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Abstract

By using theoretical analysis and molecular dynamics sitiaris, we investigate the structure of col-
loidal crystals formed by nonmagnetic microparticles fagnetic holes) suspended in ferrofluids (called
inverse ferrofluids), by taking into account the effect of polydispersity inestf the nonmagnetic micropar-
ticles. Such polydispersity often exists in real situasiodVe obtain an analytical expression for the inter-
action energy of monodisperse, bidisperse, and polydispererse ferrofluids. Body-centered tetragonal
(bct) lattices are shown to possess the lowest energy when cethpath other sorts of lattices, and thus
serve as the ground state of the systems. Also, the effectovbparticle size distributions (namely, poly-
dispersity in size) plays an important role in the formatafrvarious kinds of structural configurations.

Thus, it seems possible to fabricate colloidal crystalshmyosing appropriate polydispersity in size.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, inverse ferrofluids with nonmagnetic édlbmicroparticles suspended in a
host ferrofluid (also called magnetic fluid) have drawn considerable attention for its potential
application in its industrial applications and potentisg¢un biomediciné.** The size of the non-
magnetic microparticles are abaut 100 m, which can be easily made in experiments, such as
polystyrene microparticles. The inverse ferrofluid system be modelled in a dipolar interaction
approximation. Here, the dipolar interaction approximaiis actually the first-order approxima-
tion of multipolar interaction. Because the nonmagneticroparticles are much larger than the
ferromagnetic nanoparticles in a host ferrofluid, the hasttheoretically be treated as a uniform
continuum background in which the much larger nonmagneitroparticles are embedded. If
an external magnetic field is applied to the inverse ferrdfltie nonmagnetic microparticles sus-
pended in the host ferrofluid can be seen to posses an effentignetic moment but opposite in
direction to the magnetization of the host ferrofluid. As é&xéernal magnetic field increases, the
nonmagnetic microparticles aggregate and form chaindlelvath the applied magnetic field.
These chains finally aggregate to a column-like structusmpteting a phase transition process,
which is similar to the cases of electrorheological fluidd aragnetorheological fluids under exter-
nal electric or magnetic fields. The columns can behave fexelift structures like body-centered
tetragonal ¥ct) lattices, face centered cubiedo) lattices, hexagonal close packedyf) lattices,
and so on. In this work, we assume that the external magneiiici§i large enough to form differ-
ent lattice structures. The actual value of the externalmafigfield needed to form such structures
is related to the volume fraction of the nonmagnetic microgias and the magnetic properties of
the host ferrofluid.

In this work, we shall use the dipole-multipole interactimodel? to investigate the structure
of inverse ferrofluids. In ref 12, Zhang and Widom discussed the geometry of elongated
microparticles will affect the interaction between two pliets, and introduced higher multipole
moments’ contribution by using a dipole and multipole (dgmultipole) interaction model to
give a more exact expression of interaction energy thargukmdipole and dipole (dipole-dipole)
interaction model. The leading dipole-dipole force doetsratiect the geometry relation between
the microparticles nearby, while the dipole-multipole rabohcludes the contributions from the
size mismatch and is simpler and practical than the mulipatpansion theoty™* in dealing with

the complex interaction between micropatrticles for itaumacy. Size distributions can be regarded



as a crucial factor which causes depletion forces in cdlaidopletst> Even though researchers
have tried their efforts to fabricate monodisperse sysfemsbtaining optimal physical or chemi-
cal properties®?’ polydispersity in size of microparticles often exists inlrsituations;® 2* since
the microparticles always possess a Gaussian or log-natistabution. Here we consider size
distributions as an extra factor affecting the interaceaergy. Polydisperse ferrofluid models are
usually treated in a global perspective using chemicalmii@tieor free energy method&?24 while

the current model concerns the local nature in the crystddraund. A brief modelling is carried
out for the size distribution picture in the formation of stgl lattices. The purpose of this paper
is to use this model to treat the structure formation in maspetse, bidisperse, and polydisperse
inverse ferrofluids, thus yielding theoretical predicdor the ground state for the systems with
or without microparticle size distributions (or polydispity in size). It is found that when the
size mismatch is considered between the microparticlesinteraction between them becomes
complex and sensitive to the different configurations. Thethod can also be extended to other
ordered configurations in polydisperse crystal systems.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sectidn Il, based endipole-multipole interaction
model, we present the basic two-microparticle interactiadel to derive interaction potentials.
In Sectiong 1l and_1V, we apply the model to three typicalstures of colloid crystals formed in
inverse ferrofluids, and then investigate the ground stated different configurations by taking
into account the effect of size distributions. As an illastn, in Section V we perform molecular
dynamics simulations to give a picture of the micropart&tee distribution in the formation of a
bet lattice in bidisperse inverse ferrofluids. The paper endh widiscussion and conclusion in
SectiorfVl.

II. INTERACTION MODEL FOR TWO NONMAGNETIC MICROPARTICLES

We start by considering a simple situation in which two nognedic spherical microparticles
(or calledmagnetic holes) are put nearby inside a ferrofluid which is homogeneouseastiale of
a sphere in an applied uniform magnetic figld see Figure 1. The nonmagnetic microparticles
create holes in the ferrofluid, and corresponding to the antnaid susceptibility of the ferrofluid,
they possess the effective magnetic moment, which can hzided by® m = ﬁvH =
VH; where ¢ (or ) means the magnetic susceptibility of the host (or inve3feer))fluid.

When the two nonmagnetic microparticles placed togeth#r distancer;; away, we can view



the magnetization in one sphere (labelled as A) is inducethéysecond (B). The central point
of dipole-multipole technique is to treat B as the dipole neotnm at the first place, and then
examine the surface charge densitynduced on the sphere A. Fromwe can use the multipole
expansion (detailed discussion can be found in ref 26) taioklithe multipole moment. When
exchanging the status of A and B, treating A as the dipole nmbntee averaged force between
the two microparticles is thus obtained. For the pertudmatf the magnetic field due to the
two microparticles, magnetizatianm in the microparticles become nonuniform, and they will
obtain multipole moments from mutual induction. Howeviee bulk magnetic charge density still

satisfies = r M = 0. So we need only study the surface charge
n=1 M; (1)

wheren is the unit normal vector pointing outwards. The magnetidtimoie moments by surface

charge density in spherical coordinates can be written as,
z

Gn = Yy (;')n dS; (2)

wherer; denotes the radius of the microparticle. All6 0 moments vanish due to rotational

symmetry about the direction of magnetization, so eq 2 calewstten as
Z 1
| O —
A, = @1+ 1) Pi(cos )i’ ? ,(cos )dcos : (3)
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We can expand the surface charge density in Legendre polgisom the spherical coordinates
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Thel 2 partsin e@¥ correspond to the effects of multipole (thatoeygond the dipole). Here
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we set spherical harmonic§2 d’ sl Yo o i")Ya( ;7)d = p, 0, The force between

the dipole moment and induced multipole momeat, can be derived as
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In view of the orthogonal relationl1 PPodx = we obtain the interaction energy

for the dipole-multipole moment
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where = . mm, £Q = 5 1‘21311’2 @@+ 2% 1) the suffixp o ) of forceF or energyu
stands for the dipole moment (multipole moment), and magmpermeability - = 0+ ¢)
with (= 4 10" H m. Herem ; andm , denote the effective magnetic moments of the two
nonmagnetic microparticles, which is induced by extermddifas dipolar perturbatior. 3
is the angle between the their joint line with the directidrexternal field, and and’ are both
the spherical coordinates,(,” ) for one single nonmagnetic microparticle. For typicatddiuids,
there are magnetic susceptibilities, = 1:9and = 0:836.2° Because we consider thet, fcc
and hop lattices, the crystal rotational symmetry in the plane is fourfold, and the value of
can only beo; 4;:: In the general case, when the polarizabilities betweenrticeoparticles
and ambient fluid is low, the higher magnetic moments can gkenod since they contribute less
than 5 percent of the total energyln this picture, the nonmagnetic microparticle pair refiect
the dipole-dipole and dipole-multipole nature of the iatdron, and can be used to predict the

behavior of microparticle chains in simple crystals.

III. POSSIBLE GROUND STATE FOR UNIFORM ORDERED CONFIGURATIONS

Let us first consider a bidisperse model which has been wigsdy in the study of magnetorhe-
ological fluids and ferrofluids. The model has large amourgpdferical nonmagnetic micropar-
ticles with two different sizes suspended in a ferrofluid ethis confined between two infinite
parallel nonmagnetic plates with positionsza: 0 andz = L, respectively. When a magnetic
field is applied, dipole and multipole moments will be inddde appear in the spheres. The in-
verse ferrofluid systems consist of spherical nonmagneticoparticles in a carrier ferrofluid, and
the viscosity of the whole inverse ferrofluid increases drtrally in the presence of an applied
magnetic field. If the magnetic field exceeds a critical vathe system turns into a solid whose
yield stress increases as the exerting field is further gthemed. The induced solid structure is
supposed to be the configuration minimizing the interactioargy, and here we assume first that
the microparticles with two different size have a fixed digttion as discussed below.

Using the cylindrical coordinates, the interaction endogjween two microparticles labelled

asiand - considering both the dipole-dipole and dipole-multipdfe@s can be written as

X f 1 3008
Uyl = a+ 2y =) (7)

1 T i3

where the center-to-center separation= ¥; xj= [+ (zz 3)2J, and isthe angle between



the field and separation vectoy, (see Figure 1). Here = [  x)°+ (vi 35)2]% stands for the
distance between chamand chaire (Figure 2), andz; denotes the vertical shift of the position
of microparticles. Since the inverse ferrofluid is confinetieen two plates, the microparticle
dipole at x;v;z) and itsimages atx;y;2L.5 =z)for j= 1; 2;::constitute an infinite chain. In
this work, we would discuss the physical infinite chains.eAtipplying a strong magnetic field, the
mismatch between the spheres and the host ferrofluid, assviik different sizes of the two sorts
of spheres will make the spheres aggregate into latticesltict (body-centered tetragonal) lattice.
In fact, the bct lattice can be regarded as a compound of slwdiA and B, where chains B are
obtained from chains A by shifting a distanceg(microparticle radius) in the field direction. Thus,
we shall study the case in which the identical nonmagnetizoparticles gather together to form
a uniform chain, when phase separation or transition hagppEor long range interactions, the
individual colloidal microparticles can be made nontoaghivhen they are charged and stabilized
by electric or magnetic static forces, with a low volume fraic of nonmagnetic microparticles.
The interaction energy between the nonmagnetic micrapastican be divided into two parts:
one is from the self energy of one chainj, the other is from the interaction between different
chains(;; ( ;z)). Consider the nonmagnetic microparticles along one chaif = 2aj2 (j =

0; 1; 2;:) (namely, chain A), and the other chainat (2j+ 1)az (chain B), the average

2P £ 1.
1 (2as)21+4 .

self energy per microparticle in an infinite chairvig = i: L [(2315)3

If we notice that for an infinite chain all even mulitipole ¢dhutions vanish due to spatial

magnetic antisymmetry around the spheres, the sum starts a8. Because the radius of the

21+ 1 21+ 1
sphere is smaller than the lattice parametefor large multipole momentfl(#

Za)Zl

1, we

need only consider the first two moment contributions form@iaity. Thus the average self energy

— 3) £3) () £(05) 10), _ 9:300514 0:0317920f (3)
Us can be calculated as, = 2 aa)e a0 ) = S 0 +
0:00195507f (5) P 1 1 . . . .
———p——);where ()= __, & isthe Riemann function. The interaction energy between

two parallel infinite chains can be given Ié;aij ( ;2z), in which the microparticles along one chain

locate atry = 2aj2 (3= 0; 1; 2;::) andone microparticle locatesgt + z2,

@ X 1
Ui ( 52) = [@+ —) :
@ ", [%+ (z 2jafP
>[< fQE+ > ¢ ) 8 ! ]
) 21+ 2 @ [2+ @ 29afT*2
= U+ U,: (8)

Following the Fourier expanding technique which is progobg Taoer al.,’’ we deriveu,
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which is the second part af;; ( ;z) as

Pr—
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with
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S = 2 ) (10)
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HerexK ; (x) represents théth order modified Bessel function,x) the function, ands denotes

the index in Fourier transformaticfi.And the dipole-dipole energy, is written as

*
U= — 2 ZSZKO(S—)COS(S—Z): (11)
a —1 a a
We obtain the expression far;; ( ;z), and the interaction energy per nonmagnetic microparti-

_ P P ) .
cleu ( ;z)isUs+ £ LUy ( ;z), where | denotes the summation over all chains except the

2
considered microparticle. For the same reason of apprdilamdiscussed above, we need only
choose the first two term@= 3andl= 5) in the calculation.

The interaction between chain A and chain B depends on tHe shthe lattice structure
and the nonmagnetic microparticle size. An estimation efititeraction energy per nonmag-
netic microparticle includes the nearest and next-nearegthboring chains, here we could
discuss three most common lattice structures:, fcc, and hep lattices. For the above lat-
tices, their corresponding energy ©f; ( ;z) can be respectively approximated@g,.. ( ;z) =
4U F3aiz= 0 au,( Gasz= 0), Usseee ( 2) = 4Uy F 2= 0) 2Uy; Ra;z = 0), and
Uisne ( $2) = 3Uy F3a52= 0) 4U;; Qajz = 0).

Figure[3 shows, for different lattices, the dependence;of ;z) on the vertical position shift
z, which determines whether the interaction is attractiveepulsive.U; ( ;z) reflects the energy
difference between chain A and chain B for &), (b) foc, and (c)hop lattices. It is evident
that, for the same lattice structure,; ( ;z) is minimized when the size difference between chain
A and chain B is the smallest. For the sake of comparison, s @bt the results obtained by
considering the dipole-dipole interaction only. Compgrihe different lattices, we find that the
ket lattice possesses the smallest energy at the equilibrium, plous being the most stable.

Figurel4 displays the interaction energy( ;z) as a function of the lattice constaafor the
bet lattice. It is shown that as the lattice constant increagesdipole-multipole effect becomes
weaker and weaker, and eventually it reduces to the dippl@ealeffect. In other words, as the
lattice constant is smaller, one should take into accounttpole-multipole effect. In this case,

the effect of polydispersity in size can also play an impatrtale.
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Figure[® displays the interaction energy per nonmagnetgaparticleU ( ;z) vs the lattice
parametes for different lattice structures. Thetstructure also proves to be the most stable state
while thehcp lattice has the highest energy. It also shows that the ergapybetweenct lattice
andf cclattice exists but is small. Figuré 6(a) shows thatthe gngap U = U . U is about
0.5 percent of the interaction energy value. In this aspleetctlattice proves always to be a more
stable structure comparing witfice. As the radius of microparticles increases, the energy gap
betweercctandf cclattice enlarges accordingly. That is, e lattice becomes much more stable.
Figure[6(b) shows thect lattice energyu ( ;z) in respect of different sizes of microparticles
for chain A and chain B. It can be seen that the close touchaukipg r; = ., = a) has
the lowest energy state. However, also from the graph, tysairwith the same micropatrticle
size (monodisperse system) may not be the lowest energy; sthtch gives a possible way of

fabricating different crystals by tuning the distributiohmicropatrticle size.

IV. POLYDISPERSE SYSTEM WITH RANDOM DISTRIBUTIONS

In Sectiori1ll, we have discussed the structure and intenaat a bidisperse inverse ferrofluid
(namely, containing microparticles with two differentesy. But the interaction form in poly-
disperse crystal system is complex and sensitive to theostitrcture in the process of crystal
formation. Now we investigate the structure of polydispdrserse ferrofluids with microparti-
cles of different sizes in a random configuration. To pro¢c@egassume that the average radius

satisfies the Gaussian distribution

1 2

where denotes the standard deviation of the distribution of narticle radius, which describes
the degree of polydispersity. Integrating [eq 9 Byand r,, we could get the average dipole-
multipole energyu ,. Doing the same calculation to self energy, we can get the average inter-
action energy ( ;z) = U, + U; + U ,, where the microparticle sizg andr, are replaced by the
mean radius,. The microparticle sizes will be distributed in a wider rargs long as a larger
is chosen.

Figure[7(a) shows the ground state interaction energycioffattice for different polydisperse
distributions. As the degree of polydispersityncreases, the energy( ;z) drops fast, especially

when the distribution of microparticle size gathers around a. It shows that the inverse fer-



rofluid crystal in the formation of ground state tends to i@ microparticles possessing more
different sizes. The crystal configuration energy of twofarm chains with identical micropar-
ticle aggregation is also plotted in the graph. Here we atrdwo cases. First, we assume the
microparticles in chain A and chain B are identical= r, = ry,. AS rp increases, the behavior of
energy decreasing is discovered to be similar with the nrandenfiguration with = 02x,. Sec-
ond, we set for one chain, such as chain B, the micropartizéers = a to be unchanged, while
the microparticle size; of chain A increases. It shows that the: lattice energy for the second
case is lower than the first case and two other random confignsa And it also shows that the
random configuration is not always the state with the lowastgy. It proves that polydisperse
systems are sensitive to many factors which can determenmitrostructure. Figuid 7(b) shows
the energy gap between bct and fcc lattices for differeritidigion deviation . It is evident that
higher leads to larger energy difference between bct and fcc, &dfyeat largerr,. In other

words, at larget, and/or , kctlattices are much more stable thase

V. MOLECULAR-DYNAMIC SIMULATIONS

Here we use a molecular-dynamic simulation, which was pegdy Tacer al.,?® in order
to briefly discuss the structure formation of bidispersesige ferrofluids. The simulation herein
involves dipolar forces, multipole forces, viscous dragcés and the Brownian force. The mi-
croparticles are confined in a cell between two parallel retigrpole plates, and they are ran-
domly distributed initially, as shown in Figure 8(a). Thetma of a microparticlei is described

by a Langevin equation,

dx, d;
ai——=F; 3 -+ R 0); 13
ma s - () (13)
where the second term in the right-hand side is the Stokea{sfdrce R ; is the Brownian force,
and
X
F;= (5 + £557) + £ (14)
i6
Herefi; = r U ( ;z), while gep, fralandr ; (t), have the similar expressions as those in ref 27

and the references therein. In eq &3, and are respectively the average mass and diameter of

microparticles. Figurel8 shows the inverse ferrofluid streeewith the par%meters, magnetic field

6 kg T ° =
3 fFM1m 2

£M 1M 2

H = 140e, temperaturg = 300K, A° S=5=Zm_,= 107%;andB°

= 10 *.

Herea’ denotes the ratio of a dipolar force to a viscous forcethe ratio of Brownian force to a



dipolar force x; the Boltzmann constant, andthe subinterval time step.

We take into account a bidisperses system that contains itvas lof microparticles with dif-
ferent sizes, as shown in Figure 8. In details, this figurpldis the configuration of microparticle
distribution in a bidisperse system at (a) the initial stédb¢ the state after 15 000 time steps, and
(c) the state after 80 000 time steps. The order of Figurei8(ogtter than Figure 8(b). Here we
should remark that 80 000 steps give the sufficient long titepssto reach the equilibrium state
for the case of our interest. The structure for the bi-dispesystem in Figure 8(b) and (c) has
the following features: (i) In the field direction, the larggheres form the main chains from one
plate to the other, where the large spheres touch each ¢ith@&he large spheres also form many
smallkct lattice grains. However, they do not form a latge lattice. (iii) The small spheres fill
the gaps between theset lattice grains. From Figure 8, it is observed that, for theapseters
currently used, the order of a bidisperse system (whichoig-tike structure) is not as good as that
of monodisperse system (no configurations shown herein)shald remark that the long-range
interaction can yield the above-mentioned bct latticecstme, but some perturbations caused by
the Brownian movement existing in the system can changeantdher lattice structure which
has similar free energy. Therefore, for the bi-disperseéesysf our interest, the large spheres
form the main chains from one plate to the other in the fieldation, thus forming many small
bct-like lattice structures. While small spheres fill thgpg&etween these bct-like lattices, they
themselves do not form a bct-like lattice due to such pedtimbhs. Here we should also mention
that the degree of order of a specific system depends on theeabfosarious physical parameters,
for example, the size of microparticles and so forth.

VI. SUMMARY

In summary, by using theoretical analysis and moleculamadyins simulations, we investi-
gate the structure of colloidal crystals formed by nonm&gmeicroparticles (or magnetic holes)
suspended in a host ferrofluid, by taking into account thecetf polydispersity in size of the non-
magnetic microparticles. We obtain an analytical expoesir the interaction energy of monodis-
perse, bidisperse, and polydisperse inverse ferrofluithe bdt lattices are shown to possess the
lowest energy when compared with other sorts of latticed thuas serve as the ground state of the
systems. Also, the effect of microparticle size distribos (namely, polydispersity in size) plays

an important role in the formation of various kinds of stured configurations. Thus, it seems
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possible to fabricate colloidal crystals by choosing appiede polydispersity in size. As a matter
of fact, it is straightforward to extend the present modeinimre ordered periodic systerfisin

which the commensurate spacings can be chosen as equdkoelif
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Figure captions

Figure 1. Schematic graph showing two nonmagnetic mictagbes (magnetic hole) of radius
r, andr,, suspended in a ferrofluid under an applied magnetic feld

Figure 2. Three different latticegct, foc, andhcep, which are composed of non-touching
microparticles with different size distribution.

Figure 3. The dependence of interaction enargy ;z) (in units of ;) versus vertical shift
for different lattices: (akct, (b) fog, and (c)hap. In the legend, "dipole-dipole” denotes the case
that the dipole-dipole interaction is only considered falcalating the interaction energy.

Figure 4. The interaction ener@y( ;z) versus lattice constaat The solid line stands for the
case in which the dipole-dipole interaction is only considie

Figure 5. The interaction energy per microparti¢le ;z) versus lattice constaatfor different
lattices,bct, foo, andhop.

Figure 6. (a) The energy gapJ = U . U (in units of ;) versus different size of
nonmagnetic microparticles in chain A and chain B; (b) Baedattice energys ( ;z) (in units of

o) versus different sizes of nonmagnetic microparticleshaic A and chain B.

Figure 7. (a) The ground state interaction energy bétdattice versus microparticle sizg
for random polydispersity configuration (solid, dashed] datted lines) and a configuration com-
posed of two different uniform chains (dash-dotted and tstiash-dotted lines). (b) The energy
gap U betweerkct and fcclattices for random polydispersity versus.

Figure 8. The configuration of nonmagnetic microparticlgtrdbution at (a) the initial state,
(b) the state after 15000 time steps, and (c) the state &i@Btime steps.
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FIG. 1: Jian, Gao, Huang, and Tao
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FIG. 2: Jian, Gao, Huang, and Tao
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FIG. 6: Jian, Gao, Huang, and Tao
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FIG. 8: Jian, Gao, Huang, and Tao
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