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Abstract

W e consider an idealgasofin niely rigid rodsnear a perfectly repulsive wall,
and show that the Interfacialtension ofa surface w ith rodson one side is Iower
w hen the surface bends tow ards the rods. Surprisingly we nd that rods on
both sides of surfaces also Iower the energy when the surface bends. W e
com pute the partition functions of rods con ned to spherical and cylindrical
open shells, and conclude that spherical shells repel rods, w hereas cylindrical
shells (for thickness of the shell on the order of the rod-length) attract them .
The ol of exibility is investigated by considering chains com posed of two
rigid segm ents.
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I. NTRODUCTION

M acrom okecular surface interactions play an im portant roke In a variety of phenom ena:
stabilization/destabilization of colloidal solutions [], where the \surface" is the surface of
a colbidal partick; surface e ects in liquid crystal displays P]], where the \surface" is the
walls of the container; and m odi cation of bending rigidities of bilayers [§], n which case
the \surface" is a m em brane.

Both rigid and exdbl m acrom olecules can induce a m odi cation of the properties of
Interfaces, either by adsorption or deplktion; here we concentrate on the surface physics
of non-adsorbing, rigid and rod-shaped m acrom olecules. Interest In solutions of rigid rod-
like obcts can be traced to the work of Stanky who rst extracted the tobacoo m osaic
virus TMV) E] and to the subsequent observation of the nem atic phase in TMV solu—
tions [}, which was later explained by the sem inal theory of Onsager [§]. M any other
rod-Tke m olecules exist in the biological realn , ranging from DNA in its -helix orm ]l to

brils of amyloid -protein, the m olecular agent at the origin of the A Izhein er dissase B].
Solutions of rod-lke m olecules in a lJarge variety of m ineral and organic system s have also
been studied {].

In a pioneering study of surface Interactions ofm acrom olecules A sakura and O osawa [[Q]
showed that the steric depltion of rigid m acrom olecules at a at surface increases the
Interfacial energy of the system , In plying that two surfaces In a solution of non-interacting
rods w ill attract one ancther when they are at ssparations sn aller than the rod-length.
This e ect, which is at the origin of colloidal destabilization, is also present in the steric
depletion of spherical particles, or particles w ith other shapes { but with a di erent range
and m agnitude. A sakura and O osawa theory has since been extended to include e ects of
nem atic ordering i the buk [[]] or e ects of rod+od excluded volum e Interactions L)
In the latter work the authors show that when the m odi cation of the rod-rod exclided
volum e interactions close to the surface is taken into acoount, a rod solution m ay stabilize a

collbidal suspension, rather than destabilizing it. H owever, alm ost all the availabl studies



on rod-surface Interactions are devoted to at geom etries, except for Auvray’s work [[3]
where the author m akes a rst attem pt at considering curved geom etries; we use som e of
his constructions in our work, which extends the original A sakura and O osawa theory to
Include e ects of surface curvature In the contribution of the rod depltion layer to the
surface tension. For exbl surfaces, eg. membranes, In rod solutions, our results allow
us to derive the renomn alization of the bending rigidities of the m embrane. Som e of our
ndings are qualitatively di erent from the corresponding results for exble polym ers in
solution. This prom pted us to consider two rigid rod-segm ents pined in the m iddk as a
rst step in studying the crossover from rigid rods to exible polym ers { rigid rods being
a polym er of which the persistence length is longer than is length, and the rod-segm ents
Ppined In the m iddk being one w ith a persistence length equal to half of its length. Not
surprisingly we nd that when one allow s for a hinge In the rod, the resuls are closer to the
exble polym er resuls.
Even though steric e ects are purely entropic and exist for any non-adsordoing m acro—
m olecular solution, the strength ofthe e ects is lJarger for rodsw ith lJarge aspect ratios. T he
follow ing sin ple com parison of the order of m agniudes of the contributions to the surface
tension with those caused by spherical particles illustrates this. The typical scale of the
energy density in a solution of colloidal spheres of radius ry, and particle num ber density 1,
iskg T . Integration over the layer thickness resuls in corrections to the Interfacial energy
of the order of " kgT pry. On the other hand, the scale for the Interfacial tension in
m ost liquids is of the order of o ’ kg T=a’ where a is a m icroscopic size. For instance for
a 0Odnm, o isofthe order of tens ofmN /m . The deplktion of spherical particks, even
at order unity volum e fractions = @ =3)r§, Induces thus corrections to the Interfacial
tension which are a factor (a=r;)? lower than typical values. Curvature corrections to the
interfacial energy are of the fom : " kgT pro@+ Cip=R + C,r;=R?), where R is the
radius of curvature and C;;C, are two num erical constants. T his sets the order ofm agnitude
ofm odi cations of the bare elastic constants: " kgT brg . Even at the upper concen-

tration lim it 4 l=rg, these corrections are at the lower end ofthe range [I4],1 20k T,



ofm ost bare elastic constants. For an isotropic rod solution the upper concentration lim it
is the O nsager concentration [ = 42=(*D ) [], where L is the length ofthe rod and D its
diam eter. Now interfacial tension contributions are of the order " kg T pL,buteven for
rod diam eters of order of the m icroscopic length a, and at the O nsager concentration this
contribution is still a factor @=L) an aller than typical interfacial tension values. H owever,
m odi cations ofthe elastic constants are here oforder ’ kT L>. At the O nsager con—
centration this is a factor (L=D ) larger than kz T, and therefore, m ay lead to a substantial
m odi cation ofthe elastic constants of even rather rigid phosoholipid m em branes w ith elas-
tic constants as large as 20ky T, even at low rod concentrations w here rod-rod interactions
are negligble.

In the next section we introduce the basic them odynam ics necessary for our discussion;
sections [[If and [[V] contain our results for rods close to surfaces, and rods in shells, repec-
tively. W e m ake an initial attem pt at understanding the crossover from exidbl polym ers
to rigid rods in section [7]; the last section is devoted to a discussion and summ ary of our

m ain resuls.

II.THERM ODYNAM ICS

W e consider an ideal gas of rods of length I In the presence of surfaces which repel
the rods, in several di erent geom etries. T he thickness of the rods is taken to be zero, ie.
much an aller than all other length scales in the problem . W e param etrize the possbl rod
con gurations by the coordinate r, and two angles specifying in which direction the rod
points, + 4 ( ; ).K ietics is gnored throughout the treatm enff].

T he relevant potential describbing the them odynam ics of the system can be w ritten as,

kT 1):

[ @)= dr dt @+t)logv @t)=e) (b Uexe@;it))] @)

K fnetic e ects willbe an aller by a factor of (them alwavelngth=L) 0.



where v is som e nom alization volume, , is the solution chem ical potential, and Ug,: is
the hard wall interaction potential that is either in nite or zero, depending on whether
the con guration of the rod is allowed by the hard wall! requirem ent or not. Functional

m Inin ization of wih respect to (¥;4) gives the equilbrium density pro l:

e . b .
®;t)= —e Uext (E7) 2e Uext (&%) @)
v 4

wih  the rod number density ofthe bulk solution. T he local, position dependent, num ber
density ofparticles (r) is sin ply the sum over allallowed angular con gurationsof (;+).

T he excess surface energy is then calculated as follow s:

WL _ Z Z N
[ @4)] - [ =04 )]= . %f j-_(l e Uext(i";'!’)) 3)

where S is the surface area and the volum e Integral runs over the space available to the

solution.

IIT.ONE SURFACE IN A ROD SOLUTION

Here we consider surfaces w ith rods on one side only. Resuls for the case w ith rods on
both sides can be easily found by adding the results for the nside and the outside. Our
calculations ignore fringe e ects that are unin portant in the them odynam ic Iim i, eg. the

at wall is treated as translationally Invariant.

We rstrewrie equation (@) in pressure units kg T , = 1) and explicitly state its rod—
Jlength dependence

Zer

dt
= _ el .
L) S 2 h@;+;L) @)

If we represent the space coordinates of the rod by the position of one extrem iy (see g-
ure EI)), the function h @;+ ;L) is uniy when a rod of length L, starting at * and point-
Ing in the direction + intersects the surface; it is 0 otherwise. This can be written as
h@E4;L)=H L & r) +),wihH (x)theusualstep functionH > 0)= 1;H k< 0)= 0

and 8 isde ned as ollow s: T he halfray orginating at ¥ and travelling in the direction of 4



m ay orm ay not intersect the surface. If it does not then we do not have to de ne s, since
all such con gurationsgive H = 0, and thus do not a ect any of the below expressions. If
the halfray does intersect the surface, we de ne 8 as the intersection point that is closest
to ¥. Notice that 8 is independent of L.

Tt is convenient to calculate the L-derivative of the excess surface energy :

— L) = - — L & *)=d—5Zd—+oos (s;+;L) ®)
QL S 4 ' S 4 s g

wih 4 the angk between the rod and the nom alto the surface at point 8 and g(g;+;L)

a function restraining the angular integration space for a rod w ith one extram ity at 8. The

Integral over ds ranges over the w hole surface. T he factor cos ¢ is the approprate Jacobian.

A .Convex bodies

For any surface delim iting a convex body, the function g(s;+ ;L) restricts the angular
Integral to half of the angular space, independently of the actual surface shape.

@ 1%2 % = 1
— = — d d s == 6
@ M7 T, 0 s Ty ©

Integrating equation (@) with the boundary condition (L = 0) = 0 one gets the three

din ensional result for the surface tension of convex bodies Inm ersed in a rod solution:

L) = e )
4
This result can easily be extended to convex bodies in an arbitrary din ension D :
L)=cOD)L ®)
w ith
8
0 =2) o 21 21 ;®rd odd
c(D)=2p— T =) O s )
(O )=2) © )3 .HrD even

In particular, c@) = 1= and c(3) = 1=4.



B .G eneral Surfaces

For a general surface, the function g(s;+ ;L) m ight restrict the angular Integration In
equation (§) to less than half of the angular space. In this case we can still integrate over
half of the angular space and further subtract the non-available angular sector. In three

din ensions:

Z Z

ji L) = } §§ — s H@L @& s)#) 10)
QL 4 S 4 © h

d+t

where & is another surface vector. D i erentiating w ith respect to L and perform ing the

angular integration leads to

e o el @
@L2 S 4 1.2

s gt . 11)

T he vector Y de nesallthe pointson the surface at a distance I from a given point 8. In this
three din ensional case this is usually a one din ensional curve. The angke  ism easured
w ith respect to the nom al of the surface at point 8 and the angke . is measured wih
respect to the surface nom al at poInt ~. Contrary to the convex case, the excess surface
energy of a non-convex body inm ersed in a rod solution does depend on the actual shape of
the body. M oreover, because the contribution of the second order derivative (1) is aways
negative, any long-wavelength concavity w ill reduce the surface tension ofa surface w ith rods
on one side orboth sides. T herefore entropic e ects in such system swillrender at surfaces
unstable towards long-wavelength curvature! Ik also inplies that fora xed geom etxy the
surface tension is a concave function of the rod-Jength, L, and w ill have the general form
depicted n gure ).

Equation (1) can easily be extended to spaces of di erent dim ensions. For instance, in
two din ensions, w here the \surface" is actually a one dim ensional curve of perim eter P , one

has

@2
— ML) = — —— OS .ot 4 12)
QL2 P o 2 L

The sum runs over all (usually two) points g at a distance L from a given point ~ on the

surface.



C.Som e exam ples

W ith the above m ethods, (L) can be calculated exactly for the Inside and outside of
a circle, a sphere, and a cylinder, each with radius R ; and also fortwo at walls ssparated
by ,ie.agap.W ewould like to em phasize that all of these results can also be derived in
an Independent way which is also exact, nam ely by \counting beans", ie. by jist doing the
integrals in Eq. {@) strmightrwardly (see section below ). W e have explicitly checked
that all of the results quoted here agree w ith these straightforward calculations { egpecially
In the cylinder’s case both calculations are quite nvolved algebraically, and this check is
absolutely non-trivial. O f course, the m ethod of com puting the second derivative and then
Integrating up is the shortest route to these answers.

W e now de ne L=R ; this is for convenience only and does not m ean that we take
to be an allunless speci cally stated.

W e rst calculate results for two din ensions. Inside of a circke we have, (sse gure @)):
q

s = =2,wtyg= oot = (=2)= 1 2=4 , and the sum over q am ounts to a factor
oftwo. Thus:
@2 o 1 " =4 13)
— .= —— O0S QO = —g—
QL2  F L 4 R 71 2=
Usihg @L=0)=0,and & (@L=0)= *,we nd:
in 1 19—
— = T snt(=2)+— 1 2=4 14)
L 2

For three dim ensions we consider rods Inside spheres and cylinders. Inside ofa spherewe

have, (see gure @): cos s = =2,c0t .= cot ;= (=2)= 1 2=4 and ‘=2 L sh .
T hus:
@2 . 1 . 1
E ;?)h= ESIO SCOSSCOtS= ég (15)
Tt ollow s that:
i 1 1
_seh _ = - 2 (16)
L 4 48



The calculation for the Inside of a cylinder is a bit tedious, but also doable. W e nd:

@2 . 8 n 2! " 2# 2! " 2##
— .= 1+ — E — 1+ — K — 17
@rL2 % 3 R 3 4 4 8 4 a7

where the finctions E and K are the com plte elliptic integral of the rst and second kind
respectively. T he cylinder result can In principle be Integrated to give the soecial functions
M eifrG . The straight-forward \bean-counting" m entioned above leads also to an ntegral
form that can only be done explicitly as a perturbation series In . W e chedked that the
coe cients in this series agree w ith the expression for the second derivative in Eq. (7). The

perturbative result for the inside of the cylinder is:

1 1
= = 24 18)
4 128

in
cyl
L

The case of the at gap has a di erent topology, and therefore is worth doing as an
exam pl, (e gure @) ) ForL , Clearly there are no con gurations ofa rod that bridge

two points on the surface, and therefore: o = L=2, (to assure consistency w ith sections

to come we took S to be one side’s area.) W hereas or L, > , we have: 1 = , = ,
cws = =L,and ‘= 2 L sin . Thus:
@2 s 2
A A )
Tt follow s that:
8
P 2=2L% ; L

gap _
L

= 0)
F 1= i L

T his is to be com pared to Eq. £§) below .

W e also developed a m ethod to com pute the an allL. expansion of the surface tension for
a general surface in two and three dim ensions. W e kave this discussion to appendix B, and
Just note here that the expansions of the expressions for the circle, sphere, and the cylinder
agree w ith this generalm ethod’s predictions. In particular, that is an odd function of

L Prsu ciently smalll, follows from this expansion.



D .Random Insertion Sam pling

W e also tested the surprising prediction of equation () in the case of an ellipsoid, the
sim plest non-trivial case in 3 dim ensions, by perform ing random insertion sam pling. Since
the prediction for the surface tension is in the lim it of a non-interaction gas of rods, we need
only consider the behavior of one rod of length L in our num erical experin ent.

The algorithm is as follows. W e choose a volum e Vy around the ellipsoid of sam iaxis
A ;B ;C that is Jarge enough to encom pass the ellipsoid and a shell of thickness L=2 around
the ellipsoid. W e then random Iy select M center of m ass positions and orientations for the
rod of length L. The center ofm assm ust be in Vy excluding V., the volum e of the elljpsoid
itself. By noting the fraction £ of nsertions that lead to overlap between the rod and the

ellipsoid we can express the surface-tension as:

@1)

In unitsofky T . S denotes the surface area of the ellipsoid.
W hen we chooseM = 108, ournum ericalexperim ent con m s the prediction L)=L =

1=4 wihi an errorbar of 05 10 * for a wide variety of choices ©rA;B ;C;and L. The

q —
£f @ f)

errorbar on the fraction f is o

E.Comm ents

A Tthough them ethod of \bean-counting” is lesse cient than the one describbed above, i
isnevertheless usefiil for gaining m ore insight into the reasons for the counterintuitive results
above. In thism ethod one perform s rst the angular ntegration over (¢;4) to obtain the
rod density (¢) . In the particular cases of at, cylindrical and spherical surfaces, the excess

surface energy is then obtained from
z
= dz(yp (z))J @2iR) @2)

w ith z the perpendicular distance from the surface, and J (z;R ) the Jacobian, which depends

on the geom etry. For at surfaces J (z;R) = 1; for the outside of a cylinder of radius R,

10



JZ;R) = 1+ z=R, and for a sphere J (z;R) = (@1 + z=R )?. For these three geom etries
there is only a one-din ensional integral (over z) to be carried out, once (z) is determm ined.
D i erently from theprevious sections, we de ne hereafter the rod coordinatesby the position
of its center ofm ass.

For exam pl, or a plane w ith rods on one side (see gure §)), we have:

Z 1= 1 %2 2 arccos(@z=L) f Z 1= 2z L
£ = dz 1 — d sn d = dz 1 — = — (23)
0 4 0 arccos (2z=L ) 0 L 4
N otice that the rod concentration = 2z=L isdi erent from the m onom er concentration.

T he evaluation of this second quantity is slightly m ore involved but can be calculated OI-
low Ing A uvray E]. Thisgives: ¢ (z) = @ (z=L) (1 log(z=L)),whereg = N isthebuk
m onom er concentration for a solution of rods w th N m onom ers.

T he caloulation of the phase space available to a rod in the presence of a curved surface
is som ewhat di erent from the one fora at surface, for now it is possble for the rod to
contact the wall In two di erent ways (see gure (]Z[)): when the rod is su ciently far from
the surface the tip toudhes the wallupon rotation, whereas when the rod is su ciently close
to the wall, it w ill be tangent to the surface at som e point along its length. The crtical z
value ssparating these two regions is zo‘l;‘;ph = B L.=2)?+ R? R. The phase spaces arising
from these two con gurations have di erent fiinctional form s. In the inside of the sphere,
of course, the tangent construction is not possible, but now there isa m mimum distance
beyond which it is not possibl to place the center of m ass of the rod { this happens at

. qd—
z" R? (L=2)? R.A closer ook at the resuls from the previous sections reveals

;sph=
that the surface tension is non-analytic In the curvature; eg. that even for arbitrarly
snall = L=R,onehasneither ()= 2 ( )nor ()= aon( ). This

nvalidates the usual extrapolation of the free energy resuls from the cylindrical and the
Soherical shapes to arbitrary bending states. W e can see that the di erence between zou;gph,
and zj“,.Sph is the basic reason for this non-analyticity. Tt is also possible to com pute the

m onom er densities In the soherical con guration, we present these In appendix B|.

From equation @3) it is clear that di erences between the excess energy ofa at and a

11



curved surface depend on two factors. The rst is the con gurationalpart m easured by the
di erences in the rod density pro ls, the second one is associated w ith the space available to
the center ofm ass, and ism easured by J (z;R ). In the case of hard sphere solutions, where
there is no coupling between con guration and curvature, only J (z;R) is responsble for
energy di erences; the pro e of particle concentration, ((z)=  (z ry), is hdependent
of geom etry. Tt is easy to show that In that case one has = kgT 11+ rnp=@R)) for
cylindrical surfacesand = ks T p1rp (L+ =R + rZ=(3R?)) for spherical ones. In the case
of rod solutions, there is a coupling between the con guration of the rods and the surface
curvature: the concentration pro ks are a function of the surface curvature. G iven this
coupling, the exact correspondence am ong the free energies ofall convex-shaped rod-system s,
proven in section , is rather surprising. T his in plies that curvature contributions to free
energy £3) from both the pro X and the Jacobian integrate out to a totalvanishing value.
T his cancellation is non-local, ie. at a given z away from the surface the total phase space
for the center of m ass does not change as to com pensate for the con gurational changes
in the pro k. One can gain further insight into the issue by recalling equation €2), and
considering gure (@) . The surface tension is just the total \area" between the curves (z)
and ,, welighted by the appropriate Jacobian. T he surface tension for the plane is sin ply the
sum of the shaded areas I and II, w hereas the surface tension for the outside of the sohere
is the weighted \area" of I only, which happens to be the sam e. T he relevant weighted areas
are shown n gure @).

A 1so, we pointed out that In general the surface tension decreases as the surface develops
concave regions, eg. sjgh < £, 1le. the sum ofthe weighted \areas" of the regions I, IT,
and IIT in gure @) is snaller than the area of I. Therefore a  at surface w ith rods on one
side would be able to lower its energy by bending towards the rods in a spherical shape; and
if there are rods on both sides, since sph < £, they would destabilize the at surface

tow ards bending.

12



F .Bending R igidities

Fora exbl surface, eg. a m embrane, one com putes the renom alization of the bend—
Ing rgidities by assum ing that f ., the excess firee energy per unit area of the system is
expandable in a power series In the curvature, ie. the excess free energy is analytic in the
curvature. T hen up to quadratic order in the principal curvatures % and é , this expansion
can be w ritten in temm s of them ean and G aussian curvatures ofthe surface f}]. In tem s of

1

the principal radii, the m ean curvature isH = %(R—l + R—lz), and the G aussian curvature is

K = (R—ll)(R—lz).A general form of f.tothisorderisgivenby: f.=2 H co)®’+ K,

where and ~are the contrdbutions from the excess free energy to  and 7 the bare
elastic constants of the m em brane. ¢ is the induced soontaneous curvature of the system .

Asan exam plkewe calculate rstthem odi cations ofthe elastic constants ofa m em brane

Inm ersed in a dilute solution ofhard spheres. A s quoted above =kgT 101+ rn=0C@R))
freylindricalsurfaces (1=R; = 1=R and 1=R, = 0)and = kT px 1+ =R + ;=GR ?))
for spherical surfaces (1=R; = 1=R, = 1=R). This keads to = 0, = 2=3)k 5T 13
and ¢ = 0.

For amembrane exposed to a rod solution, the non-analyticity of the free energy m ight
In ply that the extracted bending rgidities are not m eaningfiil for all states of curvature
of the m em brane. In particular, bending states w here the principal radii of curvature have
opposite signs m ight not be described by the usual H elfrich expansion. W ith this note of
caution in m ind, we com puted the renom alization of the bending rigidities for a m embrane

exposad to a rod solution on both sides:

=

= = (L3

Il
o |t7
U|r!

i
&
)

24)

-

=+ & (L5

I
o |tr
U|L—<

N
N
®

Tt is Interesting that there is no spontaneous curvature induced by the rods, since there

is no symm etry reason why this should be the case. Though, our \anall L analysis" in
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appendix B] show s that this is an (aln ost) general property of rod-system s. The m odi ca-
tions of the elastic constants (@ decrease of and an Increase of Indicating a preference to
form periodicm inin al surfaces) are sin ilar to resuls for depletion of otherm acrom olecular
goecies. However, the m agnitude of this e ect can be here much larger than kg T, a feature
not found in other depletion system s. Tt is of order of ( ,L3) 7 (= ,) =D ), where D

is the thickness of the rod and | is the O nsager concentration for rigid rods. Even at the

O nsager concentration the enhancem ent factor L=D can lad to very large contributions.

IV.TW O SURFACES IN A ROD SOLUTION

Here we consider rods in shells where both surfaces of the shells are repulsive. T he shells

are taken to be in equilbbriim with a bulk reservoir of a rod solution at bulk concentration

- The thikness of the shells is denoted by , the perpendicular distance from the inner
surface by z. The volum e, and the thickness of the box are kept xed as it gets bent.
W hen > L, the results in this section follow from the ones in the previous sections, sihce
the e ects of the two surfaces do not Interfere w ith one another. W hen < L however,
there is Interference and one needs to calculate the allowed phase space by acocounting for
Interactions w ith both surfaces.

W e consider rods con ned inside at or curved shells, but In equilbrium wih a rod
solution. By com paring the energies of at, soherical and cylindrical shells, we hope to
investigate for rods a question that has recently been investigated for exible polym ers [[J]
and m esoscopic quantum  system s [[§]: do the curved regions in con ned system s act as
attractive potentials, where the concentration of particles w ill be greater, or as deplktive
potentials from where particles w ill be repelled ? Tabk [} sum m arizes the system s studied

so far, ncluding the case of con ned rods treated below .

14



A .Flat Strip

A straightforward calculation fora atstrip ofthickness = yIL con ning a rods solution
yields:
no Ry 1y iycn

= 25)
. jy> 1

A susual, the Interfacialenergy isexpressed in unitsofky T 1. Note that for separations
larger than the rod-length the interfacial energy is just the sum of two contributions from

the Inside surfaces. W hen the surfaces are taken to be also in contact w ith a solution outside

(e gure ([[0)) we get:

8
]fOOth_E%-Fy %Yz Py (26)
L 3l ;y> 1

B . Spherical Shell

W e are abk to calculate the available phase space, and thus the surface tension of a
soherical shell exactly. The result has four regions, across the boundaries of which the
functional form of changes. This happens because one needs to consider the relhtive
positions of zou;g, zj“;s, which were de ned earlier, and z,, the point separating the two
regions w here the rod only touches the upper surface and the one where it only touches the
lower one. The extent of the st two regions vanishes w ith curvature; the resuls below
tend asym ptotically to the ones for the at strp in the lim it of am all curvature. W e took
S as the surface area of the at box with the sam e volum e and thickness. W e leave the 1l

resuls to the appendix and give here the expansionsin = L=R.
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One can check by com paring Eq.9) with Eq.7) that for any separation the surface
tension of the spherical shell is larger than that ofthe at box. W e conclude therefore that
rodspreferto stay In  at regions ofthe con ning box rather than in spherically curved ones.
T his can be fiirther checked by com puting the average rod concentration nside the at shell
and com paring it to the value inside the spherically bent shell; the Jatter w illbe an aller than
the form er. W e show below that cylindrical shells induce the cpposite, ie. attract rods, for
L lessthan but close to . Resuls fora soherical shell inm ersed n a a rod solution can be

easily obtained by adding to Eq.£7) the outside and inside contrbutions of Eq.(L4).

C .Cylindrical Shell

T he cylindrical shell calculation is substantially m ore Involved than the ones for planar
or soherical shells. W e resorted to a perturbation n (1=R) in this section, and stayed at
separations close to the rod-length, ie. the resultsbelow for < L should be understood to
be vald only In a nite region close to L.Again, choosing S as the at box’s surface area,
we nd:

8
3
- Rl 2Pt o M 4yH 2yt %+ ;y<1

cylssh: = % (28)

i 1 2 .
T2 28 T iy>1

T he resuls for the cylindrical shells are, at least for ssparations close to the rod-length,
opposite of those for the spherical shells: the surface energy In this case is an aller than that

forthe at strip. R od-lke m olecules w ill therefore be attracted by cylindrically bent shells.
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D .Bending R igidities

A s explained above, for an all curvatures, it is possible to describe the elastic properties

of a surface, by three param eters: the spontaneous curvature ¢, and the bending rigidities

, and . In this paragraph we com pute these param eters for a exible box, such as a

m em brane, exposed to rods. For all cases ¢y = 0, as it should be due to the symm etry of
the geom etry.

For an open shellw ith rods on the inside onl we nd:

8
3 1 2 4y .
_ _b£<m(l+4y 2y),y<l
» Pz
g ;v> 1
815:2 Py (29)
3
:+_b£<ﬁ(1+12y2 2v?) s y< 1
» D 3

=5 L+ 8y%) ;y> 1

Fora strjp Inm ersed in a solution of rods, ie. a system w ith rods Inside and outside the

shellwe nd:
8
R 1+ 2yh sy<t

B D o3

T 'y>l

§l5.2 ’ (30)
. bL<f{9(1+20y2 2vY) jy< 1
e 3

5 (L+ 16y%) Fy> 1

O

V.FROM RIGID RODS TO FLEXIBLE POLYM ERS

A rigid rod can be viewed as the particular lim it of a freely-hinged polym er chain w ith
onem onom er only, sese gure (). In the reverse lin it, when the polym erization number N
is very large, the equilbriim con gurations of such a chain are well described by G aussian
statistics. W e now describe to som e extent the crossover between these two lim its.

Forameaenbrane in contact w ith a dilute solution of G aussian polym ers, it ispossible to
calculate the excess surface energy [[]]. For nstance, a sphere In D din ensions inm ersed

In a such a solution increases its surface energy by

17



+ (31)

w ith a the m onom er size (@nd totallength L = N a). For a sohere In three din ensions this
reduces to:

a2

_ 2 1=2
sph;poly(N ) - piN at + (32)

N ote that for the G aussian polym er case, there is an analytical expansion of the free-energy
In powers of the curvature, the case of a solution inside a sphere can sin ply be obtained
from the result above by a sign pem utation 1=R ! 1=R . The scaling of the rstterm in
equation (37) in plies that for a plane the excess surface energy decreases by a factor ofp 2
when one Increases by a factor 2 the num ber of Iinks in a chain of length L.

Intherod Imit (N = 1), one has in the at cass, N =1)= (=4)L. The N = 2)-

calculation orthe at case is straightforward and gives:

5
fN =2)= L G3)

where L = 2N a is still the total length of the polym er. Interestingly, even for such a anall
m onom er num ber, doubling the num ber ofm onom ers reduces the surface tension by 167, a
factor not too di erent from P 2 in the G aussian (large N ) lim it. It is also possble to w rite
down a general integral expression for the surface tension neara atwall forany N where
all the integrals are in principle doabk; we kft this to the appendix, Eq. £1).

The surface tension for N = 2) in—and outside of a sphere can be calculated using the
sam e m ethods as forthe rods N = 1). W e Jeave the exact outside resul to the appendix,

Eq. €3), and expand it here in the curvature:
out _ _ S) 2
o N = 2)= —+ — + (34)
T he exact inside resul is sinply:

. 5 1
son N =2)= — — (35)

24 o4 1920
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N otice that there isnow a spontaneous curvature. M oreover, the sign of it is positive for the
outside, as i is for idealpolym ers [[]]. A Iso, the asym m etry between the In—and the outside
cases, which is the cause of the non-analyticity in the curvature free energy, is exactly one—
third ofwhat it is for N = 1). Furthem ore, the overallm agnitude of the 2 tem is about
half of what it is for the rigid rod. This term does not exist for the polym er. T herefore,
even the introduction of one singlke link in the rgid rod, brings the resuls closer to those of

the exible polym er case.

VI.CONCLUSION

W e studied the depletion interactions of curved surfaces exposed to dilute rod solutions.
W e nd that In general, the excess surface energy caused by the depletion interactions
depends on the exact shape of the surface. For Instance, the surface tension of a plane
exposed to a dilute solution of rods of length L increases by fac = kg T pL=4,wih  the
rod num ber concentration of the solution, whereas the equivalent quantity for a spherical
surface In contact with such a solution inside the sphere is 2, = ks T L=4 (1
(1=12) L?=R?), wih R the radius of curvature of the sphere.

Surprisingly, we found also that a spherical surface In contact w ith a rod solution outside
of the sphere has the sam e excess surface energy as the at surface ;’;ﬁ = kg T L=4.
M oreover we proved that this equality holds for any convex surface exposad to the solution.
This in plies that the excess energy of any convex body inm ersed In a dilute rod solution
only depends on the total surface of the body and not on is actual shape (as long as it
is convex). A sin ilar equality also holds in any din ension of space. For nstance in two
din ensions, the Iline tension for a straight line is ¢ = kg T L= with , the \buk"
surface rod density, and has the sam e value for rods outside of a circle.

The rst practical im plication of our results isthat a exblemenbrane mmersd I a
solution (thus exposed to the depletion rod layer on both sides) w ill spontaneously break

its curvature symm etry. A lso, a m embrane exposed to a rod solution (on one side) will
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goontaneously bend towards the solution. The experin ental observation of these e ects
w i1l depend on the m agnitude of the symm etry breaking eld. This can be m easured by
com paring the relative In portance of induced m odi cations in the elastic constants of the
m em brane. Typical values of the bare elastic constants are in the range 1  20kg T. The
Induced shift to these bare constants are for m ost system s lke hard spheres or exble
polym ers, only a fraction ofky T . However for rod solutions, at the O nsager concentration,
the nduced m odi cation isa factorL.=D largerthan kg T, and can potentially be very large.

W hen the rods are con ned in curved shells, we showed that regions with cylindrical
curvature attract the rods, whereas regions w ith spherical curvature deplete the rods. This
enlightens a recent discussion on con nem ent e ects In solutions of exible polym ers
and In m esoscopic quantum system s [L4]. Tabk[f sum m arizes results in a variety of system s.

T he m ethods that we developed for this work can be applied to other geom etries and
other situations. W ork is under progress to exactly evaluate rod-m ediated sphere-sphere In—
teractions. A Iso of interest are the e ects of attractive Interactions on the bending constants
ofm em branes exposad to rod solutions.

W e ram ark also that the steric surface Interactions are identical for rigid rods and rigid
disks near surfaces, if one takes the rod’s length and the disk’s diam eter to be the sam g;
how ever the disk system does not enpy the above-m entioned L=D enhancem ent. T he shell

calculations also generalize to the disks if the radius of the disks is su ciently an all.
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APPENDIX A:SMALL L EXPANSION

W hen L is an all (or the radii of cuxwvature lJarge) we can expand the excess free energy
in powers of L. W e do this rst for the 2-D case. W e start with Eq. {[J). For L small,

P
s oot 4 isa function only of the point " and the expansion of the shape around it.

q
W e assum e that L is am all enough that rods of length L starting at ' can only reach out to
points which are nearby along the surface. If the surface is convex in this region, there are
no points g, and the function is 0. W e ignore in ection points, because they w ill generally
be of measure 0 (except for plane regions, where the function is also 0). W e assum e that
there are no comers. This kaves only regions where the surface is concave. A round the
point ‘we can draw the tangent to the surface as the x-axis, with ‘at x = 0, and kt the
curve's shape be given by the function f x), (See gure @) .) The function £ will have a

Taylor expansion:
fR)= X+ Gax+ ax'+ Al

w here the ¢; are functionsof *. W ewant to nd the two values of x such that rods of length
L start at the origin and hit the curve (See gure {[J).) That is, we need solutions to
x?+ f x)? = L?. There are two solutions, which or . snallarenear L. W e can expand

in powers of L, and to 4™ order nd:

1 3 4 5
X = L §C2L CzC3L +Oa| ) (A2)

Tt isnot hard to show that the two solutions x are given by the sam e pow er series, except
w ith the sign of the odd powers in L reversed. Another way to say this is that the two
values of x are given by one power series In L. G iven the shape f (x) and valuesx , we

can calculate the cosies and cotangents (see gure ((2)):

\4

X X £ x££ '@ (xEO £)2
©s @t o= i ey L Lar &) “
q X=X L 1+ (£Y

P lugging in the expansion ofx to order > we get:
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s ot gL? 3glL’+ 0 LY

P
q

A 4)

ws ot 4 = 26 L%+ 0 LY)

In the sum over x , the termm s of order L° canceled out. Because x is a finction of L,
functions of x are also functions of L. The expression for cos .ot 4 above uses only
finctions of x and L? = ( L)?, so is again a function of L. It llows that when we

P
sum over g, alltem s odd in L w ill cancel out In s ot 4, 0 d;—z and are odd

q

functions of I for L am all! Ifwe put everything together, and integrate, we get:

(L) = an odd function of L
A>b5)

= g E+ow?

Here R is the local radius of curvature, and (Z5) indicates that we are averaging 75 over
the perin eter of the ob gct, welghting by arclength. W e sst R% to 0 where the cbgct is
convex. T he assum ption that there are no comers is necessary { forexam ple, Or rods nside
a rectangle there willbe tem s of order L2 . And if L is too large, we can no longer do this
an alll, expansion and does not have to be an odd function of L, { orexam pl, ifwe are

Inside a closed body, and L is larger than all lengths of the body, is sin ply a nonzero

constant independent of L.

T he expansion In 3 din ensions is a little m ore com plicated, but essentially the same. W e
again assum e that there are no comers, and that in ection points outside of plane regions
are a sst of measure 0. W e have a tangent xy-plane and a function f (x;y). W e expand
f (x;y) In powers of x and y, starting at x? and y? and rotating out the xy tem . The
solutionsto x? + y? + f (x;y)? = L? are a nearcircle. Letting  be the angk in the xy plane,

and putting u® x?+ y? we have

f; )= o v+ g, W+ g, ut+
; Co OF  + oy sin? @ 6)
G, Cpo S + ¢y oof sin + cpoos sih? 4+ s sin®
Note that q,; = ( )G, + . W enow need to look for solutions of u? + £ (u; )? = L? for

each particular . But this is jist the 2-D problem , which has already been done. The
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only additional com plication is the arclength factor, which can be rew ritten In spherical

coordinates as:

a
day = LdPFP+ Lsn dYy
r
dos ) 2
=dL 1 o +_ @7)

5]

2
f 1 da £
dL1L+£2dL
1)

2

Thevaluesoff atangls and + havethesamepowerseriesin L, and L only appears
independently n L?2 = ( L)?.Soasi the2D case, isan odd function of L forL am all

The Iow order expansion In L gives:

R R
d'cos oot , = L 0 d & L%+ g L3+ 0@h)]
A8)
= L, B+ 20002+ 36,) + 0 LY)
Integrating tw ice and rew riting In tem s of the principal radii of curvature,
L
L L> 3 2 3 5

© = - + + 5 +0@°) @9)

4 384 R? R,R, R?Z
Once again, when taking this average it is understood that we take the quantity inside the
parentheses to be zero if the surface is concave at the point at hand. Now in tem s of the
G aussian and the m ean curvatures:

(L) = an odd finction of L
@ 10)

- L H2 K 13 5
T4 32 96L+O(L)

APPENDIX B:SPHERE AND SPHERICAL SHELL

T he probability of nding a rod’s center ofm ass z away from a sohere can be calculated
by st computing the allbwed angular phase In  gure () and then integrating over the

anglks. For convenience wede ner R=L = 1= ,and stillusex z=L.W e nd forthes

probabilities: o
$ 2rx + xX?=(r+ Xx) ; 0< x < x™ME
out _ _ SP
sph x)= b 3
T 2x+ (=4 x%)=@+ x) ; xML < x< 1=2
8 Sp. CBl)
_ gO ;O<x<xj“,_Sph
Jslgh (X)_ b = ?

2% (=4 X°)=@c x) ;x";<x<1=2
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T he m onom er concentration in—and out-side of a sphere can be com puted follow ing the

q
construction in f[3]. Wede ne  (rx) 1=2 r x)? r+ 1=2)?:

For the inside of the sohere the concentration pro ke is given byﬁ:

8

q -
§ i ®) ;0<x<r 1=2)2 + 12
<

Cop
. q_
Copn &) = % P ) jr (=202+ rP< x<1 ®2)
SIS ;x> 1
where
. h
Copnjz &) & X xIlog x) Z(le) S %)+ x* g (k) +
i
xbg — ;o5 3(7 @ ) ¥bg — ®3)
h i

C;I;h;H(X) g x xlg x) Z(le) %(l x?) + %% Iog (x)

The m onom er concentration on the outside of a sphere if]:

8

p
gsgﬁ;l(x) ;0<x< 1+ r
<

u P
op (%) = % Ut &) ;o 1+ r<x<1 ®4)
E e ;x> 1
where
L —
on i &) (e 4(;}() 2rx+ 4 x Qr+x) Qrx+ x’) g 1+ &
, B5)

S ®) % o 1+ 4rx+ 3x> 2Qrx+ x%) Iog x))

4 (r+ x)

N otice that the rst regin es in both cases disappear as the radiisbecom es Jarge, and one
can readily chedk that the second regin €’'spro ke goesto the at case’spro ke In this lim it.
T his concentration pro l calculation, forthe outside isdone in E] aswell, where the author
also ndsthese three regin es. O ur result agreesw ith his in regin es ITand (trivially) ITI.But
we di er n regim e I. Shce his resukt is not continuous across the boundary between I and
II we believe that his calculation for that case is lnaccurate. O ur resukt is continuous, and

2Strictly speaking this calculation assumesL <= R.

3Strictly speaking this calculation assumes L <= (4=3)R
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furthem ore the fullpro le integrates to the full partition function for this geom etry, which
is a non-trivial consistency check. The pro ¥ for the inside is also continuous and integrates
to the partition finction for the inside of the sphere { again a non-trivial consistency chedk.

T he fi1l], exact expression for the surface tension in a spherical shell is given by:

- viyi )
wherev(y; ) y+ y+ = *y’,and
8
i 1
0 ;Y < Z+_2 -
1 4 2,2 2
e 8y 4 y 2+ y)+ 4y + +
< o 3=2 9 a
Vi )=, L8 vy 4y @+ y+4aiyP+ ? PGt E<yti< 1+ 3
q
1.2, 124 1 2,1 . 11
vy ot ¥ 5 vty (Y gt vl
®7)

APPENDIX C:SEGMENTED ROD RESULTS

T he Integral expression for the surface tension ofan N polym er around a at surface is:

N w Z 1
t=N a=2)" dz; du; [ z3 DL+ @ z3) @5 us)l C1)
. 1

%1

where z;, 2z uj, and is the step-function. This formula gives the sam e answers as
=1

our ntuitive way ofdoing these ntegralsfor N = 1),and N = 2.) W ih su cient patience

or e cient program m ing it should be straightforward to see how the resul changes as N
grow s larger.

T he exact expression for the surface tension for N = 2) outside of a sphere is:

" #
13 1, >? 5 25 1
- 1+ = 7 1+ -2 =34+ =7
4 8 16 32

out __

2
sph E C2)
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. Con gurational space of a rod near a surface. The rod is represented at the anglk of

contact.

27



linear

concave

FIG .2. Generalshape ofthe surface tension asa fiinction ofthe rod-length; L. isthem axin um

Jlength of a line that connects any tw o points on the surface, w ithout Intersecting the surface.
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FIG .3. Rods inside a circle.
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FIG .4. Rods inside a sphere.
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FIG.5.Rodsinh a atgap { side view.
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FIG .6. Con gurational space ofa rod neara at surface, T he rod is represented at the anglke
of contact. The com plete allowed angular space is obtained by rotation of the gure around the

z-axis.
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FIG .7. Con gurational space of rods in—and outside ofa sphere. I) z > zSUt; II) z < zgut; 110)
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FIG . 8. The rod concentrations, &)= 1, com pared for rods in—and outside of a sphere and
near a at wall. The distances are n units of L. so: O utside of a sphere; : Flat; si: Inside a

sohere. W e took R = 2L for this picture.
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FIG .9. Thisplt shows °“t(x)= , weighted by the appropriate Jacobian, for the plane (solid
Iline) and a sphere of radiusR = L (dashed line). T he result in the text corresponds to the equality

of the area between the solid curves to the one between the dashed curves.
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FIG .10. Rods In a container w ith an open shell.
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FIG .11. Segm ented rods near surfaces.
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FIG .12. This construction is used In the com putation ofthe sm allL. expansion of the surface

tension.
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TABLES

System Spherical C ylindrical
Quantum Particle N eutral A ttraction
G aussian Chain N eutral A ttraction
Hard Spheres R epulsion N eutral
Rods R epulsion A ttraction

TABLE I. Tablk ofpotentials induced by curvature in several system s.
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