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I Introduction

Entropic forces In colloidal suspensions and in polym ercolloid system s are of longstanding
and continuing interest , E, E, H, E, @, D]. R ecent experim ents have probed the phase diagram
ofbnary colloidal suspensions E], and have determ Ined the entropic potentialbetween a colloidal
partick and a wall, induced by a sm aller colloid com ponent E,E]. W hilethe rststepsin thetheory
of entropic Interactions w ere taken som e decades ago, In the geom etrical argum ents of A sakura and
O osaw a ], and the extension of PercusYevick theory to hard-sphere m ixtures EI], substantial
re nem ents In integralequation based approaches to the problem have been proposed only recently
@]. At present the m ost reliable predictions are those derived using the hypemetted chain HNC)
equation, corrected by including bridge diagram s up to third order In density, yielding the so-called
HNCP theory. Recent experim ents and renew ed theoretical activity m otivate our study of entropic
forces In sim ulations of the sim plest pertinent m odel | a binary hard-sphere uid | n hopes of
providing a critical test of theory, and of deciding w hether the hard-sphere m odel, and current
theoretical approaches for the Jatter, are adequate for a detailed understanding of the experin ental
resuls.

In atherm al system s (In which all allowed con gurations have the sam e energy), entropic
Interactions alone determ ine any structure at interparticle separations beyond the range of the
(hard-core) potential. In the hard-sphere uid (the prin e exam pl of an athem alm odel), each
m olecule is surrounded by a sphere of radius equal to the m olecular diam eter, from which the
centers of otherm olecules are excluded . Since the overlap of exclision spheres associated w ith any
tw o m olecules increases the available space for the rem aining m olecules, m axin ization of entropy
favors an all separationsbetween nearby particlkes, that is, a peak in the radialdistrbution finction,
g(r), at contact. T his line of reasoning form s the basis for the A sakura-O osawa @A O ) theory. W hilke
the Jatter assum es ideality of the m icrogphere com ponent and yields a purely attractive entropic
force, excluided volum e considerations suggest a repulsive force for m acrosphere separations on the
order of the m icrogohere diam eter. To go beyond sin ple geom etric argum ents requires a detailed
theory for the structure of a binary uid, sihce the entropic interaction (or potential of m ean
force) is obtained from the interspecies tw o-point distribbution function. To test the AO and HNCP
predictions, we perform extensive M onte Carlo sin ulations of a system consisting of one or two
hard h acrospheres” In a uid of hard h icrosgoheres. (T he diam eters of the two species have a
ratio of 5 or 10.)

In this paper the HNCP approxim ation is tested for the rst tine against M onte Carlo
sin ulations for interacting m acrospheres in a hard-sphere solvent. P reviously this approxin ation
has been tested for a pure hard-sphere solvent E], and also for Interacting plnarwalls in a hard—
sohere uid [@, E]. T he Iatter test relied upon the validity of the D erpguin approxin ation E,
@, ], w hich relates the force between convex bodies to a geom etrical factor tim es the interaction
free energy of planar walls.

This paper also tests the A sakura-O osawa depletion-attraction theory, which predicts an
adhesion between m acrospheres due to exclusion of m icrospheres from the region between them .
T he solvent-m ediated force between two hard solutes can be expressed form ally in term s of the
contact density E], and the A0 expression approxin ates the latter as the bulk density away from



the contact region. It can therefore be expected to be valid for low solvent densities, but again is
precise regin e of validiy and its dependence upon solute diam eter rem ains to be tested. T here is
som e evidence that the A sakura-O osawa expression is accurate for the contact adhesion between
hard-sohere solutes in hard-sphere solvents, but these testsw ere carried out w ith the inhom ogeneous
PercusYevik results in superposition approxin ation @].

O ur simn ulations show that the entropic force can be repulsive as well as attractive, as noted
recently forthe forcebetween planesinm ersed na uid [@]. Ourfroepro ks, which are attractive
near contact, exhibit a repulsive peak at a separation of about one m icrogohere diam eter, and show
strongly dam ped oscillations at larger separations. The details of this oscillatory structure are
reproduced quite faithfully by the HNC theory, but are entirely absent from the AO theory, which
predicts a purely attractive potential w ith a range of one m icrogphere diam eter.

The balance of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. IT we review AO theory and
present an intuitive argum ent for the repulsive barrier, and then outline the HNCP approach. The
sin ulation m ethod is described in Sec. III, w ith results and analysis following in Sec. IV.W e
sum m arize our conclusions in Sec. V.

IT T heory

ITa E lem entary G eom etrical A rgum ent

W e begin by review ing the geom etrical argum ent of A sakura and O osaw a ] for the entropic
force between a pair hard spheres, of radiis R, their centers separated a distance 2R + D, and
Inmersed in a uid of particles w ith hard-sohere radius r. Ifwe treat the uid as an idealgas of

N particks, then its Helm holz free energy, to w ithin termm s independent ofR, r, and D , is
F= NkgThV?; @)

where kg is Boltzm ann’s constant, T is tem perature, and V 0 is the volum e availablk to the uid
particles. Since the particlkes are prohibied from the exclision soheres of radiis R + r about the
large spheres, the availabl volum e is

0 8 3
vVi=vV ?<R+r)+vov; @)

where V is the systam volum e and v, is the overlap volum e of the two exclusion soheres. The
entropic force between the two spheres is therefore
@F NkgT Quyy

F= —= : 3
@D vOo @D ©)

Since @vy,=@D is just the procted area of intersection of the two exclusion spheres, sin ple geom —
etry yields

D D
Fsspo = kT (r E)(2R+r+ ?); )
forD 2r, and zero for larger separations ( = N=V isthe uid density).

W hile this argum ent invokes an idealgas assum ption that isunjisti ed at signi cant densi-
ties, and applies it inconsistently (since the m acrospheres exclide partickes from a region of radius



R + rnotR), it does provide a usefiil estin ate of the force. T he associated sphere-sphere entropic
potential is "

or D D 2
Vesao = ks T Cr D)rR+€ — R+ ; (5)

r
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forD 2r, and zero for larger ssparations. For a m acrosphere of radius R centered at a distance
R + D from a hard wall, a sin ilar argum ent leads to

Fuspao = kT (@r D)@R +D); 6)

and " #
\Y kTQ@ D) 2r R+ t D R t D (7)
a0 = r r — — —
ws;AO 3 3 3

forD 2r, and again zero for larger ssparations. Eq. ) yilds a force at contact ofFysa0 © =

0)= 4 r kTR,and shceweuser= 1=2 in the sin ulations, thism otivates our de ning a scaled
force
F D)
f _—; 8
ws ©) 2R T (8)

for the wallsphere case. Sin ilarly, In the two-sphere case, reference to Eq.@) suggests de ning

FD)
£t 0) m : )
Nom alizihg F (0) to R renders i independent of R in AO theory, and in the D erpguin approx—
In ation as well (see below). @At contact, AO theory obeys the sam e scaling as the D erpguin
approxin ation; the scaling is only approxin ate for larger separations.) If A sakura-O osawa theory
were exact, we would have £, (0) = 1, and £,,0) = ™+ %) . Despoite the approxin ations
Involved in AO theory, these expressions provide a usefiilbasis for com paring results for spheres of
di erent sizes. It is also usefiil to note that the expressions for forces and potentials m ay be cast
In din ensionless form ifwe use the volum e fraction 4 ¥ =3 and the diam eter ratio R=r.

T he wallsphere potential, Eq. {]), at contact is then given by
Vusao ) 1

= 3 1+ = (10)
kg T 6

To go beyond sin ple geom etric argum ents, one m ust determm ine the background- uid density
at contact w ith the particle. It is straightforward to show that the force on a sphere Inm ersed In
a uid wih localdensity (r) is [i4]

Z
F= kgT ndA ; (N
S
where the Integral runs over the surface of a sphere of radius R + r, centered on the spherical
particlke, and 1 is the outward nom al unit vector. For the sym m etrical arrangem ents considered
here only F'y is nonzero, given by
Z
Fy= 2 kgT R + 1)? R+ 1r; )oos sin d 12)



T his expression form s the basis of our force calculation in sin ulations.

If the m icrosphere uid were an ideal gas, the entropic interaction would be the purely
attractive one predicted by AO theory. In fact, the contact density is considerably in excess of
mk- At a plnar wall the contact density is sin ply p=kg T, where p is the pressure, and the
contact density at an isolated m acrosphere w ill approach this value for large ) The elkvated
densiy at a hard surface m ay agaln be seen as ensuing from overlap of two exclision regions, one
associated w ith am icrosphere, the otherw ith the obstaclk, be it a hard wallor a m acrosphere. T hus
onem ight expect the entropic force to grow in proportion to the bulk pressure rather than the bulk
densiy. W hen a pair of m acrospheres is at or near contact, however, an additional com pensating
factor arises: the contact density is furtherenhanced in the vicin ity ofthe comer or channelbetw een
the m acrospheres. H ere the exclusion region of a m icrosphere overlaps the exclision zones of both
m acrospheres.

Consider a pair of m acrosgpheres at contact, w ith centers along the xaxisat R. Ifwe
measure from theposiive x-axis, then the contact density vanishesfor > [ ax,Wherecos pax =
R=R + r). Indeed, setting the contact density R + r; ) equalto thebuk density for maxr
and to zero for larger , Eq.) yields the AO contact value Fy = kT r@R + r). AO theory
underestin ates the contact density, shce orR >> r, R+ 1r; =0)’ p=k T.W ehave, m oreover,
Just argued that the contact density increasesas  approaches n ax, Yielding a repulsive contribution
to Fy . T his situation persists as the m acrospheres are separated. A sD approaches them icrosphere
diam eter 2r, npax ! , and if the contact density were uniform on [O; pax ), Fx would vanish at
D = 2r. But sihce R + r; ) actually increases as ! paxs We expect Fy to vanish at some
separation D g < 2r, and to be rpulsive for D D 0. Sin ilar argum ents apply In the wallsphere
case. To summ arize, a qualitative consideration of m icrosphere exclided-volum e e ects suggests
that (1) the entropic force grow s faster than the bulk uid density, though perhaps not as rapidly
as the buk pressure, and (2) the entropic force should be repulsive for D 2r.

ITb H ypernetted C hain T heory

Hypemetted chain calculations were perform ed for a hard-sphere solvent that inclided hard-
m acrospheres at in nie dilution (sihglet m ethod). Bridge functions were Included via a Pade
approxin ant constructed from the two bridge fiinctions of second and third order in density, (ie., i
Includes all f-bond bridge diagram sw ih two and three density eld points), as describbed by A ttard
and P atey, and tem ed by them the HNCP approxin ation @]. T his was done for solvent-solvent,
solutesolvent, and solute-solute bridge functions. Thus the com puted potentials of m ean force
are exact through third order in density, In contrast to the bare hypemetted chain approxin ation,
which isexact only through rst order. The reason for using thism any bridge diagram s is that the
accuracy of a given singlet closure decreases by one power of density for each solute @, ], and
so for reliable results one needs a sophisticated closure such as that used here. T he hypemetted
chain calculations were perform ed for two Interacting m acrospheres of radius R = 5, 10, and 20
tin es that of the solvent hard-spheres.

An alemative closure that could have been used is the PercusY evick approxin ation. H ow —
ever for large solutes the singlt m ethod (ie. the PercusYevick approxin ation applied to an
asym m etric m ixture), gives a solute-solute radial distrbution fiinction that is negative in places,



and the contact values, though analytic, becom e m arkedly less accurate w ith increasing diam eter
ratio @]. T he soherically inhom ogeneous P ercusY evick approach @], w hich solves the O mstein—
Zemike equation in the presence ofa xed m acrosphere, gives extram ely good results for a single
solute, but it can only be applied to the problem oftwo interacting solutes by invoking a superpo-—
sition approxin ation @]. W hilke partial tests of the latter suggest it is reasonabl In the case of
hard-m acrospheres in a hard-sphere solvent at low to m oderate densities @], the present singlet
hypemetted chain approach w ith bridge finctions ism ore convenient and hasbeen shown to ram ain
accurate over the whole uid regine [@].

Our calculation of the wallsphere interaction em ploys the D erpguin approxin ation E,
@], which relates the force between convex bodies to a geom etrical factor tim es the interaction
free energy of planar walls. Speci cally, the interaction free energy per unit area between planar
walls equals the net force between two m acrospheres divided by R, which equals the net force
betveen a m acrosphere and a planar wall divided by 2 R. In other words, f,, = f,, In our
notation.) It has been shown that the D erpguin approxim ation is the exact lim iting form for
the force In the asym ptotic 1im it of vanishing curvature E, ], but whether i can be applied
to niesized solutes, and at what separations, is not clear. P revious tests of the D erjpguin
approxin ation for hard m acrospheres In hard-sophere uids have been in the context ofthe HNCP
approxin ation @] and the inhom ogeneous PercusY evick approxin ation E]. In this paper the
D erpguin approxin ation w ill be tested directly against sin ulations of interacting m acrospheres
and of a m acrosphere Interacting w ith a planar wall.

IIT Sim ulation M ethod

W e consider a sin ple m odel of the colloid m ixtures studied In recent experin ents: a binary
hard-sohere uid with the m acrosphere com ponent e ectively at n nite dilution. In studies of
walksphere Interactions, the system is a uid of unitdiam eter hard spheres, in a cell w th hard
wallsat x= 0 and x= H (the centers of the soheres are restricted to 0 X H ), and periodic
boundaries, w th repeat distance L, in the y and z directions. There is a single m acrosphere of
radiuis R with its center a distance R+ D from the wallat x= 0. For cells lJarge enough to render

nite-size e ects noconsequential, the foroe on the sphere is a function of the diam eter ratio = 2R,
the separation D , and the an alksphere volum e fraction in buk. (In sin ulations the Jatter is not
known a priori but m ust be detem ined from the density pro e  X).)

In the two-sphere studies, the uid isplaced in a cellperiodic in all three directions. Thetwo
m acrospheres, again of radiuis R, have their centers a distance 2R + D apart. T he cell din ensions
| H along the x direction, I in the perpendicular directions | are large enough that the density
pro ke has a buk-lke plateau in the region away from the spheres.

The prin ary goal of the sin ulations is to evaluate the foroce on a m acrosphere using Eg.
) . To thisend we sam ple con gurations of the m icrogphere uid (in the canonical ensemble),
w ith the m acrosphere(s) =xed, at separation D . Thus each step In the sinulation Involves a trial
displacem ent of a random ly selected m icrogphere; the new position is acospted as long as it doesnot
resul In an overlap w ith another m icrosphere, the m acrosgohere(s), or a wall. C elloccupancy lists
are m aintained to stream line testing for overlap w ith the other solvent particles. T hree copies the
system , m aintained at buk volum e fractions = 0.1, 02 and 0.3 are sin ulated in a seriesof runsat
agiven D . To reduce the cpu tin e we use the sam e sequence of random num bers for each copy. By



adding or ram oving particlkes (efore taking any data), we m aintain the volum e fraction to w ithin
about 05% . (In the R = 5 studies we used approxim ately 920, 1870, and 2850 m icrospheres for

= 01,02, and 0.3, respectively.) In the two-sphere studies, som ew hat larger volum e fractions |

= 0116, 0229, and 0341 | were em ployed. Forthe R = 5 wallsphere studies the celldin ensions
wereH = 22,L = 16; forR = 25 the corresoonding din ensions were 20 and 14. A 11 lengths are
In units of the m icrosphere diam eter.) The two-sphere studies em ployed cell dinensions H = 22
and L = 16 R = 5),and H = 18,L = 12 R = 25) Fig. 1 shows the density pro k () of the
m icrogpheres along the direction perpendicularto the walls, and illustrates the fam iliar oscillations
near the walls, a region of reduced density in the vicinity of the m acrosphere, and a broad region
of constant density, representing buk uid. The buk density 1 is gured from the pro I in this
oscillation-free region.

Let s; denote the centerto-center distance ofm icrosphere i from them acrosphere. A coording
to Eq. ), calculating the force requires that we know the the contact density (ie., the density of
m icrogpheresw ith s= R + 1=2), as a function ofthe polaranglke .W e ollow the usualpractioe of
obtaining contact densities by extrapoltaing data near contact. W e avoid a m assive data storage

and extrapolation task by applying this procedure not to (s; ), but rather to the integral
7

I(s)= (s; ; Ycos d 13)

In pragtjce we divide the space around the m acrosohere into shells of thickness 0.02, and determ ine
I; h oos ;i, where the sum is over all particles in shell i and the bradkets denote a them al
average. Shell 1 is then centered a distance of 0.01 from contact, pem itting the contact value of
I(s) to be detem ined by tting the data near contact w ith a quartic or low er degree polynom ial,
as ilustrated in Fig. 2.

A s one varies the position of the m acrosphere, there are an all variations in the bulk density,
even after attem pting to com pensate for this by adding or rem oving particles. In order to have a
set of data representing the force pro ke at a given volum e fraction, we use quadratic interpolation
to obtain the force at the fractions stated above. The resulting correction to the raw data is
generally less than 1%, smaller n m any cases than the statistical uncertainty in the m easured
force. W e estin ate the latter from the standard deviation over 3 -5 sucoessive runs (each hvolring
2 10° trial displacem ents). At contact, the relative uncertainty is sm all | about 052 % . The
absolute uncertainty is roughly independent of separation, and at separations of 2-2.5 represents a
substantial fraction of the (now quite weak) force. This is not a m a pr shortcom ing, since at the
densities studied, the force is nearly zero forD > 2. For com parison w ith theory and experin ent,
it is useful to com pute the entropic potential,

2D oax

VD)= F()d ; 14)

where D,y IsdenedvaF ©O)= 0 forD D nax. In practice we set D  ox o the separation
beyond which our resuls no longer show a force signi cantly di erent from zero. M ore extensive
sin ulations m ight lead to revised estin ates of D , ax, but Integration of a weak, oscillatory force
willhave m inin al In uence on the resuls for the entropic potential near contact. N ote that the
uncertainty in D ; ax hasno In uence on our calculation of the barrier height V , as this Involves

Integrating the force from contact to the rst sgparation wWellbelow D = 1), at which F = 0. To
evaluate V D ) we form piecew ise polynom ial ts to the force data.



IV Resuls

W e begin by com paring our sim ulation results for the wallsphere scaled force pro lesw ih
the predictions of AO and HNCP theories, fordiameter ratio =5 Fig. 3) and 10 Fig. 4). We
see that even at low density, AO theory underestin ates the force at contact, and that this worsens
w ith increasing density. The repulsive peak near D = 1 grow s m ore prom nent w ith increasing
density, and is of course absent from the AO prediction. HNCP theory, by contrast, gives a very
good acoount of the force at and near contact, and reproduces the detailed structure of the force
pro l, exoept for underestin ating the repulsive peak at higher densities. (Sihoce HNCP theory is
exact only through O ( 3), i is not surprising that it grow s less accurate w ith increasing density.)
N ote as well the very close agreem ent between the force pro ks for the two diam eter ratios. T he
entropic foroe evidently ncreases m ore rapidly than ks T (the idealgas pressure), as AO theory
would have i. It is therefore of interest to check w hether the entropic force ncreases as the actual
pressure in the m icrosphere uid, and to this end we com pare In F ig. 5 the scaled force at contact
£,50) F 0)=@Q R kT) and £(0) F 0)=@2 Rp) where p is the pressure as given by the
C amahan-Starling equation @]. W e see that whil the entropic foroe grow s m uch m ore rapidly
than the density, it does not grow nearly as rapidly as the pressure. It is also evident from this
plot that F (0) / R to very high precision, and that lim , ¢f,,(0) ’ 1, as expected. The force
pro les for a pair of m acrospheres, shown in Figs. 6 and 7, parallel the pattem ocbserved in the
walksphere sin ulations. Again we observe generally good agreem ent between HNCP theory and
sin ulations, w ith the largest relative discrepancy appearing at the largest volum e fraction. Here
there is a greater discrepancy between theory and sin ulation regarding the force at contact; HNCP
overstates the m agnitude of the force by about 1/3, for diam eter ratio 5.

H aving data forboth sohere-sphere and w all-sphere Interactions, albeit at som ew hat di erent
densities, a ords us the cpportunity ofm aking a direct test ofthe D erfaguin approxim ation, £ 4 =
fys- Accordingly we interpolate the = 10 wallsphere force to volum e fraction = 0229, and
com pare the resulting scaled force w ith that for the sphere-sphere case at the sam e diam eter ratio
and volum e fraction (seeF ig. 8). Since the scaled forces show no evidence ofa signi cant, system atic
di erence, we conclide that the D erjpguin approxin ation is reliable to w ithin statistical uncertainty
(5% or less over m ost of the range).

In Fig. 9 we plot the entropic potential derived from the wallsphere sim ulations for = 10.

W ih increasing density, the height of the repulsive barrier increases relative to the depth of the

m ininum at contact, so that for = 03 the potentialdi erence between the barrier and the second

well is about 6kg T for this partick size. Fig. 10 show s that the HNCP prediction forV O ) (for

= 10 and = 0:3) is In good agreem ent w ith simulation (it is even m ore so at lower densities),

w ith m ost of the discrepancy arising from its underestin ate of the repulsive barrier. (O n the other

hand, it seem s reasonable to ascribe the disagreem ent in the range D = 2 | 25 to scatter In the
sim ulation data.)

O fparticular interest are the entropic potential at contact, and the barrier height V for
laving the wall, sihce the latter is the principal determm inant of the tim e required for escape from
the wall E]. W e com pare theoretical predictions for these param eters against sin ulation resuls
In Tablk I Walksphere) and Table IT (sphere—sphere). W e estin ate the relative uncertainty in the
sin ulation results forVv (0) as5% ,and that in V as 3% . Evidently there isno signi cant di erence
between sinulation and HNCP regarding the wallsohere potential at contact. For sphere-sphere



Tablk 1: Theory and sin ulation values for the wallksohere entropic potential at contact. V is given
in unitsofkg T .

Vao  Vawnce Vance Vmc Vuc
=5
010 -1.60 -1.64 1.77 -1.64 1.77
020 320 336 393 348 3.99
030 480 -5.05 6.62 522 686
= 10
010 310 3.6 342 322 351
020 620 -640 757 643 788
030 930 943 12.71 921 1320

Tabl 2: Theory and simulation values for the sphere-sphere entropic potential at contact. V is
given In unisofkg T .

Vao Vawnce Vance VMc Ve

=5

0116 099 -1.03 112 091 1.0

0229 495 =213 251 184 217

0341 290 330 436 2.89 3.69
= 10

0116 186 -1J91 2.09 -1.73 2.04

0229 366 386 4.65 3.69 454

0341 546 SHop4 7.96 570 824

Interactions the situation is lessclear: for = S5HNCP overestim ates ¥V (0)j but for = 10 there is
good agreem ent between the HNCP predictions for ¥ (0)jand V and sinulation resuls. It seem s
reasonable to expect HNCP to yild reliable predictions for the sohere-sohere entropic potential
for 10.

T he good agreem ent between sin ulation and HNCP theory is encouraging, and is of course
consistent w ith the close m atch of the force pro les. M ore surprising is the accuracy of the AO
prediction for Vv (0), based, as it is, on a force pro ke that is quite di erent from simulation. The
agream ent between A0 theory and sinulation is som ew hat fortuitous, as is revealed by a consid-
eration of the barrier height, V . The repulsive peak observed in sim ulations, and predicted by
HNCP theory, lads to a barrier considerably In excess of the contact potential. But AO theory
is Insensitive to this distinction, predicting, as it does, a purely attractive force of range 2r. (It is
perhapsworth rem arking that despite the presence of a repulsive barrier, the entropic interaction is
attractive overall, ie., i m akes a net negative contribution to the second virial coe cient between
m acrospheres.)



V D iscussion

Recently K aplan, Facheux and Lichaber devised an ingenious m ethod for m easuring the
entropic force between a m acrogphere and a hard wall in a binary colloid m ixture E]. T he screening
Jlength In their suspension of polystyrene soheres is su ciently short that the Interactions are well-
aproxin ated by hard-sphere potentials. T he depth of the potential well or a m acrosphere at the
wall is determ Ined from an estin ate of the escape tin e, the latter being nferred from tim e-serdes
of the partick’s transverse B row nian m otion, which re ects proximn ity to the wallthrough a sharp
change in the di usion coe cient. The reported barrier heights range from about 15 k g T at

= 01 to about 3kg T at = 0:3. These results Indicate a m uch weaker force than we cbserve
In our sinultions; taking our = 10 results and scaling them up to the experin ental value of

= 286, wewould expect V=kpg T ’ 10 38 for this range of volum e fractions. W e are unable to
explain this orderofm agnitude discrepancy betw een our theory and sim ulations, on one hand, and
the experim entally m easured barriers on the other. G iven the close agreem ent between the HNCP
approxin ation and sin ulation, it appears unlkely that either is sub fct to m assive error. O ther
possibilities are signi cant departures from hard-sphere interactions, and/or a substantial correction
to the e ective diam eters of the spheres, and di culties in estim ating the attem pt frequency !

1. ’

Very recently, In an experin ent on a binary colloid, D lnam ore, Yodh and P Ine m easured the
entropic barrier encountered by a m acrosphere near a wall, in the vicinity of an edge E]. (T he
reduction in overlap of exclusion regions as the m acrosphere approaches the edge leads to a fiee
energy Increase relative to its being at or near contact w ith a planarwall.) In this case experim ent
is in reasonable accord w ith the corresponding AO prediction. W hike we have not studied this
geom etry, our resuls for sphere-sphere and wallsphere Interactions lead us to expect that AO
theory would be in fair agreem ent w ith sim ulations and HNCP theory regarding the potential at a
comer as well. Further re nam ents in experin ental technique should render detailed com parisons
of experin ental and theoretical force pro ks feasble.

At the level of the twobody e ective interaction considered in this work, the m acrosohere
uid is characterized by a hard core and a (mainly) attractive shortrange tail whose depth In—
creases w ith the m icrosphere density. If the entropic e ects ofm icrosphere packing and interstitial
con gurations can be ignored, one m ight hope to predict the phase diagram of the m acrosohere
system on the basis of the entropic potential found from sinulation or HNCP theory. W e defer this
task to future work, but note that our present study yields predictions that should be am enabl to
an experin ental test. U sing the HNCP sphere-sphere entropic potential, we calculate the reduced
second virialcoe clent B , B ,=kp, wherely = 16 R 3=3 is the hard-core second virial coe cient,
and nd, or = 10, values of 0.72, 0.00, and -1.78 for volum e fractions 0.116, 0229, and 0.341,
respectively. In other words, our theory predicts that the m acrosphere uid w ith diam eter ratio 10
is at its Boyle point for a m icrosphere volum e fraction ofabout 023; for = 20, B, vanisheswhen
7 0:d2. O gnotic pressure or com pressibility m easum ents at low m acrosphere concentrations
should pem it veri cation of our predictions.

In summary, we nd that the HNCP theory of Attard and Patey yields quite accurate
predictions for the entropic potential between a m acrosphere and a hard wall, and between a pair
of m acrospheres, nduced by a hard m icrosphere uid. For wallsphere Interactions we cbserve
no signi cant disagreem ent between HNCP theory and sinulation data regarding the potential

10



at ocontact or the barrier height. For sphere-sohere interactions we observe a m odest tendency of
HNCP theory to overestin ate the strength of the interaction for diam eter ratio = 5, but theory
and sin ulation are In very good agreem ent for = 10. O nem ay therefore be con dent In applying
HNCP to system s with Jarger diam eter ratios, and that the D erpguin approxin ation, which we
used to derive the wallsphere entropic potential, given the sphere-sphere predictions of HNCP
theory, is reliable in this context. D irect com parison of walksphere and sohere-sphere force data
also supports the latter conclusion. (T he good agreem ent for both diam eter ratios also indicates
that our sin ulations are not sub gct to signi cant nitesize corrections.) The accuracy of the
HNCP force pro ke does show signs ofbreaking down at higher densities, w here the repulsive peak
is not aithfiilly reproduced. W hik the sin ple AO theory yields severly inaccurate force pro ls,
its prediction of the entropic potential at contact is, perhaps accidentally, reasonably good.
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Figure C aptions

FIG.1l.M icrosphere density vs. distance from wallx in a sin ulation w ith a single m acrosphere;
R=5D = 25,H = 22, and buk volum e fraction = 0:3.

FIG . 2. Extrapolation of the shell ntegral I (s) to contact (s = 5:5). The data are for a singke
m acrosphere; R = 5,D = 1, and buk volum e fraction = 0:3. The solid line is a least-squares
cubic t to the ten points nearest contact.

FIG . 3. Entropic force pro les between a hard m acrosphere and a hard wall, in a background

hard m icrosphere uid, for diam eter ratio = 5. Symbols: sin ulation resuls; solid curve: HNCP
theory; dashed line: AO theory. Upper panel: volum e fraction = 0:d;middle: = 02; bottom :
= 03.

FIG.4.SameasFig. 3but for = 10.

FIG . 5. Scakd entropic force at contact versus background uid density. +: £ 0)3 = 5;
£ O3 =10; :fO3 =52:F03 = 10.

FIG . 6. Entropic force pro lsbetween a pair of hard m acrospheres in a background hard m icro—

sphere uid, for diam eter ratio = 5. Symbols: sinulation resuls; solid curve: HNCP theory;
dashed line: AO theory. Upper panel: volum e fraction = 0:116; middlke: = 0229; bottom :
= 0:341.

FIG.7.SameasFig. 6 but or = 10.

FIG .8. Test of the D erpguin approxin ation for = 10 and = 0229. RS

FIG . 9. Entropic potential from sin ulations of a m acrosphere at a hard wall, = 10, for vome
fractions = 0:1 (lowest peak), 02, and 0.3 (ighest peak).

FIG. 10. W alksphere entropic potential, = 10, = 0:3. Solid line: simulation; dashed line:
HNCP theory.
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