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C olloidal glass transition observed in con nem ent
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W e study a colloidal suspension con ned between two quasiparallel walls as a m odel system
for glass transitions In con ned geom etries. The suspension is a m xture of two particle sizes to
prevent wallinduced crystallization. W e use confocalm icroscopy to directly observe the m otion of
colloidalparticles. Thism otion is slower in con nem ent, thus producing glassy behavior in a sam ple
which isa liguid in an uncon ned geom etry. For higher volum e fraction sam ples (closer to the glass
transition), the onset of con nem ent e ects occurs at larger length scales.

PACS numbers: 64.70P f, 61.43Fs, 82.70Dd

G lasses are typically form ed by rapidly quenching the
tem perature ofa liquid, resulting in an am orxphous liquid—
like m icrostructure w ith m acroscopic solid-like behavior.
Upon approaching the glass transition, the tem perature
m Ight be changed by only a factor oftw o w hile sin ultane-
ously the viscosity of the liquid grow sby m any orders of
m agniude [I]. A conceptualm icroscopic explanation for
the viscosiy grow th is the idea ofdynam ic length scales:
In order form olecules n the m aterial to rearrange, they
m ust m ove together as a group. A s the glass transition
is approached, the increasing size of these groups relates
to the increasing m acroscopic viscosiy IL,12,13,14,15,1€].

An in portant way to probe these length scales is to
study the behavior of glassform ing system s when they
are con ned, to constrict the range of accessbl length
scales 2,19,18,19,110, 113, 112, 113, [14]. Intriguingly, the
glass transition tem perature T4 can be both sm aller or
larger In con ned geom etries|1l, 12, |13], even for the
sam e m aterial [Z, 7, 114]. Experin ents and sin ulations
suggest that the interaction between the con ning sur—
face and the sam ple is crucial. For strong Interactions (or
atom ically rough surfaces) the glass transition happens
\sooner," that is, con nem ent Increases T by slowing
m otion near the surfaces [, 17%,18,113,114]. Likew ise, for
systam s that weakly interact with the walls, T4 is typi-
cally am aller I2,17,111]. However, a clear explanation of
these phenom ena is still lacking. As it isdi cul to get
details out of experin ents 2], the use of com puter sim u—
lations to visualize the m otion is in portant [7,18,(9,[10].

W e use confocal m icroscopy to directly visualize the
m otion of colloidalparticles, which serve as a m odel sys—
tem for the glass transition In con nem ent. C olloids un—
dergo a glass transition In bulk sam ples as the solid par-
ticle volum e fraction  is increased {4, (5, [15, 11€]. At
high volum e fraction near the colloidal glass transition
(g 0:58),particlesm ove In rearranging groups charac—
terized by a length scale of 3-6 particle diam eters @4,1€],
sim ilar to sin ulations [LO]. In this m anuscript we study

Current address: G eophysics and Space P hysics, UCLA , Los An—
geles, CA
YE lectronic address: w eeks@ physics.em ory.edu

a m xture of two sizes of colloidal particles con ned be—
tween two quasiparalelplates, w ith a plate gap asan all
as 3.0 largeparticle diam eters. In our system con ne—
m ent Induces the glass transition \sooner," at concen-—
trations for which the bulk behavior is still liquid-lke.
Studying the glass transition In con nem entm ay help us
understand the glass transition in the buk [2]. Further-
m ore, understanding the properties of con ned liquids
has relevance for lubrication [9,117], dusty plaan as [1L8],
and the ow ofglassy complex uidsthroughm icro uidic
devices [17].

O ur colloidal sam ples are poly-m ethylfm ethacrylate)
particles, sterically stabilized to prevent aggregation
M4,15]. W e use a m xture of tw o particle sizes, w th radii
Aman= 118 m and aprge = 155 m . W hile the parti-
cle polydispersity is Iow ( 5% ), the m ean particle radii
areonly known towihin 002 m.Them xture oftwo
particle sizes prevents crystallization which would other-
w ise be induced by the walls [g,[1§,/19]. In each sam pl,
the sn all particles are dyed w ith rhodam ine dye, and the
large particles are undyed. W e use a m xture of cyclo—
hexybrom ide and decalin as our solvent, to m atch the
density and index of refraction ofthe particles; the parti-
cles are slightly charged In this solvent 20]. T he viscosity
of the solvent is 225 mPa s. W e exam Ine four di erent
sam ples A D, w ith properties listed in Table TI.

W e observe our sam ples using confocalm icroscopy R0,
21]. As the larger particles are not dyed, we only see
the an aller particles. W e use a fast confocalm icroscope
VT-Eye from Visitech, Intemational) wih a 63 air
obfctive N A .0.70) to scan a voluime 50 50 20 m3
once every 2.0 sover a period ofan hour. W e analyze the
In ageso ine to locate the positions of visble (sn aller)
particles, w ith a resolution of0.05 m in x andy (paralkel
to the walls) and a resolution 0of 01 m iIn z (parallel to
the optical axis). W e then track theirm otion in 3D [20].

Our sam ple chambers are m ade by placing a m icro—
scope coverslp at a slight angle, supported by a small
piece ofmylar Im (thickness 100 m ) at one end and
resting directly on the m icroscope slide at the other end
[1L9,122]. The ends and sides are sealed w ith UV —curing
epoxy. Thusa thin wedgeshaped cham ber is form ed w ith
an angle 0#4 , ensuring that locally the walls are essen—
tially paralke], and allow ing us to study a single sam ple
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TABLE I: Characteristics of the four sam ples studied. The
number ratio N g 21N 1arge Is detemm ined by counting parti-
cles In several elds of view using D IC (di erential interfer—
ence contrast) m icroscopy. The totalvolum e fraction tor is
determm ined using confocalm icroscopy, by counting the num —
ber of sm all particles seen In a given in agihg volum e, using
the known number ratio to determ ine the number of large
particles present, and then using the particle sizes and the
in aging volum e size to com pute tor. Additionally o and
N gn an™N 1arge Wascon m ed in sam plesB {D by direct 3D con-—
focal m icroscopy observation, where the particle sizes could
be easily distinguished and counted; the resultswere in agree—
ment wih the DIC measurem ents. The volum e fractions
of the am all species and large species, s and , are cal
culated from the other two quantities. T he uncertainties of
N g a1=N 1arge are 5% , and theuncertaintiesof ot are 8% .
In particular, note that sam ples A and C likely do not have
the sam e volum e fraction, but it is unclear which has the
larger tot. SamplesB,C,and D are prepared by dilutions of
one stock sam ple and thus allhave the sam e N g 21=N 1arge -

Sam p]e N sm aJJ.:N large s 1 tot
A 35 026 0.16 042
B 3.0 0.13 0.10 023
C 3.0 024 0.18 042
D 3.0 026 020 046

at a variety ofdi erent con nem ent thicknessegl,|22].

T he glass surfaces of the coverslip and slide are un-
treated. In experimn entsw ith sam pleA ,we ndthatsome
colloidal particles stick to these surfaces. T he stuck par-
ticle coverage is typically 105 - 20% of the area. In a
second serdes of experin ents done w ith sam ples B {D , no
particles were stuck. Reassuringly, we nd little depen—
dence ofthe behavior on the num ber of stuck particles in
the resuls discussed below R3].

Forsam ple A, m easuring the positions ofthe stuck par-
ticles allow s us to accurately m easure the sam ple thick—
ness. W hilke the uncertainty in locating individual par—
ticle positions in z is 01 m, by averaging data from
tens of stuck particles over hundreds of In ages we locate
their m ean z position to better than 0.005 m . Thus
the e ective thickness H of each experim ental data set
is detem ined to wihin 001 m, and is the range in z
available to the centers of the visbl particles. In this
m anuscript our thicknesses are reported In term s of H .
T he true surfaceto-surface thickness of a sam ple cham -
ber is found by adding 2ag, an= 236 m toH .

For the 1rst series of experin ents, we study the be-
havior of sample A ( 0:42) as a function of thick-
ness. W e quantify the particle m otion by calculating
the m ean square displacement M SD), h x%i= h(x; ¢+

) xy ()1, where the average is taken over all par-
ticles i and all Inttial tin es t, and a sin ilar form ula ap—
plies orh y?iandh z?i.We ndthath ®¥i h y?i
for all our experim ents; we report our results for the x
direction, the direction over which the sam ple chamber
has constant thickness. W e rst consider the results for
m otion parallelto the con ning plates, h #1i, shown in
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FIG.1l: Mean square digplacem ents. (@) D ata for sample
A, show ing m otion parallel to the walls, for thicknesses H =
buk, 1628 m, 1106 m, 941 m,and 692 m (from top
to bottom ). The dashed line has a slope of 1 and indicates
the expected m otion for a very dilute bulk suspension ofpar—
ticles w ith radius ag, an. ©) Sin ilar to (@), but for m otion
perpendicular to the walls. D ata are ordered by thickness as
t! 1 ,asin @).

Fig.d@). The upper bold line showsm otion in an un-—
con ned region and is reproduchble for all cham ber thick—
nessesH > 20 m . For this sam ple, the m otion in the
uncon ned region isnearly di usive, w ith theM SD grow —
Ing aln ost w ith slope 1 on the log-log plot. T hisbehavior
is sin ilar to m onodisperse sam ples w ith a volum e frac—
tion of 04 M]. In other words, this sampl is far
from the glass transition, g4 0:6 [16,24]. In thinner
regions, them otion slow s, as seen in the sequence of solid
curvesbelow the top bold curve in Fig [ll(a) . T his slow ing
starts at a thickness of H 16 m @nd curve from top)
and slow s dram atically for thinner sam ples; note that
Fi.[Dl@) shows a logJdog plot and thus for the thinnest
region shown (pottom curve, H = 692 m), to move
a distance hx?i = (ag an=3)? i takes a time scale 180
tin es larger than forthe bulk region data ( t= 500 sas
com pared to 2.8 s).

T hese resuls suggest that con nem ent induces glassy
behavior, w th the in uence ofcon nem ent beginning at
H 16 m ldag, an 10anrge fOr this sam ple. For
the Iower curves in F jg.III(a), the characteristic behavior
of a \supercooled" sam ple is seen: at shorter lag tin es
( t< 100 s), the M SD has a plateau, whik at longer
lag tim es, the M SD beginsto rise again @4,!7]. For short
tin e scales, particles are trapped In cages form ed by their
neighbors, causing the plateau in hx?i. At longer time
scales, these cages rearrange [4, l€].) For the thinnest
region (ottom curve), the particles rem ain localized for
the duration of the experim ent.

T he slow ing is also seen In m otion perpendicularto the
walls, quanti edbyh Zi, shown in Fig.[Ib).M oreover,
in com parison w ith Fig.[dl@), it is seen that the m otion
perpendicular to the walls, h z?i, is slowed even m ore
so than m otion parallel to the walls, h x?i. This is not
surprising, given that particles close to the walls cannot
m ove tow ard the walls at all, whereasm otion parallel to
the walls is less restricted.

M ore than m erely constricting m otion, the walls also
induce a Jayering of particles, as seen in Fig.[2 @), sin ilar
to sin ulations [§,125]. T he layering is m ost pronounced
Inm ediately adpoent to the walls. T he centers of these
peaksarenot at the precisedistance ag, 11 from thewalls,
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FIG. 2: (@) Particle number density ng a1 (z) as a func—
tion of distance z across the sam ple cell. A dditional parti-
cles are stuck to the walls of the sam ple cell (not shown in
the plot) which have centers located at z = 000 m and
z= H = 1106 m . This data corresponds to the m iddle
curve in Fig.[d@), that is, a sam ple w ith m oderately slowed
dynam ics. (0) M ean square displacem ent parallelto thewalls
(x) and perpendicularto thewalls (z), asa function ofz. The
displacem ents are calculated using t= 100 s. The vertical
dotted lines indicate the positions of the peaks from part @).
D ata shown are from sample A ( 0:42).

but are slightly o set toward the Interjor of the sam ple.
(T he centers of the stuck particles indicate the m axin um
possble extent in z that particles could be located, and
correspond to the \feet" of the data shown i Fig.[2(@)
atz= 0 and 11.06 m . These particles are not counted
i ng, an shown in Fig.[2@).)

The layersin uence the dynam ics, as seen in FigQ ),
which shows how h x°i and h z?i depend on z. The
displacem ents are calculated using t= 100 s, asa rep—
resentative tim e scale over w hich particles begin to m ove
out of this cage, although the results do not depend on
this choice and are sin ilar or caged behavior ( t= 20 s
for exam ple). Particles In the layers fthe peaks ofn (z)]
have sn aller vertical displacem ents, as seen by the dips
in h z?i (eavy lnhe). The inplication is that particles
In layers are n a preferred structure and less lkely to
m ove elsew here [g,[25].

Surprisingly, the layers do not appear to in uence the
m otion parallelto thewalls,asseen by h x?1i (thin Iine),
which does not depend on z. (The slight dip in h x%i
seen at the largest values of z isnot reproducible in other
data sets.) T his seam s counterintuitive as hydrodynam ic
Interactionsw ith the wallnom ally resul in reduced m o—
tion for nearby particles R€]. W e speculate that the cage
dynam ics dom inate particle m otion, rather than hydro—
dynam ic in uences 27]. For exam ple, if a particke is
pulled by an extemal force In a direction paralkel to the
w alls, other particles would be forced to rearrange, which
isprobably them ost signi cant contribution to the drag.

P article rearrangem entswould be even m ore constrained
for a particle pulled perpendicular to the wall, thus ex—
plaining why we cbserve slower z motion [27]. Sinply
put, the high volum e fraction lkely resuls in hydrody—
nam ic screening.

Thuswhile con nem ent causesthe layering ofparticles
near the walls, this layering does not appear directly re—
soonsible for the slow ing of the particle m otion . R ather,
the layering seem s to be an additional in uence on the
motion In the direction perpendicular to the walls, as
seen in Fig.[2 ), but only a m inor in uence com pared
to the overall fact of con nem ent. Note that results do
not appear to depend on having an integral num ber of
welkde ned layersbetween the walls|g]. T he overalldy—
nam ics slow an oothly and m onotonically asthe con ning
din ension decreases.

O ur observation that the layers closest to the wallhave
slow erm otion perpendicular to the walls agrees qualita—
tively with previous experim ents [12, |13, |14] and sin —
ulations [1] which suggested that surface layers m ay be
glassier than the interior. However, we note In our ex—
perim ent this is strongly directionally dependent. The
slow ing ism ost easily seen ifh z?i can be m easured in—
dependently of the other two directions.

A s noted earlier, the grow th of dynam ic length scales
has been observed as the glass transition is approached
in a buk material [1, 12, 13, 4, |5, 14]. For our colloidal
sam ples, this in plies that sam plesw ith a larger should
exhibit stronger con nement e ects. To check this, we
took data from sam plesB,C,and D at variousthickness.
Q ualitatively the data resem ble that shown in Fig.[d@).
To capture the H dependence, Fig.[d show s the values
ofh x?i, at xed t= 100 s, asa function of H for
the di erent sam ples. C onsider the solid triangles, corre—
sponding to sample D .ForH > 50 m,h x?i isessen—
tially constant. At H < 50 m, the data start show ing
a strong H dependence, suggesting a con nem ent length
scale ofH 50 m . Forthe solid symbols, an increase
InH isseen as Increases, from approxin ately 10 m
to 50 m,con m ing that there isa grow ing length scale
as the glass transition is approached. T hese length scales
are signi cantly lJargerthan those seen fordynam icalhet—
erogeneities in m onodisperse sam ples, which are4 { 8 m
[6]. However, this agrees w ith sin ulations which found
a con nement length scale signi cantly larger than the
m obile cluster size [1]. Th Fig.[d, ssmple A hasa an aller
valle of H relative to sample C, which m ay be due to
the excess of an all particles In sample A ; see Table 1.

W e ndthatoon nement slowsthem otion of colloidal
particles and thus induces a glass transition to occur
sooner than nom al, in other words, at volum e fractions
for which the buk behavior is liquid-lke. Simulations
suggest the roughness of the walls is crucial to this slow —
ng [7,18] and we plan to vary this In future experin ents.
H owever, we note that our data show slow ing both w ith
com pletely sm ooth walls (sam plesB,C,and D ) and walls
w ith isolated stuck particles (sampl A). In contrast to
our work, rough walls n simulations are com posed of
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FIG .3: Valheofh x 2iat t= 100 s, as a function of thick—
nessH , Prsam pleswith asindicated. T he open circles cor-
respond to sam ple A with N g a1n=N 1arge = 3:5, while the solid
sym bols correspond to sam ples B {D with N gq an=N 1arge = 3:0.
The lines are drawn to guide the eye. The plateau for each
data set indicatesbehavior corresponding to thebul, w hereas
the downtum at low H gives an idea of the length scale at
which con nem ent becom es in portant.

particles xed in a liquid-like structurelT,|8]. T his pre—
vents layering of ad-pcent particles and restricts m otion
parallel to the walls. Thus the glass transition In con—

ned sam ples occurs sooner (at higher tem peratures!i]
or lower densities [@]). In our experin ents, particle m o—
tion parallel to the wall is not noticeably inhibited, as
seen In Fig.[2. Yet, we still nd the glassy behavior oc—
curs sooner: at constant volum e fraction, the dynam ics
are slower as the con ning din ension decreases. T hus it
seam sthat the In portante ect in ourexperin ents is sim —
ply the restriction of m otion perpendicular to the wall,
close to the surface ofthe wall
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