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A bstract

W e perform extensive M onteCarlo sim ulationsofbinary hard-spherem ixtures(with diam -
eterratiosof5 and 10),to determ ine the entropicforcebetween (1)a m acrosphereand a hard
wall,and (2) a pair ofm acrospheres. The m icrosphere background 
uid (at volum e fractions
ranging from 0.1 to 0.34)inducesan entropicforceon them acrosphere(s);thelattercom ponent
isatin�nitedilution.W e�nd good overallagreem ent,in both cases,with thepredictionsofan
HNC-based theory fortheentropicforce.O urresultsalsoargueforthevalidity oftheDerjaguin
approxim ation relating the force between convex bodiesto thatbetween planarsurfaces. The
earlierAsakura-O osawa theory,based on a sim ple geom etric argum ent,isonly accurate in the
low-density lim it.
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I Introduction

Entropic forcesin colloidalsuspensionsand in polym er-colloid system sare oflongstanding
and continuing interest [1,2,3,4,5,6,7]. Recent experim ents have probed the phase diagram
ofbinary colloidalsuspensions[8],and have determ ined the entropic potentialbetween a colloidal
particleand awall,induced byasm allercolloid com ponent[9,10].W hilethe�rststepsin thetheory
ofentropicinteractionsweretaken som edecadesago,in thegeom etricalargum entsofAsakura and
O osawa [1],and the extension ofPercus-Yevick theory to hard-sphere m ixtures [11],substantial
re�nem entsin integral-equation based approachesto theproblem havebeen proposed only recently
[12].Atpresentthem ostreliablepredictionsarethosederived using thehypernetted chain (HNC)
equation,corrected by includingbridgediagram sup to third orderin density,yielding theso-called
HNCP theory.Recentexperim entsand renewed theoreticalactivity m otivateourstudy ofentropic
forcesin sim ulationsofthe sim plestpertinentm odel| a binary hard-sphere 
uid | in hopesof
providing a criticaltest oftheory,and ofdeciding whether the hard-sphere m odel,and current
theoreticalapproachesforthelatter,areadequatefora detailed understandingoftheexperim ental
results.

In atherm alsystem s (in which allallowed con�gurations have the sam e energy),entropic
interactions alone determ ine any structure at interparticle separations beyond the range ofthe
(hard-core) potential. In the hard-sphere 
uid (the prim e exam ple ofan atherm alm odel),each
m olecule is surrounded by a sphere ofradius equalto the m olecular diam eter, from which the
centersofotherm oleculesareexcluded.Sincetheoverlap ofexclusion spheresassociated with any
two m oleculesincreases the available space forthe rem aining m olecules,m axim ization ofentropy
favorssm allseparationsbetween nearby particles,thatis,apeak in theradialdistribution function,
g(r),atcontact.Thislineofreasoningform sthebasisfortheAsakura-O osawa (AO )theory.W hile
the latter assum es ideality ofthe m icrosphere com ponent and yields a purely attractive entropic
force,excluded volum econsiderationssuggesta repulsiveforceform acrosphereseparationson the
orderofthe m icrosphere diam eter. To go beyond sim ple geom etric argum entsrequiresa detailed
theory for the structure of a binary 
uid,since the entropic interaction (or potentialof m ean
force)isobtained from theinterspeciestwo-pointdistribution function.To testtheAO and HNCP
predictions,we perform extensive M onte Carlo sim ulations ofa system consisting ofone or two
hard ‘m acrospheres’in a 
uid ofhard ‘m icrospheres.’ (The diam eters ofthe two species have a
ratio of5 or10.)

In this paper the HNCP approxim ation is tested for the �rst tim e against M onte Carlo
sim ulations forinteracting m acrospheresin a hard-sphere solvent. Previously thisapproxim ation
hasbeen tested fora purehard-spheresolvent[12],and also forinteracting planarwallsin a hard-
sphere 
uid [12,13]. The latter testrelied upon the validity ofthe Derjaguin approxim ation [15,
16,17],which relatestheforcebetween convex bodiesto a geom etricalfactortim estheinteraction
freeenergy ofplanarwalls.

This paper also tests the Asakura-O osawa depletion-attraction theory,which predicts an
adhesion between m acrospheres due to exclusion ofm icrospheres from the region between them .
The solvent-m ediated force between two hard solutes can be expressed form ally in term s ofthe
contactdensity [14],and theAO expression approxim atesthelatterasthebulk density away from
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the contactregion.Itcan therefore beexpected to bevalid forlow solventdensities,butagain its
precise regim e ofvalidity and itsdependenceupon solute diam eterrem ainsto betested.There is
som e evidence that the Asakura-O osawa expression is accurate for the contact adhesion between
hard-spheresolutesin hard-spheresolvents,butthesetestswerecarried outwith theinhom ogeneous
Percus-Yevick resultsin superposition approxim ation [14].

O ursim ulationsshow thattheentropicforcecan berepulsiveaswellasattractive,asnoted
recently fortheforcebetween planesim m ersed in a
uid [18].O urforcepro�les,which areattractive
nearcontact,exhibita repulsivepeak ata separation ofaboutonem icrospherediam eter,and show
strongly dam ped oscillations at larger separations. The details ofthis oscillatory structure are
reproduced quitefaithfully by theHNC theory,butareentirely absentfrom theAO theory,which
predictsa purely attractive potentialwith a rangeofonem icrosphere diam eter.

The balance ofthis paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we review AO theory and
presentan intuitiveargum entfortherepulsivebarrier,and then outlinetheHNCP approach.The
sim ulation m ethod is described in Sec. III,with results and analysis following in Sec. IV.W e
sum m arizeourconclusionsin Sec.V.

II T heory

IIa Elem entary G eom etricalA rgum ent

W ebegin by reviewing thegeom etricalargum entofAsakuraand O osawa [1]fortheentropic
force between a pair hard spheres,ofradius R,their centers separated a distance 2R + D ,and
im m ersed in a 
uid ofparticleswith hard-sphere radiusr. Ifwe treatthe 
uid asan idealgasof
N particles,then itsHelm holtz freeenergy,to within term sindependentofR,r,and D ,is

F = � N kB T lnV
0
; (1)

where kB is Boltzm ann’s constant,T is tem perature,and V 0 is the volum e available to the 
uid
particles. Since the particles are prohibited from the exclusion spheres ofradiusR + r aboutthe
large spheres,the available volum e is

V
0= V �

8�

3
(R + r)3 + vov ; (2)

where V is the system volum e and vov is the overlap volum e ofthe two exclusion spheres. The
entropic force between the two spheresistherefore

F = �
@F

@D
=
N kB T

V 0

@vov

@D
: (3)

Since@vov=@D isjusttheprojected area ofintersection ofthetwo exclusion spheres,sim plegeom -
etry yields

Fss;A O = � �kB T�(r�
D

2
)(2R + r+

D

2
); (4)

forD � 2r,and zero forlargerseparations(� = N =V isthe 
uid density).

W hilethisargum entinvokesan idealgasassum ption thatisunjusti�ed atsigni�cantdensi-
ties,and appliesitinconsistently (sincethem acrospheresexcludeparticlesfrom a region ofradius
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R + r notR),itdoesprovidea usefulestim ate oftheforce.Theassociated sphere-sphereentropic
potentialis

Vss;A O = � ��kB T(2r� D )

"

r

�

R +
2r

3

�

�
D

2

�

R +
r

3

�

�
D 2

12

#

; (5)

forD � 2r,and zero forlargerseparations.Fora m acrosphere ofradiusR centered ata distance
R + D from a hard wall,a sim ilarargum entleadsto

Fw s;A O = � �kB T�(2r� D )(2R + D ); (6)

and

Vw s;A O = � ��kB T(2r� D )

"

2r
�

R +
r

3

�

� D

�

R �
r

3

�

�
D 2

3

#

; (7)

forD � 2r,and again zero forlargerseparations.Eq.(6)yieldsa force atcontactofFw s;A O (D =
0)= � 4�r�kB TR,and sinceweuser= 1=2 in thesim ulations,thism otivatesourde�ninga scaled
force

f
�
w s(D )�

F (D )

2�R�kB T
; (8)

forthe wall-sphere case.Sim ilarly,in thetwo-sphere case,reference to Eq.(4)suggestsde�ning

f
�
ss(D )�

F (D )

�R�kB T
: (9)

Norm alizing F (0) to R renders it independentofR in AO theory,and in the Derjaguin approx-
im ation as well(see below). (At contact, AO theory obeys the sam e scaling as the Derjaguin
approxim ation;the scaling isonly approxim ate forlargerseparations.) IfAsakura-O osawa theory
were exact,we would have f�w s(0) = � 1,and f�ss(0) = � (1 + 1

4R
). Despite the approxim ations

involved in AO theory,theseexpressionsprovidea usefulbasisforcom paring resultsforspheresof
di�erentsizes. Itisalso usefulto note thatthe expressionsforforcesand potentialsm ay be cast
in dim ensionlessform ifwe use the volum e fraction � � 4�r3�=3 and the diam eterratio � � R=r.
Thewall-sphere potential,Eq.(7),atcontactisthen given by

Vw s;A O (0)

kB T
= � 3��

�

1+
1

6�

�

: (10)

Togobeyond sim plegeom etricargum ents,onem ustdeterm inethebackground-
uid density
atcontactwith the particle. Itisstraightforward to show thatthe force on a sphere im m ersed in
a 
uid with localdensity �(r)is[14]

F = � kB T

Z

S

� n̂dA ; (11)

where the integralruns over the surface ofa sphere ofradius R + r,centered on the spherical
particle,and n̂ is the outward norm alunitvector. Forthe sym m etricalarrangem ents considered
hereonly Fx isnonzero,given by

Fx = � 2�kB T(R + r)2
Z

�(R + r;�)cos� sin�d� : (12)
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Thisexpression form sthe basisofourforce calculation in sim ulations.

Ifthe m icrosphere 
uid were an idealgas, the entropic interaction would be the purely
attractive one predicted by AO theory. In fact,the contact density is considerably in excess of
�bulk. (At a planar wallthe contact density is sim ply p=kB T,where p is the pressure,and the
contact density at an isolated m acrosphere willapproach this value for large �.) The elevated
density ata hard surfacem ay again be seen asensuing from overlap oftwo exclusion regions,one
associated with am icrosphere,theotherwith theobstacle,beitahard walloram acrosphere.Thus
onem ightexpecttheentropicforceto grow in proportion to thebulk pressureratherthan thebulk
density. W hen a pairofm acrospheresisatornearcontact,however,an additionalcom pensating
factorarises:thecontactdensity isfurtherenhanced in thevicinity ofthecornerorchannelbetween
the m acrospheres.Here the exclusion region ofa m icrosphere overlapsthe exclusion zonesofboth
m acrospheres.

Consider a pair ofm acrospheres at contact, with centers along the x-axis at � R. Ifwe
m easure� from thepositivex-axis,then thecontactdensityvanishesfor� > �m ax,wherecos�m ax =
� R=(R + r).Indeed,settingthecontactdensity �(R + r;�)equaltothebulk density � for� � �m ax,
and to zero forlarger�,Eq.(12)yieldsthe AO contactvalue Fx = � �kB T�r(2R + r).AO theory
underestim atesthecontactdensity,sinceforR > > r,�(R + r;�= 0)’ p=kB T.W ehave,m oreover,
justargued thatthecontactdensityincreasesas� approaches�m ax,yieldingarepulsivecontribution
to Fx.Thissituation persistsasthem acrospheresareseparated.AsD approachesthem icrosphere
diam eter 2r,�m ax ! �,and ifthe contact density were uniform on [0;�m ax],Fx would vanish at
D = 2r. But since �(R + r;�) actually increases as � ! �m ax,we expect Fx to vanish at som e

separation D 0 < 2r,and to be repulsive forD
>
� D 0. Sim ilarargum entsapply in the wall-sphere

case. To sum m arize,a qualitative consideration ofm icrosphere excluded-volum e e�ects suggests
that(1)the entropic force growsfasterthan the bulk 
uid density,though perhapsnotasrapidly
asthebulk pressure,and (2)the entropic force should berepulsive forD � 2r.

IIb H ypernetted C hain T heory

Hypernetted chain calculationswereperform ed forahard-spheresolventthatincluded hard-
m acrospheres at in�nite dilution (singlet m ethod). Bridge functions were included via a Pad�e
approxim antconstructed from thetwo bridgefunctionsofsecond and third orderin density,(i.e.,it
includesallf-bond bridgediagram swith twoand threedensity �eld points),asdescribed by Attard
and Patey,and term ed by them theHNCP approxim ation [12].Thiswasdoneforsolvent-solvent,
solute-solvent, and solute-solute bridge functions. Thus the com puted potentials ofm ean force
areexactthrough third orderin density,in contrastto thebarehypernetted chain approxim ation,
which isexactonly through �rstorder.Thereason forusing thism any bridgediagram sisthatthe
accuracy ofa given singletclosure decreasesby one powerofdensity foreach solute [12,14],and
so for reliable results one needs a sophisticated closure such as that used here. The hypernetted
chain calculations were perform ed for two interacting m acrospheres ofradius R = 5,10,and 20
tim esthatofthe solventhard-spheres.

An alternativeclosurethatcould havebeen used isthePercus-Yevick approxim ation.How-
ever for large solutes the singlet m ethod (i.e., the Percus-Yevick approxim ation applied to an
asym m etric m ixture),gives a solute-solute radialdistribution function that is negative in places,
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and the contact values,though analytic,becom e m arkedly lessaccurate with increasing diam eter
ratio [14].Thespherically inhom ogeneousPercus-Yevick approach [14],which solvestheO rnstein-
Zernike equation in the presence ofa �xed m acrosphere,gives extrem ely good resultsfora single
solute,butitcan only beapplied to theproblem oftwo interacting solutesby invoking a superpo-
sition approxim ation [14]. W hile partialtests ofthe latter suggest it is reasonable in the case of
hard-m acrospheresin a hard-sphere solvent at low to m oderate densities [14],the presentsinglet
hypernetted chain approach with bridgefunctionsism oreconvenientand hasbeen shown torem ain
accurate overthewhole 
uid regim e [12].

O ur calculation ofthe wall-sphere interaction em ploys the Derjaguin approxim ation [15,
16],which relates the force between convex bodies to a geom etricalfactor tim es the interaction
free energy ofplanarwalls. Speci�cally,the interaction free energy perunitarea between planar
walls equals the net force between two m acrospheres divided by �R,which equals the net force
between a m acrosphere and a planar walldivided by 2�R. In other words,f�w s = f�ss,in our
notation.) It has been shown that the Derjaguin approxim ation is the exact lim iting form for
the force in the asym ptotic lim it ofvanishing curvature [13,17],but whether it can be applied
to �nite-sized solutes, and at what separations, is not clear. Previous tests of the Derjaguin
approxim ation forhard m acrospheresin hard-sphere
uidshave been in the contextofthe HNCP
approxim ation [12]and the inhom ogeneous Percus-Yevick approxim ation [14]. In this paper the
Derjaguin approxim ation willbe tested directly against sim ulations ofinteracting m acrospheres
and ofa m acrosphereinteracting with a planarwall.

III Sim ulation M ethod

W e considera sim plem odelofthecolloid m ixturesstudied in recentexperim ents:a binary
hard-sphere 
uid with the m acrosphere com ponent e�ectively at in�nite dilution. In studies of
wall-sphere interactions,the system is a 
uid ofunit-diam eter hard spheres,in a cellwith hard
walls at x = 0 and x = H (the centers ofthe spheres are restricted to 0 � x � H ),and periodic
boundaries,with repeat distance L,in the y and z directions. There is a single m acrosphere of
radiusR with itscentera distance R + D from the wallatx= 0. Forcellslarge enough to render
�nite-sizee�ectsinconsequential,theforceon thesphereisa function ofthediam eterratio �= 2R,
the separation D ,and thesm all-sphere volum e fraction � in bulk.(In sim ulationsthe latterisnot
known a prioributm ustbedeterm ined from the density pro�le�(x).)

In thetwo-spherestudies,the
uid isplaced in acellperiodicin allthreedirections.Thetwo
m acrospheres,again ofradiusR,have theircentersa distance 2R + D apart. The celldim ensions
| H along thex direction,L in theperpendiculardirections| arelarge enough thatthedensity
pro�lehasa bulk-like plateau in the region away from the spheres.

The prim ary goalofthe sim ulations is to evaluate the force on a m acrosphere using Eq.
(12). To this end we sam ple con�gurations ofthe m icrosphere 
uid (in the canonicalensem ble),
with the m acrosphere(s)�xed,atseparation D . Thuseach step in the sim ulation involves a trial
displacem entofarandom ly selected m icrosphere;thenew position isaccepted aslongasitdoesnot
resultin an overlap with anotherm icrosphere,the m acrosphere(s),ora wall.Cell-occupancy lists
are m aintained to stream line testing foroverlap with the othersolventparticles.Threecopiesthe
system ,m aintained atbulk volum efractions� = 0.1,0.2 and 0.3 aresim ulated in a seriesofrunsat
a given D .To reducethecpu tim eweusethesam esequenceofrandom num bersforeach copy.By
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adding orrem oving particles(before taking any data),we m aintain the volum e fraction to within
about 0.5% . (In the R = 5 studies we used approxim ately 920,1870,and 2850 m icrospheres for
� = 0:1,0.2,and 0.3,respectively.) In thetwo-spherestudies,som ewhatlargervolum efractions|
� = 0.116,0.229,and 0.341 | wereem ployed.FortheR = 5wall-spherestudiesthecelldim ensions
were H = 22,L = 16;forR = 2:5 the corresponding dim ensionswere 20 and 14. (Alllengthsare
in unitsofthe m icrosphere diam eter.) The two-sphere studies em ployed celldim ensions H = 22
and L = 16 (R = 5),and H = 18,L = 12 (R = 2:5)Fig. 1 showsthe density pro�le �(x)ofthe
m icrospheresalong thedirection perpendicularto thewalls,and illustratesthefam iliaroscillations
nearthe walls,a region ofreduced density in the vicinity ofthe m acrosphere,and a broad region
ofconstantdensity,representing bulk 
uid.The bulk density �b is�gured from the pro�le in this
oscillation-free region.

Letsidenotethecenter-to-centerdistanceofm icrosphereifrom them acrosphere.According
to Eq.(12),calculating theforcerequiresthatweknow thethecontactdensity (i.e.,thedensity of
m icrosphereswith s= R + 1=2),asa function ofthepolarangle�.W efollow theusualpracticeof
obtaining contact densitiesby extrapoltaing data near contact. W e avoid a m assive data storage
and extrapolation task by applying thisprocedurenotto �(s;�),butratherto theintegral

I(s)=
Z

�(s;�;�)cos�d
: (13)

In practicewedividethespacearound them acrosphereinto shellsofthickness0.02,and determ ine
Ii � h

P
cos�ii,where the sum is over allparticles in shelliand the brackets denote a therm al

average. Shell1 isthen centered a distance of0.01 from contact,perm itting the contact value of
I(s)to be determ ined by �tting the data nearcontactwith a quartic orlowerdegree polynom ial,
asillustrated in Fig.2.

Asonevariestheposition ofthem acrosphere,therearesm allvariationsin thebulk density,
even afterattem pting to com pensate forthisby adding orrem oving particles. In orderto have a
setofdata representing theforcepro�leata given volum efraction,weusequadraticinterpolation
to obtain the force at the fractions stated above. The resulting correction to the raw data is
generally less than 1% ,sm aller in m any cases than the statisticaluncertainty in the m easured
force.W eestim ate thelatterfrom thestandard deviation over3 -5 successiveruns(each involving
2� 109 trialdisplacem ents). Atcontact,the relative uncertainty issm all| about0.5-2 % . The
absoluteuncertainty isroughly independentofseparation,and atseparationsof2-2.5 representsa
substantialfraction ofthe (now quite weak) force. Thisisnota m ajorshortcom ing,since atthe
densitiesstudied,the force isnearly zero forD > 2.Forcom parison with theory and experim ent,
itisusefulto com pute theentropic potential,

V (D )=
Z

D m ax

D

F (�)d� ; (14)

where D m ax is de�ned via F (D ) = 0 for D � D m ax. In practice we set D m ax to the separation
beyond which ourresultsno longer show a force signi�cantly di�erentfrom zero. M ore extensive
sim ulations m ight lead to revised estim ates ofD m ax,butintegration ofa weak,oscillatory force
willhave m inim alin
uence on the resultsforthe entropic potentialnearcontact. (Note thatthe
uncertainty in D m ax hasno in
uenceon ourcalculation ofthe barrierheight�V ,asthisinvolves
integrating the force from contact to the �rstseparation (wellbelow D = 1),atwhich F = 0. To
evaluate V(D)we form piece-wise polynom ial�tsto the force data.
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IV R esults

W e begin by com paring oursim ulation resultsforthe wall-sphere scaled force pro�leswith
the predictionsofAO and HNCP theories,fordiam eterratio � = 5 (Fig. 3)and 10 (Fig. 4). W e
seethateven atlow density,AO theory underestim atestheforceatcontact,and thatthisworsens
with increasing density. The repulsive peak near D = 1 grows m ore prom inent with increasing
density,and isofcourse absentfrom the AO prediction. HNCP theory,by contrast,gives a very
good accountofthe force atand nearcontact,and reproducesthe detailed structure ofthe force
pro�le,exceptforunderestim ating the repulsive peak athigherdensities. (Since HNCP theory is
exactonly through O (�3),itisnotsurprising thatitgrowslessaccurate with increasing density.)
Note aswellthe very close agreem entbetween the force pro�lesforthe two diam eterratios. The
entropic force evidently increasesm ore rapidly than �kB T (the ideal-gas pressure),asAO theory
would haveit.Itisthereforeofinterestto check whethertheentropicforceincreasesastheactual
pressurein them icrosphere
uid,and to thisend wecom parein Fig.5 thescaled forceatcontact
f�w s(0) � F (0)=(2�R�kB T) and ~f(0) � F (0)=(2�Rp) where p is the pressure as given by the
Carnahan-Starling equation [19]. W e see that while the entropic force grows 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 �! 0f

�
w s(0) ’ 1,as expected. The force

pro�les for a pair ofm acrospheres,shown in Figs. 6 and 7,parallelthe pattern observed in the
wall-sphere sim ulations. Again we observe generally good agreem ent between HNCP theory and
sim ulations,with the largest relative discrepancy appearing at the largest volum e fraction. Here
thereisa greaterdiscrepancy between theory and sim ulation regarding theforceatcontact;HNCP
overstatesthe m agnitudeoftheforce by about1/3,fordiam eterratio 5.

Havingdataforboth sphere-sphereand wall-sphereinteractions,albeitatsom ewhatdi�erent
densities,a�ordsustheopportunity ofm aking a directtestoftheDerjaguin approxim ation,f�ss =
f�w s. Accordingly we interpolate the � = 10 wall-sphere force to volum e fraction � = 0:229,and
com pare theresulting scaled force with thatforthesphere-spherecase atthe sam ediam eterratio
and volum efraction (seeFig.8).Sincethescaled forcesshow noevidenceofasigni�cant,system atic
di�erence,weconcludethattheDerjaguin approxim ation isreliabletowithin statisticaluncertainty
(5% orlessoverm ostoftherange).

In Fig.9 weplottheentropicpotentialderived from thewall-spheresim ulationsfor� = 10.
W ith increasing density,the height ofthe repulsive barrier increases relative to the depth ofthe
m inim um atcontact,sothatfor� = 0:3 thepotentialdi�erencebetween thebarrierand thesecond
wellisabout6kB T forthisparticle size. Fig. 10 showsthatthe HNCP prediction forV (D )(for
� = 10 and � = 0:3)isin good agreem entwith sim ulation (itiseven m ore so atlower densities),
with m ostofthediscrepancy arising from itsunderestim ateoftherepulsivebarrier.(O n theother
hand,itseem sreasonable to ascribe the disagreem entin the range D = 2 | 2.5 to scatterin the
sim ulation data.)

O fparticular interest are the entropic potentialatcontact,and the barrierheight�V for
leaving the wall,since the latteristhe principaldeterm inantofthe tim e required forescape from
the wall[9]. W e com pare theoreticalpredictions for these param eters against sim ulation results
in Table I(wall-sphere)and Table II(sphere-sphere).W e estim ate the relative uncertainty in the
sim ulation resultsforV (0)as5% ,and thatin �V as3% .Evidently thereisnosigni�cantdi�erence
between sim ulation and HNCP regarding the wall-sphere potentialatcontact. For sphere-sphere
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Table1:Theory and sim ulation valuesforthewall-sphereentropicpotentialatcontact.V isgiven
in unitsofkB T.

� VA O VH N C P �V H N C P VM C �V M C

� = 5
0.10 -1.60 -1.64 1.77 -1.64 1.77
0.20 -3.20 -3.36 3.93 -3.48 3.99
0.30 -4.80 -5.05 6.62 -5.22 6.86

� = 10
0.10 -3.10 -3.16 3.42 -3.22 3.51
0.20 -6.20 -6.40 7.57 -6.43 7.88
0.30 -9.30 -9.43 12.71 -9.21 13.20

Table 2: Theory and sim ulation values for the sphere-sphere entropic potentialat contact. V is
given in unitsofkB T.

� VA O VH N C P �V H N C P VM C �V M C

� = 5
0.116 -0.99 -1.03 1.12 -0.91 1.00
0.229 -1.95 -2.13 2.51 -1.84 2.17
0.341 -2.90 -3.30 4.36 -2.89 3.69

� = 10
0.116 -1.86 -1.91 2.09 -1.73 2.04
0.229 -3.66 -3.86 4.65 -3.69 4.54
0.341 -5.46 -5.64 7.96 -5.70 8.24

interactionsthesituation islessclear:for� = 5 HNCP overestim atesjV (0)j,butfor� = 10 thereis
good agreem entbetween theHNCP predictionsforjV (0)jand �V and sim ulation results.Itseem s
reasonable to expect HNCP to yield reliable predictions for the sphere-sphere entropic potential
for� � 10.

Thegood agreem entbetween sim ulation and HNCP theory isencouraging,and isofcourse
consistent with the close m atch ofthe force pro�les. M ore surprising is the accuracy ofthe AO
prediction forV (0),based,asitis,on a force pro�le thatisquite di�erentfrom sim ulation. The
agreem entbetween AO theory and sim ulation issom ewhatfortuitous,asisrevealed by a consid-
eration ofthe barrierheight,�V . The repulsive peak observed in sim ulations,and predicted by
HNCP theory,leads to a barrier considerably in excess ofthe contact potential. ButAO theory
isinsensitive to thisdistinction,predicting,asitdoes,a purely attractive force ofrange 2r.(Itis
perhapsworth rem arkingthatdespitethepresenceofa repulsivebarrier,theentropicinteraction is
attractive overall,i.e.,itm akesa netnegative contribution to thesecond virialcoe�cientbetween
m acrospheres.)
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V D iscussion

Recently K aplan,Facheux and Libchaber devised an ingenious m ethod for m easuring the
entropicforcebetween am acrosphereand ahard wallin abinary colloid m ixture[9].Thescreening
length in theirsuspension ofpolystyrenespheresissu�ciently shortthattheinteractionsarewell-
aproxim ated by hard-sphere potentials. The depth ofthe potentialwellfora m acrosphere atthe
wallisdeterm ined from an estim ate ofthe escape tim e,the latter being inferred from tim e-series
ofthe particle’stransverse Brownian m otion,which re
ectsproxim ity to the wallthrough a sharp
change in the di�usion coe�cient. The reported barrier heights range from about 1.5 k B T at
� = 0:1 to about3kB T at � = 0:3. These results indicate a m uch weaker force than we observe
in our sim ulations;taking our � = 10 results and scaling them up to the experim entalvalue of
� = 28:6,wewould expect�V=kB T ’ 10� 38 forthisrangeofvolum efractions.W eareunableto
explain thisorder-of-m agnitudediscrepancy between ourtheory and sim ulations,on onehand,and
theexperim entally m easured barrierson theother.G iven theclose agreem entbetween theHNCP
approxim ation and sim ulation,it appears unlikely that either is subject to m assive error. O ther
possibilitiesaresigni�cantdeparturesfrom hard-sphereinteractions,and/orasubstantialcorrection
to the e�ective diam etersofthe spheres,and di�cultiesin estim ating the attem ptfrequency � �1

D

[9].

Very recently,in an experim enton a binary colloid,Dinsm ore,Yodh and Pinem easured the
entropic barrier encountered by a m acrosphere near a wall,in the vicinity ofan edge [10]. (The
reduction in overlap ofexclusion regions as the m acrosphere approaches the edge leads to a free
energy increaserelativeto itsbeing atornearcontactwith a planarwall.) In thiscaseexperim ent
is in reasonable accord with the corresponding AO prediction. W hile we have not studied this
geom etry, our results for sphere-sphere and wall-sphere interactions lead us to expect that AO
theory would bein fairagreem entwith sim ulationsand HNCP theory regarding thepotentialata
corneraswell.Furtherre�nem entsin experim entaltechnique should renderdetailed com parisons
ofexperim entaland theoreticalforce pro�lesfeasible.

Atthe levelofthe two-body e�ective interaction considered in thiswork,the m acrosphere

uid is characterized by a hard core and a (m ainly) attractive short-range tailwhose depth in-
creaseswith them icrospheredensity.Iftheentropice�ectsofm icrospherepacking and interstitial
con�gurations can be ignored,one m ight hope to predict the phase diagram ofthe m acrosphere
system on thebasisoftheentropicpotentialfound from sim ulation orHNCP theory.W edeferthis
task to futurework,butnotethatourpresentstudy yieldspredictionsthatshould beam enableto
an experim entaltest.Using the HNCP sphere-sphereentropic potential,we calculate the reduced
second virialcoe�cientB �

2
� B 2=b0,whereb0 = 16�R 3=3 isthehard-coresecond virialcoe�cient,

and �nd,for� = 10,values of0.72,0.00,and -1.78 for volum e fractions 0.116,0.229,and 0.341,
respectively.In otherwords,ourtheory predictsthatthem acrosphere
uid with diam eterratio 10
isatitsBoyle pointfora m icrospherevolum efraction ofabout0.23;for� = 20,B�

2
vanisheswhen

� ’ 0:12. O sm otic pressure or com pressibility m easurm ents at low m acrosphere concentrations
should perm itveri�cation ofourpredictions.

In sum m ary, we �nd that the HNCP theory of Attard and Patey yields quite accurate
predictionsforthe entropic potentialbetween a m acrosphere and a hard wall,and between a pair
ofm acrospheres,induced by a hard m icrosphere 
uid. For wall-sphere interactions we observe
no signi�cant disagreem ent between HNCP theory and sim ulation data regarding the potential
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atcontact orthe barrierheight. For sphere-sphere interactions we observe a m odesttendency of
HNCP theory to overestim ate the strength ofthe interaction fordiam eter ratio � = 5,buttheory
and sim ulation are in very good agreem entfor�= 10.O nem ay therefore becon�dentin applying
HNCP to system s with larger diam eter ratios,and that the Derjaguin approxim ation,which we
used to derive the wall-sphere entropic potential,given the sphere-sphere predictions ofHNCP
theory,is reliable in this context. Direct com parison ofwall-sphere and sphere-sphere force data
also supportsthe latter conclusion. (The good agreem ent for both diam eter ratios also indicates
that our sim ulations are not subject to signi�cant �nite-size corrections.) The accuracy ofthe
HNCP forcepro�ledoesshow signsofbreaking down athigherdensities,wheretherepulsivepeak
is notfaithfully reproduced. W hile the sim ple AO theory yields severly inaccurate force pro�les,
itsprediction oftheentropic potentialatcontactis,perhapsaccidentally,reasonably good.
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Figure C aptions

FIG .1.M icrospheredensity � vs.distance from wallx in a sim ulation with a single m acrosphere;
R = 5,D = 2:5,H = 22,and bulk volum e fraction � = 0:3.

FIG .2. Extrapolation ofthe shellintegralI(s) to contact (s = 5:5). The data are for a single
m acrosphere;R = 5,D = 1,and bulk volum e fraction � = 0:3. The solid line is a least-squares
cubic�tto theten pointsnearestcontact.

FIG .3. Entropic force pro�les between a hard m acrosphere and a hard wall,in a background
hard m icrosphere 
uid,fordiam eterratio � = 5. Sym bols:sim ulation results;solid curve:HNCP
theory;dashed line: AO theory. Upperpanel: volum e fraction � = 0:1;m iddle:� = 0:2;bottom :
� = 0:3.

FIG .4.Sam e asFig.3 butfor� = 10.

FIG .5. Scaled entropic force at contact versus background 
uid density. + : jf�(0)j,� = 5;� :
jf�(0)j,� = 10;� :j~f(0)j,� = 5;2:j~f(0)j,� = 10.

FIG .6. Entropic force pro�lesbetween a pairofhard m acrospheresin a background hard m icro-
sphere 
uid,for diam eter ratio � = 5. Sym bols: sim ulation results;solid curve: HNCP theory;
dashed line: AO theory. Upper panel: volum e fraction � = 0:116;m iddle: � = 0:229;bottom :
� = 0:341.

FIG .7.Sam e asFig.6 butfor� = 10.

FIG .8.TestoftheDerjaguin approxim ation for� = 10 and � = 0:229.� :f�w s;� :f�ss.

FIG .9. Entropic potentialfrom sim ulations ofa m acrosphere ata hard wall,� = 10,forvolum e
fractions� = 0:1 (lowestpeak),0.2,and 0.3 (highestpeak).

FIG .10. W all-sphere entropic potential,� = 10,� = 0:3. Solid line: sim ulation; dashed line:
HNCP theory.
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