to exhibit the pre-
dicted hard-rod phase progression from isotropic (I) to nem atic (N ) or cholesteric and then
to gnectic (S) phases with increasing rod concentration ¥,'H, §]. Even though qualitative
theories have been developed to describe either the e ects of electrostatics or the e ects of

exbility on the nem atic-an ectic (N-8) phase transition of hard rods i7,:8,19], they have
yet to be thoroughly tested experin entally. Near the N-S transition, the particles are at
very high concentrations, and as we w ill show , dilute-lin i approxin ations of interparticle
Interactions, which are appropriate at the isotropicnem atic transition, cannot be used. By
m easuring the N -8 transition of charged and/or exible rodswe leam about both the n u—
ence ofthese param eters on an ectic phase form ation and the interactionsbetween these rods
iIn concentrated suspensions. A dditionally, our results add insight into the ordering of other
In portant rodlike polyelectrolytes such asD NA , which often appears in high concentrations
under physiological conditions and exhibits cholesteric and colum nar, but not the sn ectic,
liquid crystalline phases [L0,11].

In thispaperwe test the lin its of current theoretical predictions for the nem atic-sm ectic
phase transition in three ways. First, we m easure the phase transition for ssm i exble I
am entous virus of identical structure and varied length. By changing the rod length and



leaving localparticle structure constant, the persistence length P of the rods, de ned asone
halfthe Kuhn length, ram ains constant. Subsequently, the rod exibility, asde ned by the
ratio of persistence length to contour length L, or P =L, is altered. In our experin ents the
exJoility of the particles rem ains within the sem i exdble lin it, m eaning P L. A tering
the particle exbility within the sam i exible lim it probes the com petition between rigid and
exble rod phase behavior. Second, we vary the ionic strength of the virus rod suspensions
allow ng usto probe thee cacy oftheoretical approxin ations for ncorporating electrostatic
repulsion into hard-particle theories. Third, we m easure the nem atic-am ectic phase transi-
tion for lam entousvirusofdi erent charge. A tering the surface charge by two Independent
techniques, solution chem istry and surface chem istry, probes the in portance of the details
of the surface charge distrbution in determm ining long range interparticle interactions. By
varying these three independent variables, length, charge and solution ionic strength, we
system atically exam ine how electrostatic Interactions and exibility experin entally e ect
the nem atic—an ectic phase boundary.
The collbidal rods we use are the rodlke sam i exdble bacteriophages fd and M 13 which
form isotropic (I), cholsteric (nem atic) and sn ectic (S) phases in solution w ith increasing
virus concentration §, 12, 13,14]. The free energy di erence between the cholesteric and
nem atic (N ) phases is an all, and therefore it is appropriate to com pare our resuls with
predictions for the nem atic phase [[5]. Furthem ore, near the nem atic-sm ectic transition,
the cholesteric unw inds into a nem atic phase {l§]. M 13 and £ are com posed of 2700 m a pr
coat proteins helicoidally w rapped about the single stranded viralDNA . They di er from
one anotherby only one am ino acid perm a pr coat proten; the negatively charged aspartate
(@sp12) In f is substituted for the neutral asparagine (asny;) in M 13 [I71]. They are thus
deal for use in studying the charge dependence of the virus rod phase transitions. C hanges
In the surface charge of the particles were also achieved by varying the pH of the solution
fl§]. Additionally, by varying the length ofthe M 13 DNA we created M 13 mutants which
di eronly In contour length. The M 13 m utants have the sam e local structure, and thuswe
assum e persistence length, asM 13. These mutant M 13 viruses were used to m easure the

exbility dependence of the nem atic-an ectic phase transition.



IT. ELECTROSTATIC INTERACTIONS

For ocolloidal rods, the total rod-rod Interparticle interaction inclides a combination of
hard core repulsion and long ranged electrostatic repulsion. W e present here two ways
which have been previously proposed for noorporating electrostatic interactions into hard—
rod theories for the nem atic-an ectic phase transition. The rst originates from O nsager’s
calculation of an e ective hard-core diam eter O, ) which is Jarger than the bare diam eter
D .D. iscaloulated from the second viralooe cient of the free energy for charged rods in
the isotropic phase {l]. Speci cally, for hard, rigid, rodlke particles, the lin it of stability
of the isotropic phase against a nem atic phase is given by the Onsager relation bc; = 4
whereb= L?D =4 and ¢ is the isotropic num ber density of rods {l]. For charged particlks,
O nsager show ed that the stability condition rem ains unchanged provided D is replaced w ith
D.,thush ¢ = 4, withh = L?D.=4. Increasing jonic strength decreases D. , and
for highly charged ocolloids, ke M 13 and fd, D, is nearly independent of surface charge
due to the non-linear nature of the P oisson-B olzm ann equation, which lads to counterion
condensation near the collold surface fL13]. In previouswork [3,19], the prediction thath. ¢
is constant at the IN phase boundary hasbeen experin entally veri ed at high jonic strength
(> 60mM , large L=D . ) Prour system ofvirus rods, as illustrated in F ig. . These results
validated the m apping ofthe IN transition of charged virus rods at high ionic strength onto
a hard rod theory by using an e ective hard diam eter, D, . At low ionic strength (I 60
mM ), the prediction that b, ¢ is constant did not hold because of the breakdown of the
second virial approxin ation at sn allL=D . [L9]. C onsequently, we expect that ifD . works
to describe the N -8 transition of virus rods it would m ost likely be at high ionic strengths.

SinceD . isvalid only where the second virial approxin ation isvalid, ie. in the isotropic
phase, Strocbants et. aldeveloped an approxin ate way to describe the electrostatic inter-
actions in the nem atic phase using this second virial approxim ation R1]. They de ned a
nem atice ective diam eterDY , which is caloulated from the isotropice ective diam eterD. :

DY =D. L+ h (f)= ()], where
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FIG.1l: (Colronline) IsotropicN em atic phase transition by, ¢; plotted as a function ofD . for
both M 13 and fd suspensions in TrisHC 1lbu er at pH 82. The originaldata for this gure was
published previously [_1-9]. The solid line is the hard—rod prediction for sam i exble rods with a
persistence length of 22 m E_Z-Q]. For am all values of Do (high ionic strength), the coexistence
concentrations for the charged rods are e ectively m apped to the hard-rod predictions. T he ionic
strength scale is or fd suspensions M 13 has a lower surface charge, thus D . at the sam e ionic
strength is slightly larger).

and
4 . . ..
(f)=—-th sin lg(sn )i @(fg@) 1=2) (£) @)

The average h::id is over the solid angke  weighted by the neam atic angular distrdbution
function £ ( ) with descrbing the angle between adjcent rods PZ]. The parameter h =
!=p_ ,where ! isthe D ebye screening length, characterizes the preference of charged
rods for tw isting. Crossed charged rods have a lower energy than paralkel charged rods,
and h correspondingly increases w ith Increasing electrostatic interactions (decreasing ionic
strength). Thisde nition forthenem atice ective diam eter isaccurate as long as the average
angle between the rods and the neam atic djrectorp h 2iismuch greater than D g =L R3]. In
this Iim it, the second virialcoe cient is stillm uch larger than the higher virial coe cients,
which can be neglected. Near the N-S transition the order param eter, as detem ined by

x-ray m easurem ents of m agnetically aligned samples, is S = 0:94 R4]. Using an angular



distrbution function with this order parameter of S = 0:94 we nd that Dg = 116D
at 5mM Jonic strength and DY = 1:10D. at 150 mM ionic strength. This corresponds to
P h2i 6DY =L forthe Jargest value of DV .

P reviously, we argued that D} , which is independent of virus concentration, could de-
scribe the electrostatic nteractions of fd virus sugpensions at the nem atic-an ectic transition
B1. However, asm entioned above, the use ofD . beyond the regin e w here the second virial
coe cient quantitatively describes the system is not justi ed, and from our calculation of
P h 21 we know the use of the second virial approxin ation is questionable. In this article,
our expanded range ofm easuram ents of the N -8 transition ofvirus suspensions as a function
of jonic strength, virus length, and virus surface charge w ill dem onstrate that electrostatic
Interactions at the nem atic-am ectic transition are m uch m ore com plex than those predicted
at the Iim it of the second virial coe cient.

An altemative m ethod for lncorporating electrostatics into a hard-rod theory for the N -8
transition was developed by K ram er and Herzfeld. They calculate an \avoidance diam eter"
D, which m inin izes the scaled particle expression for the free energy of charged paralel
spherocylinders as a function of concentration {}]. W ith respect to ionic strength, D , ex—
hibits the same trend as D, , but unlke D. , D 5 is nherently concentration dependent,
decreasing w ith increasing rod concentration. D , can never be greater than the actual rod
separation, som ething which is not In possble with D . . Furthem ore, by using the scaled
particle theory, third and higher virial coe cients are acoounted for In an approxin ate way
RS, 26], unlke Onsager’s e ective diam eter. This m akes the \avoidance diam eter" m ore
approprate for ncorporating electrostatic interactions at the nem atic-sm ectic transition.
O ne disadvantage w ith the free energy expression developed by K ram er and H erzfeld is that
it does not reduce to O nsager’s theory In the absence of electrostatic interactions. N ever—
theless, K ram er and H erzfeld’s calculations do qualitatively reproduce previously published
data for the N-S transition of f virus [}]. However, the lin ited range of data previously
available did not nclude som e of the interesting features described in this theory, which we

are now able to test.



ITT. MATERIALSAND METHODS

P roperties of the wild type Wt) virus fd and M 13 include their length L =088 m,
diameter D = 6% nm, and persistence length P =22 m []. The M 13 m utants have the
sam e diam eter as the wild type M 13 and lengthsof 12 m, 064 m, and 039 m [4].
Because the m okecular weight ofthe virus is proportionalto its length, the m olecular weight
oftheM 13mutantsisM = M ,L=L,,wihM ,.= 164 10’ g/molandL,.= 0:88 m,the
m olecular weight and length ofwild type M 13, respectively. V irus production is explained
elsswhere P7]. Two of the length-mutants (0.64 m and 039 m) were grown using the
phagem id m ethod {14, 27], which produces bidisperse solutions of the phagem id and the
12 m helper phage. Sam plk polydisgoersity was checked using agarose gel electrophoresis
on the Intact virus, and on the viral DNA . E xogpting the phagam id solutions which were
20% bymass1l2 m helperphage, virus solutions were highly m onodisperse as indicated by
sharp electrophoresis bands. A 1l of these virus suspensions form wellde ned an ectic phases

[4.
Allsamplkeswere dialyzed against a 20mM TrisHClbu eratpH 82 or20mM Sodium

I.I-hl

Acetate bu er adjusted wih Acetic Acid to pH 52. To vary ionic strength, NaClwas
added to the bu ering solution. The lnear surface charge density of fd is approxin ately
10e /mm (34 Odide /coatprotein) atpH 82 and 7e /nm (23 0:de /coat protein) at
pH 52 [8]. The M 13 surface charge is 7e /nm (24 O:ie /ooat protein) at pH 82 and
36e /nm (13 0:ide /ocoatprotein) asdetem ined by com paring the M 13 com position and
electrophoretic m obilities to those of fl {19]. On the viral surface, £l has our negatively
Jonizable am ino acids and one positively ionizable am ino acid per coat protein. At neutral
PH , the term inalam ine contriutes approxin ately + 1=2e charge. TheM 13 surface hasthree
negatively ionizable am Ino acids, one positively ionizabl am no acid and the term inalam ine
(+ 1=2e) per coat protein.

A fter dialysis, the virus suspensions w ere concentrated via ultracentrifiigation at 200 000g
and diluted to concentrations jast above the N-S transition. V irus sugoensions were then
allowed to equilbrate to room tem perature. Bulk ssparation of the nem atic and am ectic

phases is not observed, perhaps because of the high viscosity of the sugpensions near the



FIG.2: (@) Dierential nterference contrast m icroscopy in age of nem atic-am ectic coexistence of
fd virus suspensions. T he an ectic phase can be recognized by the ladder like structures. T he virus
rods are oriented perpendicular to the layers as illustrated. The uniform texture is the nem atic
phase. (o) D igitally enhanced in age of @). The scak baris10 m.

N -S transition. However, an ectic or nem atic dom ains can be observed using di erential
Interference contrast m icroscopy In coexistence w ith predom inantly nem atic and sm ectic
bulk phases, respectively. Typically coexistence is observed as rlbbbons of an ectic phase
reaching into a nem atic region, as shown in Fig. 3.

The location of the N-S transition was determm ined by m easuring the highest nem atic
volum e fraction ( V) and the lowest am ectic volim e fraction ( °) cbserved. The volim e
fraction ° = v, where & is the number density, and v is the volum e of a sihgle rod

LD 2=4. A sin ilar equation holds or Y . The concentration of the phases was m easured
by absorption spectroscopy w ith the optical density ) of the virus being A2 "= 384
for a path length of1 an.

Since know ing the surface charge of the virus is critical to our analysis of the N -5 tran—
sition, we experin entally m easured the pH of the virus solutions at concentrations in the
nem atic phase Jjust below the N -S transition. W e found that foran niialbu er solution at
PH 82 (TrsHClbu erpKa= 82),thepH ofthe concentrated virus sugpensions is slightly
lessthan 82, but stillwellw ithin thebu ering pH range (EH=pKa 1). The surface charge
does not change signi cantly over this range [I8]. AtpH 52 @A ceticacidbu erpKa= 4:76)
the m easured pH of the virus suspensions near the N -8 transition was slightly higher than
52, wih pH Increasing slightly with decreasing ionic strength, m ost lkely due to the rela—
tively high concentration of virus counterions (50-100 mM ) as com pared to bu er ions (20

mM ).This shift further away from thepKamay in uence the phase behavior by increasing
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FIG .3: Volum e fraction at the nem aticsm ectic phase transition, °, ormultiple jonic strengths

at pH 82 as a function of rod length L. and exbility L=P . On the right axis is the m easured

concentration in massdenstty 5 = SM =vN,, where N, is A vagadro’s number. Legend for jonic

strengths is as llows: 5mM,N 10mM, 60mM,5 110mM, 150 mM . W ih increasing
ionic strength ° increases due to increasing electrostatic screening. D ashed lines are a guide to
the eye at constant ionic strength. W ithin experin ental accuracy the an ectic phase transition is
Independent of exibility within the range 0:18 < L=P < 0:54.

the the viral surface charge. T he im plications of these m easuram ents are discussed in the

Resuls section.

Iv. RESULTS

A . Flexibility and ionic strength dependence of the N -S transition

Fig. 3 shows ° as a finction of the M 13 mutant particle length, and therefore virus
exdoility by L=P , formuliple ionic strengths. Focusing on how rod exbility in uences

the phase transition, we cbserve that at each ionic strength them easured ° is independent
of virus length, w ithin experim ental accuracy, and thus independent of changing exiility
In the range 0of 0:18 < L=P < 054. The bidigpersity of the 064 m and 039 m rod
suspensions does not seem to I uence the phase boundary because these sam ples, which
are 20% 12 m rodsby mass exhibit the sam e phase behavior as sam ples which are 100%
12 m rods.
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FIG .4: Average valiesof N (open) and 5 (solid) at the N-S transition as a fiinction of ionic
strength at pH 82. Average at each ionic strength is over the results for the four M 13 length
mutants. The solid Ine is ° taken from simulations by K ram er and Herzfeld U] for the N-S
transition of particles the sam e size as fl and w ith a renom alized surface charge of le =71 A.
Thedashed Ineis = 2 D?=pY)*wih 2 = 045.
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A s the N-S phase transition is independent of rod exibility for these experin ents, we
averaged the results for ° and Y from all particle lengths to study the ionic strength

N are shown as

dependence of the phase transition. These averaged values or ° and
a function of ionic strength n Fig. 4. W e observe that with increasing jonic strength,
and therefore a corresponding decrease In elctrostatic interactions, the volum e fraction
of the phase transition increases until an ionic strength of approximately I = 100 mM ,
at which point the phase transition becom es independent of ionic strength. W hereas the
Increase in phase transition concentration w ith ionic strength hasbeen cbserved previously
for suspensions of f virus B], theplateau in ° and " athigh ionic strengths is previously

undocum ented.

B . Surface charge dependence of the N -S transition

To detem ne the n uence of virus surface charge on N -8 phase transition, we m easured
phase behavior of fd and M 13 at both pH 82 and pH 52. Fig. '§ presents the ionic
strength and pH dependence of the N-S phase transition for fd (@) and M 13 (o). Below

100 mM , there is a strong pH dependence in the N-S transition, as shown in Fig. Hab.
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FIG.5: Naeam atican ectic phase transition volum e fraction ° as filnction of ionic strength for
suspensionsofa) fdandb) M 13 atpH 52 (solid) and pH 82 (open). Figurec) showsM 13 (H 82)
and d (EH 52) at 7 e/nm surface charge. Solid lines highlight the jonic strength independence at
high ionic strength.

Suspensions at higherpH (higher surface charge) consistently enter a an ectic phase at lower
concentrations. Above about 100 mM , ° is independent of ionic strength, as .n Fig. 4.
The fd phase boundary at high ionic strength saturates around 3 021, independent

sat
of pH, and the M 13 phase boundary saturates around 5, = 024, also independent of pH .
Even at these high jonic strengths, where the surface charge of the virus is well screened,
the higher charged fd suspensions have a phase boundary at lower concentrations than the
M 13 suspensions.
In F ig. §c we com pare the phase transition orM 13 and fd sugpensions when both viruses
have the sam e surface charge of 7e /nm . Because the rods have the sam e surface charge,

we assum e the rods di er only by the location of the charges (positive and negative) on the

surface. At Jow Jonic strength the phase behavior is sin ilar, but fd suspensions consistently

11



enter the an ectic phase at a slightly higher concentration. W e note that the sn allm easured

Increase n pH at low ionic strength ofthe pH 52 viral solutionsm entioned in the M aterials
and M ethods section does not acoount for this di erence. An Increase n pH would lower,
not raise, the pH 52 phase transition concentrations by increasing electrostatic interactions.

Athigh ionic strength, the reverse is true; fd has a low er phase transition concentration than

M 13 suspensions, asm entioned above. W e believe the m easured di erences in 5, between

M 13 and fd to be statistically signi cant, and w ill discuss thisunexpected observation further
In the follow Ing section.

V. DISCUSSION

A . Flexibility and ionic strength dependence of the N -S transition

T he nem atic-am ectic transition of exible, hard rods hasbeen studied both theoretically
and com putationally {3,9,28]. A snallam ount of exiility is expected to drive the sm ectic
phase to higher concentrations, from the predicted hard—rigid—+od concentration of =047
2], to approxin ately 0575 . 5 . 08 within the sam i exible lin it ®]. W ithin the sem i ex—
ble lin it L=P 1), however, ° is predicted to be essentially independent of exibility
@]. This insensitivity of ° to exibility in the sem i exble lim it is in agreem ent w ith the
m easurem ents presented In Fig. 3. W e note that this result is .n strking contrast to the sig-
ni cant exibility dependence m easured at isotropicnem atic transition for this sam e system
of sam i exdble M 13 mutants which we descrbe In a separate report [19].

A s our rods are charged, the ionic strength of the virus suspension plays an in portant
role in determ Ining the phase boundaries by screening electrostatic Interactions. To com pare
our charged- exdblerod results with current predictions for the N-S phase transition of
hard (dgid or exidbl) rods, we have to e ectively account for the electrostatic Interactions
between our virus rods. Two m ethods for Incorporating electrostatics into the N -8 phase
transition ofhard rods {1, 22,23]were presented earlier in thispaper. O neway to do this isto
graph S ,themeasured e ective volum e fraction along the nem atic-sm ectic transition, and

com pare it to the theoretical volum e fraction, ;; , orthe N -8 transition ofhard, ssm i exble

12
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FIG. 6: E ective volum e fraction volum e fraction along the nem atic-am ectic phase transition
S = 5pY)*=D? prmulipk inic strengths at pH 82 as a function of L. 9, the actual

e

volum e fraction at the N-§ transition, is shown in Fig. :3 Legend for sym bols is to the right of
the gure. D ashed lines drawn are a guide to the eye and are at constant ionic strength. Because
S strongly depends on ionic strength, we conclude that D g does not descrbe the electrostatic

e

Interactions at high virus concentrations.

rods B,9]. 2 isde nedasé LOY)*=4= 5OV )>D? and is shown ;n Fig §. Ifthe
e ect of electrostatics can be acocounted forby replacing D with DY , as can be done at the
isotropicnem atic transition at high ionic strength, we could predict that ° = J = 0:75.
In other words, if Dg accurately m odels the interparticle electrostatic interactions, the
e ective volum e fraction © should be equivalent to the hard- exible rod volum e fraction
and should be independent of ionic strength. T hus m ultiplying the m easured values for °

shown nFig. 3by O )?=D ? should result in the collapse of allthe di erent ionic strength
data.

However,we ndthat ¢ depends quite strongly on jonic strength in Fig. §. P reviously,
we obsarved 2 = 0775 Independent of ionic strength for suspensions of fl virus B]. The
data in F 4. 9§ is consistent w ith thisvalue at high ionic strengths (60mM < I< 150mM ),but
by including a larger range of ionic strengths as wellasm ultiple particle lengths, we clearly
observe an fonic strength dependence in | ,wih [ ranging from 2.5 to 0.5. Furthem ore,
the plateau In the phase transition concentration at high ionic strength is not captured by
scaling ° by OF )?=D?, as shown In Fig. 4 by the dashed curve or £ = 0{75. The

large ionic strength dependence of Z , and them easured ionic strength independence above
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100 mM indicate that DY is nadequate for describing the electrostatic interactions at the
N -8 transition. This is In contrast to the IN transition, where D . accurately incorporates
the electrostatic interactions between virus rods at high ionic strength [[9]. Furthem ore,
because ¢ > 1 at low ionic strength we conclude that DY overestin ates the electrostatic
interactions. T his is not surprising because D [ isbased on the second virial approxin ation
w hich, strictly speaking, is valid only for isotropic suspensions at low concentrations. U sing
D . to relate the phase behavior of charged rods to hard-rod predictions is nappropriate at
the N -S transition, particularly at high ionic strengths.

The plateau in  ° at high ionic strength is indeed predicted for paralkel], charged, rigid
soherocylinders w ith a concentration dependent avoidance diam eter D ., as shown by the
solid line .n Fig'4. T his avoidance m odel predicts that at high ionic strength ° saturatesat

.= 047, the theoretical value for hard, rigid spherocylinders [, 7]. Because our rods are
sm i exble, we would correpondingly predict that £, would be equal to the theoretical
value for hard-sam 1 exbl rods, E’h = 0:75. Instead of this value, our m easuram ents of the
phase transition volum e fraction as a function of ionic strength yield 5 = 021 024,
which is three tim es Iower than predicted by hard exidble rod theories. T his suggests that
either the exibility ofthe rods has lowered the phase transition from that ofhard rods, in
contradiction to both theories and sin ulations, or that the electrostatic interactions between
the rods are not accurately represented by eitherD , orD . . W ew ill retum to this question

at the end of the D iscussion section.

B . Surface charge dependence of the N -S transition

The pH dependence of the phase transition visble in Fi.'d, and the di erence between
M 13 and fd saturation concentrations present even when they share the sam e surface charge
(Fig.5c) also indicate that neitherD . norD , are appropriate for describing the electrostatic
Interactions between the virus rods at the N -S transition. T he non-linearity of the P oisson—
Boltzm ann equation predicts that for high linear charge density the long-range electrostatic
potential between rods is insensitive to surface charge changes and thus pH changes I, 21]1.

This isocon m ed at the isotropicnem atic transition, where the charge dependence is well
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described by D . and thepH dependence ofthe phase transition isvery sn all {9]. H owever,
a strong pH dependence ofthe an ecticphase transition at low ionic strengths forboth fd F i.
Ha) and M 13 Fig. 8b) suspensions is dbserved. The doserved di erence between M 13 and
£l saturation concentrations at high jonic strength and equal surface charge Fig.Hc) isalso
not expected from P oisson-Bolzm ann theory. T his high sensitivity of the N -8 transition to
changes in pH and surface charge con guration indicates that the charge independent nature
predicted by both D, and D , does not correctly characterize the electrostatic interactions
at the concentrations of the N S transition.

O ne possibl explanation for why the high ionic strength, and correspondingly high con—
centration, phase behavior is sensitive to surface charge con guration is that the adpcent
virus surfaces are separated by approxin ately one virus diam eter (6.6 nm) 4], which is
on the order of the spacing between viral coatproteins (1.6 nm ), and the D ebye screening
length = 3:0A=pf = 9A .W hen the surface to surface distance is of the order of the
D ebye screening length, the continuous charge distribbution approxin ation used in Poisson
Bolzm ann theory can no longer be used, as is done in the e ective diam eter calculations.
Furthem ore, it has been shown theoretically that discretization of the surface charges can
change the predicted counterion condensation from that predicted by the non-linear P oisson
Bolzm ann equation R9, 3(]. Perhaps it is because we are in the regin e where the sur-
face charge con guration can no longer be neglected that we cbserve charge-con guration-—
dependent saturation ofthe nem atic-am ectic phase transition. P revious work by Lyubartsev
et. al. hasbeen done to sinulate the electrostatic interactions between these virus rods In
the presence of divalent ions using an approxin ate discrete charge con guration 31]. W e
propose that theoretical m odels or sin ulations sim ilar to those by Lyubartsev et. alofthe
electrostatic interactions of a dense, rod-like polyelectrolte system which include the detail
of the surface charge con guration including the location of positive and negative am ino
acids on the viral surface, m ay shed light on the experin entaldi erencesbetween M 13 and

fd nem atic-am ectic transitions at high ionic strength.
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C . O rigin of the ionic strength independence of the N S transition

At high ionic strength we have m easured an ionic strength independent N-S transition.
T his is sin ilar to the phase behavior predicted by K ram er and H erzfeld, In which the phase
transition volum e fraction saturates at that predicted for the N-S transition of hard rods.
Yet, the value for ourm easured £, is three tin es Iower than the predicted N -§ transition
volim e fraction for sam i+ exble rods §, = 0:75. These cbservations poit to a failure of
theory to describe the rok of electrostatics and/or exibility on the N -S transition.
It has been shown by Odik that undulations of sam i exdble rods in a hexagonal con—

guration are typically contained within a tube of a diam eter larger than the bare rod
diam eter B2]. These undulations create an e ective repulsion sim ilar to H elfrich repulsion
ofm em branes. T he dom lnant interaction between charged exibl rods In a dense suspen-—
sion therefore depends on the relative size ofthe tube diam eter and the electrostatice ective
diam eter [3]. At Jow ionic strength the interparticle interactions would be dom inated by
electrostatics, and at high ionic strength the interparticle interactions would be dom inated
by steric interactions of the exibl rods. This sinplk argum ent qualitatively agrees w ith
our observed phase behavior. If charged, exlble rod behavior is indeed dom inated by steric
Interactions at high ionic strengths, we expect that the N-S phase transition would be at
a value equal to that predicted by theory for hard-sam 1 exdble rods. H owever, both theory
and sim ulations forhard- exidble rodswhich noorporate this repulsion dueto  exibility, pre—
dict that exdbility destabilizes the N-S transition, subsequently increasing, not decreasing
as m easured, the transition concentration above that predicted for rigid rods 3,9, 341. &
is possble that the roke of exibility is not accurately Incorporated into the theories which
predict an increase n  ° from that predicted for rigid rods. However, we believe these
theories to be accurate, speci cally because sin ulations by P olson and Frenkel ofhard sem -

exble rods dem onstrate that exibility ncreases the N-S transition concentration above
that predicted for rigid rods 1.

S
sat

and the predicted values for the phase transition of sam i exibl hard rods is that the elec-

A seoond possible explanation for the discrepancy betw een our experin entalvalues of

trostatic nteractions between the rods are indeed signi cant at high ionic strength, and that
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they aredi erent from the predicted electrostatic interactions. A sourm easurem ents suggest
that both the second viral and avoidance approxin ations for the electrostatic interactions

descrbe a N-S transition which di ers signi cantly from the experin entally observed be—
havior, we believe this is possible. Further evidence to suggest that electrostatics still plays

a roke at high lonic strength is visbl in Fi.'§ which show s that the surface charge of the

rods can stillin uence the phase behavior, even when the phase transition hasbeocom e ionic
strength Independent.

A third possibility is that coupling electrostatics and exibility produces an interrod
repulsion which is a com plex combination of exdbl-hard rod and charged—rigid rod inter-
actions. It has been shown for concentrated suspensions of DNA, that uctuations due to
the exbility of the DNA actually enhance inter+od repulsions In an exponential m anner
B5]. The consequence is that for a given osm otic pressure exerted by a concentrated DNA
suspension, the volum e fraction of DNA ismuch lower than predicted by P oisson-B olzm an
electrostatics alone. This hypothesis is consistent w ith our m easurem ents ofa £, that is
much lower than predicted for both rigid and exibl rods.

A sour results are quite unexpected w ith respect to current theoretical predictions for the
nem atic — an ectic transition of rod suspensions, we have speculated as to possble explana-—
tions for our observations. To fully understand the phase behavior of charged, exibl rods
further com putational and theoretical work is clearly needed.

VI. CONCLUSION

W e have exam ined the nem atic-an ectic phase diagram for charged, sem i exible vimus
rods as a function of length, surface charge and ionic strength. W e cbserved that in the
sam 1 exblerod lim it the N -S phase boundary is lndependent of rod exibility, as predicted
theoretically. H owever, by studying the ionic strength dependance of this transition we cb-
served that renom alizing the m easured phase transition volum e fraction, °, by O nsager’s
e ective diam eter, D, , does not produce an ionicstrength Independent phase transition
concentration. T herefore the second virial approxin ation cannot be used to m ap the m ea—

sured nem atic — an ectic phase transition of charged, exbl rods onto hard, exible rod
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theordes.

At high ionic strength, we found that the concentration of the N-S phase boundary is
independent of ionic strength . K ram er and H erzfeld’s avoidance diam eter theory []] qualita—
tively reproduces the cbserved ionic strength ndependent N -S phase behavior, but predicts
that the ionic strength Independent phase boundary is equalto the predicted hard-rod phase
boundary. O ur experin ental resuls, however, are three tin es Iower than the hard-particle
phase boundary predicted for sami exble rods, § B, 9]. Clarly, m ore theoretical work
is needed to understand the nem atic-am ectic phase transition of charged, exbl rods, n
order to reconcike the di erenceswe cbserve w ith charged, exible viruses and that reported
in sinulations ofhard, exible rods.

Finally, signi cant di erenceswerem easured between M 13 and fd nem atic-an ectic phase
transition concentrations, even when they shared the sam e average surface charge. These
results indicate that the electrostatic interactions between these rods are m ore com plicated
than can be accounted for by calculating the interparticle potential assum ing a unifomm
renom alized surface charge. W e hypothesize that the electrostatic interactions between
rods is in uenced by the con guration of the charged am Ino acids on the viral surface. Ex—
perin ental tests of this hypothesis could be m ade by m easuring M 13 and fd equations of
state (pressure vs density), and thus the particleparticlke interactions, as a function of soli—
tion salt and pH , as in techniques developed orDNA 35]. C om putationally, this hypothesis
can be tested by calculating the pair potential between rods w ith discrete charges B11.
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