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Abstract

Using a minimal model based on the continuum theory of a 2[d-bare/square-shoulder
ensemble, we reinterpret the main features of cluster nesgs formed by colloids with soft
shoulder-like repulsive interactions. We rederive thédatspacing, the binding energy and
the phase diagram. We also extend the clustering critetiiko$, C. N.,et al. Phys. Rev. E,
2001, 63 031206; Glaser, M. Aet al. EPL 2007, 78 46004] to include the effect of the hard

cores, which precludes the formation of clusters at smalsities.

| ntroduction

Generically, neutral colloidal particles attract eacheothia van der Waals and Casimir forces,
and measures must be taken to prevent aggregation of dustboth experimental systems and
technological applications. One might be led to concludg plurely attractive hard-core particles
could only form close-packed lattices or glassy messes.tlBuphenomenon of aggregation in
colloids is not restricted to particles that attract eadtent Over the past two decades clustering
in purely repulsive pair potentials has been explored inesdetail to find that it is distinguished
by emerging order not seen in attractive particles. In paldr, it has been established that at large
enough density, clumping repulsive colloids can form ssipectures with large voids on the or-
der of many particle diametetsindeed, Malescio and Pellicahdemonstrated that even simple
hard-core, square-shoulder potentials led to clusterurglp on energetic grounds. The cluster
morphologies and the clustering criterion itself have bstwlied theoretically using a range of
approaches including liquid-state thecHattice theory*° density functional theor§,and contin-
uum models}’ and the predictions of the different approaches are rerbirkansistent. Equally
unequivocal are the results of numerical studies, mosthyguslonte Carlo method2 and direct
search of minimal-energy configurations using geneticritlyms 211

It is worthwhile at this juncture to step back and develop aimal set of simple rules to ex-
pose the mechanism of lattice formation in these systenssolir hope that these rules will make

clear the essential ingredients needed for pattern foomai this large class of purely repellent
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systems. Moreover, we develop these ideas in the conteghbEpace potentials and interactions
yet recapitulate the clustering criterion of the more téchin(though precise) Fourier-based anal-
ysesl:3:5 Designing potentials in real space offers a more intuitiugte to rational self-assembly
and connects directly with, for instance, laser-trap amulet®n based potentials.

In this note, we do this by using the continudm= 0 model of the stripe phase formed by

particles interacting via the hard-core/square-shoyderpotential

w, r<o
U =14 ¢ o<r<Ai 1)
0, r>A

whereo andA > o are the diameters of the core and the shoulder, respectaetic is the
shoulder height?:13 Characterized by a one-dimensional density modulatiensthipe phase is
mathematically the most transparent of all cluster morpdjiels and our real-space analysis may
be easier to visualize than reciprocal-space argunfentdoreover, by focusing on energy rather
than on free energy we emphasize that the entropy does nwiopecclustering. These results
are then extended to explore the generic phase diagram afukter-forming system at finite

temperatures.

Clustersat T =0

In the following, we first evaluate the energy of a two-dimenal hard-core/square-shoulder sys-
tem with given hard-core diameterand shoulder diameter at a fixed average number density,
and we minimize it with respect to intra-cluster densitystér size, and lattice spacing. We con-
sider the simplest cluster morphology, the one-dimensisgaare-wave of uniformly populated
parallel stripes of widthd and particle-free gaps of width— d; the lattice spacing ig. In the

continuum model suitable in the large shoulder-to-cordt kmhere A is sufficiently larger thaw,



the energy per particle can be related to the average ovembapper particle defined as

1 d
0= [ o [dr20(~ Ir2—ra)), @
2d Jo

where©(r) is the Heaviside step function describing the shape of toelder potential and;
andr» are the locations of particles 1 and 2, respectively, measiiom the origin at an edge of
the stripe in question. The first integration oyerthe distance of particle 1 from a stripe edge, is
over the stripe containing particle 1 and the integratiogroy goes over all stripesv captures the
interaction of the shoulders of particles, whereas the-bard repulsion is treated in a mean-field

approximation by demanding that the number density withipes pstripesbe no larger than

2
Pcp = m (3)

corresponding to the close-packed hexagonal arrangerhém particles’ hard-disk cores. This
approximation is applicable in the broad shoulder reghme ¢ and at densities large enough that
the stripes are sufficiently wider than the core diametehabdpeaking of “intra-cluster packing”
of particles has meaning.

In terms ofw, the average energy per particle reads

E = €Pstripedv- (4)

But the number density of particles within stripes dependtheir width relative to lattice spacing
d/¢, which represents the fraction of the total area that is pieclby the stripes. In terms of the
average densitp,

14
Pstripes= % . (5)

Since the energy is to be minimized at fixedather than at fixe@sgipesit is convenient to intro-



duce the scaled average overlap area

Q= 6)

which includes all dependence of

E=¢pQ (7

ond and/. For the hard-core/square-shoulder pair interactibnan be computed analytically but
the result is too cumbersome to be of interest here.

We will now establish some rules of thumb.

|. Clusters are close-packed In [[figure][1][JI]we plot the reduced scaled average ovedaga

Q = Q/A2 as a function of reduced lattice spacifg- /A for several stripe widthsl/¢. The
cluster-free, unmodulated phase correspondgztcd_: 0 and its nature depends on density: As
argued below, its phase sequence includes the expandedlileiexpanded hexagonal crystal, the
condensed fluid, and the condensed hexagonal crystal. Bcg 8ie treat the hard-core part of
the pair interaction in a mean-field fashion, worrying ontyat the average number of neighbors
within the reach of a particle’s shoulder, the exact natdith® unmodulated phase is not crucial
to understand why clustering takes place.

The uniform, unmodulated phase can be interpreted as @ strigphology with a very fine
density modulation such that the lattice spacing and tlgestvidth are much smaller than the two
characteristic length scales of the pair potenfiadndo. In this limit, Q= 11/ 2 irrespective ofl /¢
which tells us that fod, ¢ < A the average energy per particlegis= epA?/2. As/is increased,

Q oscillates aroundr/2, reaches a global minimum atv 1.2, and then grows monotonically to
saturate at a value af¢/2d. The Iargeé_behavior Is a signature of macroscopic phase separation:
At fixed d /¢, states with reduced lattice spaciﬁgeyondw 1 correspond to thick stripe widttas

with an ever smaller number of particles residing at the blamyof the stripes. The average energy
per particle is gradually dominated by that of the partigled within the bulk of the stripes, which
readsE = 7T Pstriped\ 2/2 = TIEPA 2£/2d because the density within the stripes is larger than the

average density by a factor 6fd. This result give€(¢ — ) = ri//2d.
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Figure 1: Reduced scaled average overlap area as a funttlmmreduced lattice constafit=¢/A

for d/¢ = 0.1(0.1)0.9; for the sake of clarity, only curves correspondinglfd = 0.1,0.5, and 0.9
are labeled. The global minimum of the reduced scaled qvenleaQ at ¢ ~ 1.2 is deepest for
vanishingly smalll/¢, which suggests that the equilibrium stripes are as congsagbssiblei.e.,
close-packed. The square density waves representingstnjthd/¢ = 0.1,0.5, and 0.9 (top)
schematically depict the stripe morphologied at 0.5,1,1.5, and 2; the second column where
¢ =1 corresponds to a lattice spacing exactly equal to the deroulidth.

The most important feature of this diagram is that the deptine minimum decreases with

increasing relative stripe widtth/¢. This means that at any given average density pstripedl//,

the system will select the state with the smallest possipleat the expense of the density within
stripes. For example, the curves correspondind/to= 0.1 and 0.2 represent two possible states
of the system of a fixed average dengityAccording td [figure][1][]1, the absolute minimum of
the former is lower than that of the latter, which means tlidhe two stripe phases in question,
thed/¢ = 0.1 state minimizes the total energy= epA 2Q). But since the relative stripe width of
thed/¢ = 0.1 state is half of that of thd/¢ = 0.2, the corresponding density within stripes must
be twice as large as in the latter state. In other words, thengl state geometry of the stripes
minimizesd//, restricted only by the close-packing limit forbiddingigérs with pstripes= p¢/d

beyond the close-packed densgly,. We conclude that af = 0 the optimal stripes are made of



close-packed particles so thagripes= Pcp and the reduced average number density

Jo)

n=-—
Pcp

(8)
coincides withd/?.

I1. Lattice spacing weakly dependson density  An additional feature of the graphd/in [figure][1][]1
is that the equilibrium reduced lattice spaciﬂg, depends only weakly oth/¢. It is apparent that

E_eq is largest at half-filling where it reaches217, which nicely agrees with the value aR23
predicted by the lattice theo®/It can be shown that the dependencé_éafon nis well described
by a parabola symmetric abont= 0.5. Even in the infinitely-dilute and close-packed Iimid_gGl
tends to 1 — but this result is of no physical consequence.hag/s below, the binding energy
vanishes in these two limits so that the clustering mechaigsot acting and the corresponding
equilibrium reduced lattice spacings are irrelevant.

This observation is made even more compelling by employbsgovation I: Since the ground-
state stripes are close-packed, we may as well switch babletaverage overlap area per particle,
w and write the energy & = £pcpw; W = w/A? can thus be regarded as the reduced energy. In
[figure][2][]2]we plotw as a function of reduced lattice spacihdt is apparent in this presentation
that the location of the global minimum af is little changed over the rangel0< n < 0.9 and
again we conclude thd_gq is roughly independent af.

From([[figure][2][]2 we also extract the reduced binding @yekw defined as the depth of the
global minimum ofw(n) atZ_eq relative to the unmodulated phasefat 0. The reduced binding
energy shown in the inset {o [figure[[2][]2 is a skewed U-skafunction of reduced average
density which vanishes fan = 0 andn = 1. In an infinitely dilute system, the energy of the
unmodulated phase itself tends to 0 and no spatial modulafithe density profile can reduce it
further so that the binding energy is 0 too. On the other harsgstem of average density close to
Pcp cannot undergo but a very restricted spatial modulationgbse the density within the stripes

should not exceedcp) and thus the energy gained upon clustering approaches @ gvhe pcp.
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Figure 2: Reduced energy of the close-packed stripe maoglipt, as a function of reduced
lattice spacing for n = 0.1(0.1)0.9. In the unmodulated phase @t 0, w = nrt/2. The inset
shows the reduced binding enerfy§ = w(/leq) — w(¢ = 0) [as illustrated in theo(n = 0.5) curve]
which is a skewed U-shaped function of reduced averagetgearsi vanishes at = 0 andn = 1.

Although w and Q are closely related, they convey a somewhat different ngess&rom
[figure][I][[I])we learned that the particles within the pes are close-packed, which enabled us to
directly relate the average densato relative stripe widthd/¢. On the other hand, [figure][2][]2
exposes the binding energy of the equilibrium stripe molginmore clearly. But as far as the

magnitude of the equilibrium lattice spacing is concerredh quantities are equally telling.

Phase diagram

Our two observations can be used to qualitatively outlirephase diagram of the cluster phases
in the temperature-density plane. To this end, we need ttyshe difference of the free energies
of the stripe phase and the unmodulated phase, which ceons$iah energy terE = £pcpA 2N
and of an entropic term. The entropy of the two phases depentheeir structure elaborated below
in a semi-quantitative fashion.

At absolute zero, one of the hallmark features of the stripepimology is its compact intra-

stripe structure where the impenetrable hard cores of the&les are packed together as tightly



as possible at any reduced average demsityhis state is materialized by the hexagonal lattice.
Because of the robust, density-independent nature of #hiawor, we posit that at finite temper-
atures the intra-stripe densipgripes Should not depend strongly on the reduced average density
either (though it must be smaller than the close-packingitiepcp) and that the intra-stripe order
remains hexagonal.

The structure of the unmodulated phases of hard-core/sepherulder particles is more com-
plicated and despite decades of efforts (seg, Refs®=1%, their thermodynamics remains only a
partly solved problem. For the purpose of present discasgisuffices to note that at low temper-
atures where they compete with cluster morphologies, thsg@bequence of unmodulated phases
consists of 4 variants, the 2 low-density and high-denditgses being characterized with little
and sizable overlap of particles’ shoulders, respectivatyery small densities, the particles form
an expanded fluid of disks of shoulder diametegischematically shown in [figure][3][]3). As this
fluid is compressed, it undergoes a transition to the expghheeagonal crystal of disks of diameter
A. The location of the transition can be estimated by resgdhe phase diagram of the hard-disk
system: Pef_ec ~ 0.792(0/}\)2pcp.2° Upon further compression, the expanded hexagonal phase
remelts to avoid close-packing; since the overlap of sherslds increasingly less unfavorable at
elevated temperatures, the phase transition density gli@arease with temperature. From this
transition on, the particles behave essentially as hardreptof diameteo and the transition to
the condensed hexagonal phase takes place approximapgly @t~ 0.7920¢,.2°

Understanding the main features of the sequence of unmedypdases helps us to construct
semi-qualitatively the entropic part of their free energie first note that the pressure of the hard-
disk hexagonal crystal can be roughly regarded as a coiomuaf the hard-disk fluid brancéd
and we approximate the excess entropic free energy peclgairtiboth the fluid and the crystal

unmodulated phase by
an

) = keT | -7

—In(1—an) 9)

wherea = 11/21/3 ~ 0.907. This prediction is based on the 2D Carnahan-Starlipg tigeory for

the fluid phasel:22 Admittedly a rough approximation — it does not distinguistveeen the fluid



and the crystalline phase, and the hexatic phase is disilegj@itogether — this excess entropic
free energy provides a simple and adequate model acrossd tange of reduced densities con-
sistent with the scope of this analysis. Its main deficiesdé poor description of the crystalline
phase (whose excess entropic free energy should divergdadted average density of= 1 and
not ath=1/a = 1.103). Yet we note that in the phase diagram of hard disks, ohelensed
crystalline phase is stablemt> 0.7922° so that the discrepancy is limited only to large densities.
Using the modeFeyx [EqQ. (??)], we can outline the excess entropic free energy for the un-
modulated phases. |n [figure][3][]3, we plot the excess frergy per particle of the expanded
and the condensed phas&g,"(n) = FEM((A/0)2n) and F$"Y(n). The former diverges at
n= (a/A)?/a which corresponds to close-packed disks of diamatefThis divergence is, of
course, unphysical because the expanded hexagonal letregts upon compression so that in

this regime, the true excess entropic free energy intefgwlaetweers, - andFSoNd
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Figure 3: Excess entropic free energies per particle of Xpammded and the condensed unmodu-
lated phases derived using a Carnahan-Starling type tl{solig lines; the expanded phase cor-
responds to\ /o = 2). The divergence dfs," atn = 0.276 is unphysical; instead of approach-

ing the shoulder-to-shoulder close-packed structuresysgem melts to form the condensed fluid
phase. The dashed line represents a qualitatively comipolation between the expanded and
the condensed branch. — The schematics illustrate thesteuaf the 4 unmodulated phases: The
expanded fluid, the expanded crystal, the condensed fluidthencondensed crystal. Full circles

indicate the hard cores of particles whereas the shadeda®represent the shoulders.

The exact shape of the interpolatiRg is not known. But our mean-field model is designed to
work best for broad shoulders and in this case, the existehttee expanded phases is restricted

to reduced average densities belawA)?/a, i.e, to very smalih. Being interested in the overall
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behavior of the system, we may approximate the excess eéntiree energy by the condensed
branch alone. Then the total free energy difference can bsteated from overlap energy differ-
enceAE(n), the excess entropic free energy of the stripe morphdrgﬁgfd(nstripeg, and the excess

entropic free energy of the unmodulated phB&&'Y(n):

BF (N, Nspes T) = AE() + FE™ Ntiped — FEE(n)

= Epcp)\z{nstripeﬁa_)(n)
O Nstripes an
T|————— —In(1— O Ngtripes — In(1—an 10
| om0 (1~ aaged ~ g +1n >} (10)

Herenstripes= Pstripes/ Pep IS the reduced density within stripes, which should not dapach from

1 and must decrease with temperature, and

keT

T=——
€PcpA?

(11)

is the reduced temperature.

The clustering criterion  The most important features of the total free energy diffeeeare the

negative skewed U-shaped energy term, whose exact dependerihe reduced average density

shown in the inset to [figure][2][]2 can be well fitted by
AE ~ —0.65¢pcpA *n(1—n)?, (12)

and the positive excess entropic free energy differencpgotional to temperature which mono-
tonically decreases from a finite valuenat 0 to O atn = ngyipes We approximate the temperature

dependence of the reduced density within stripes by a Iydarcreasing function

Nstriped T) = 1—CT. (13)
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In the following, we choose = 6: At the largest reduced temperature where the stripe notogi
is stable, this giveBstipes~ 0.9 Which is plausible.

In [figure][4][]4R, we plotAF for several values of reduced temperatoreAs T is increased,
the reduced average density range where the stripe mogphacstable gradually shrinks and
at a large enough, the stripe morphology is disfavored at any Thus the phase diagram is
characterized by a dome-like region of stability of thepnmorphology shown in [figure][4][]4b.
Except at very largen where the differences between the unmodulated and thes gihipse are
increasingly smaller and our model is inaccurate, the shafiee phase boundary reproduces well
the clustering criterion obtained in terms of the latticedty? which states that instability occurs
when

> const > 0. 14

n(1—n)
T

The agreement is indeed remarkable although our phaseadialgcks the symmetry about the
half-filling pointn = 1/2 encoded in Eq.X?). Needless to say, the model can be refined by better

estimating the entropic part of the excess free energy.

Extending the clustering criterion The stripe morphology is subject to two consistency con-
straints. Firstly, adjacent stripes separated by more ¢ghahoulder width do not interact with
each other because there is no overlap of particles reswiithgn them; without a restoring in-
terstripe repulsion, such configurations would spontaskyalisintegrate into thinner stripes with
narrower gaps between them. This means that in the mechigrstable stripe state, the width
of the particle-free gaps between strigesd should be smaller than the shoulder diamateA
close inspection g figure][I][J1 shows that the global imimm at reduced lattice spacifge 1

is not compromised by this condition at any reduced averagsityn. Secondly, the stripe width
must be larger than the hard-core diameter of the partidlesg; if not, speaking of close-packed
stripes does not make sense. These two conditions braekphisically relevant range of lattice
spacing/ from top and from bottom, respectively. To compare the tworats, we replacd by n¢

so that i) the upper bounti—d < A becomed(1—n) < A wherefrom¢ < A /(1—n) and ii) the
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Figure 4: Free energy difference of the stripe and the unhadetl phase fonsyipesdescribed by
Eq. (??) and reduced temperature= 0,0.0050.01,0.015 and Q02 (panel a). As temperature
is increased, the range of reduced average densitidsereAF < 0 and the stripe morphology
is stable (thick sections of curves) becomes increasinglyemarrow. Each curve terminates at
N* < Nstriped T) SUch thatAF (n > n*) < 0; states beyond this point correspond to average density
very similar to the density within stripes where the pradits of our model are meaningless.
— Panel b) shows the temperature-density phase diagramedfidahd-core/soft-shoulder stripe
morphology and the unmodulated phase computed using the-fiedé continuum model with
the modehsyiped T) [EQ. (??)]. The stripe morphology is stable in the shaded region wistspe
agrees rather well with the clustering criterion [dashed;lconst in Eq. (??) adjusted to reproduce
the slope of the phase boundary at small reduced averaggielgns
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lower boundd > o becomesV > g and thug > o/n. We thus find that a stable phase can only

exist if
n> 9
A+ao’

(15)
the lower limit of stability of the stripe morphology. In wieof the nature of the continuum model
used here, this treatment of the hard-core part of the paenpial is expected to be valid for
core-to-shoulder ratios /o sufficiently smaller than 1.

Thus the effect of the hard-core part of the pair potentiabislisfavor clustering at small
densities, thereby restricting the validity of the criber[Eq. (??)] to densities beyond a threshold

determined by the core-to-shoulder ratio. Since the hard4ateraction is athermal, this condition

should apply at all’ as depicted if [figure][5][]p.

Conclusions

The complete phase diagram will include the fluid and one alerngystal lattices as the low- and
the high-density variants of the unmodulated, non-clystese. On top of the stripe morphology,
in two dimensions there also exist the disk and the invertekl duster phas@.Just like stripes
are most stable at abont= 0.4 which corresponds t6~ 1.2 andd = 0.48, the
disks are expected to be bound most tightly at a similarcetpacing and disk diameter. This
configuration of disks will cover a smaller fraction of theapé and the corresponding average
density will be smaller than.d. If we assume that the disks are stable in a dome-like regfion
the phase diagram qualitatively similar to that descrililmg stripes, the disk dome must peak at
a density smaller than that of the stripe dome. Converdatyjriiverted disk morphology should
prevail at densities larger thand0 Moreover, the disk and the stripe phases occur in both the
liquid and the solid intra-cluster ord2and so the generic full phase diagram of a cluster-forming
ensemble should have a multiple-dome structure curbeddoutial phase at small densities and by

the crystal phases at large densit[es ([figure][3][]5). &bk temperatures, the fluid-crystal phase

transition line must be vertical because Tor— o, the system reduces to hard disks of diameter
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which freeze and melt @/ pcp = 0.779 and 0792, respectively

temperature

Dy
1D

DsV/ S
density

Figure 5: Generic phase diagram of cluster-forming repglparticles. At low temperatures, the
phase sequence includes the fluid phase (F), several ametphologies (fluid disks — P solid
disks — D, fluid stripes — § solid stripes — § and inverted disks — ID), and one or more
crystal phases (X). The vertical boundary of the disk molpijies at small densities indicates
the restriction imposed by the hard-core part of the paieptdl [Eg. (??)]. Regions of phase
coexistence are not shown for clarity.

[figure][5][]5]reproduces many features of the phase diagoatained using a more complete

treatment of the thermodynamics of a hard-core/squarald@psyster and it bears some simi-
larity to the phase diagram of the hard-core/linear-rangpesyl® Although the width of the ramp
studied in Ref? is too narrow for fully developed cluster phases, the naselpacked lattices oc-
curring in the phase diagram are very reminiscent of thaetusorphologies discussed here, and
the phase diagram itself has roughly the same multidomeesdmafhat if [figure][5][]b. We expect
that for the hard-core/square-shoulder potential withlsomse-to-shoulder ratio, the agreement
of the numerically obtained phase diagram with our predlicshould be even better.

The ideas presented here capture the main mechanisms térdlasmation in systems of
classical repelling particles in a way marked by the appéatal-space description and by the
analysis of the density-modulated morphologies acrossvtiade range of lattice spacing. Given
the seemingly counterintuitive behavior of particles watioulder-type pair interaction, we hope

that our rederivation will clarify the details of the morelebrate studies.
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