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In the simplest realization of Brownian motion, a olloidal sphere
moves randomly in an isotropic fluid; its mean squeed displacement
(MSD) grows linearly with time 7. Brownian motion in an orientationally
ordered fluid, a nematic, is anisotropic, with theMSD being larger along
the axis of molecular orientation, called the diretor. We show that at
short time scales, the anisotropic diffusion in a ematic becomes also
anomalous, with the MSD growing slower (subdiffusio) and faster
(superdiffusion) than 7. The anomalous diffusion occurs at time scales
that correspond to the relaxation times of directordeformations around
the sphere. Once the nematic melts, the diffusionelsomes normal and
isotropic. The experiment shows that the deformatios and fluctuations of

long-range orientational order profoundly influencediffusive regimes.

Random displacements of a small particle in a flard controlled by kinetic energy

dissipation {). The mean displacement is zero, but the averagen mgaared displacement
(MSD) is finite, growing linearly with the time lag (2), (Ar*(r))=6Dz, where D is the
translational diffusion coefficient. Brownian patds in complex fluids may exhibit an

anomalous behavio(,Arz(r)> 077, with the exponentr either smaller than 1 (subdiffusion) or



larger than 1 (superdiffusion). Subdiffusion is etv&d in polymer3) and F-actin networksl,
in surfactant dispersion®$){ superdiffusion occurs in concentrated suspessmnswimming
bacteria §) and dispersions of polymer-like micellésX0). The diffusion regimes should reflect
the properties of the host mediudi), one of which is often a local or long-range ot&ional
order of molecules.

The simplest orientationally ordered fluid is aaxml nematic, in which the average

orientation of molecules is described by a unitectior n. Because of different effective

viscosities 77, # 77, for motion parallel and perpendicular o, Brownian motion becomes

anisotropic, with two coefficientd), and D, (12-19). The anisotropic diffusion characterized

experimentally so far for nematics at relativelpdotime lags7 remains “normal”, witha =1
(14-19). In some cases, anomalous diffusion has beenddserved, but it was attributed to
features other than the orientational order, suslbacterial activity &), size distribution of
building units {), spatial modulation of hydrophobic and hydropghitegions 8), bending
rigidity of the molecular aggregate8)( fluctuations of concentratiorB), director distortions

Fig. 1. Director deformations around a sphere and mechanism of
super- and subdiffusion in nematic.(A) Equilibrium director for normal

and (B) tangential surface anchorin@) Elastic force Fsuper caused by a
fluctuative splay on the right hand side, moves $pbere towards the
splay. (D) Restoring forcel,,, responds to displacemenk that creates
stronger director gradients on the left hand side.



around the dye molecule&(q), etc. In this work, we demonstrate that the ne@maientational

order and its fluctuations alone can cause theslgh to be both anisotropic and anomalous.
We used silica spheres of diametkr (1.6— 1() um with two types of surface alignment

(21) that set either perpendicular, Fig. 1A or tan@gnEig. 1B, orientation ofh. The spheres

are placed in a cell with uniform director alignrhély set by unidirectionally treated bounding

plates 21). The director distortions around the parti@®)(cause repulsion from the bounding
substrates, so that the colloids levitate in thenatec bulk @3), Fig. S1. To minimize
experimental errors caused by birefringence, we timge nematic 1S-8200 with ultra-low
birefringenceAn = 0.001E, Fig. S2 24).

The typical measured MSD v&s dependencies are presented in Fig. 2 for perpeladic
anchoring and in Fig. S5 for tangential anchorihigthe isotropic phasd, =60°C, diffusion is

normal with D =9.2x 10" nf /<. In the nematic, af =50°C, diffusion becomes anisotropic. At

relatively long time scalesz>(20— 40) ¢, this anisotropic diffusion is normal, as both MSD
components, measured for displacements paralleparendicular td),, grow linearly with7 .
We find D, =1.9x10" nf /< and D, =1.4x10" nf /< for the normally anchored spheres and

D,=2.2x10" nf /s D,=1.3x10" nf /¢ for tangential anchoring. In all these cases

a=1.0£0.0.. At the times shorter than (20-40) s, the depecgleMSD vs I becomes
nonlinear, Fig. 2A and S5A, signaling anomalousmeg.

To obtain a better insight into the different dgfon regimes, we calculated the velocity

autocorrelation function (VACFL, (1) :<vx(r)vx(0)> (25-26, whereV, is the velocity of the
particle along thex -axis, and a similar quantityC . (7) :<vy(r)vy(0)> for y -direction. For the
isotropic melt, Fig. 2D, S5D, and for the long tismales in the nemati€, (7) andC,(7) are

close to zero, Fig. 2B-2C, S5B-S5C, as it shouldvhen a =1. However, when the time steps
both C

v

for the nematic are within a certain interval, <7 <7 (r) and C,(7) become

suk?

C

v

negative, indicating subdiffusion. At yet shortends 7 <T,

sub?

(r) and C,;(7) are positive,

reflecting superdiffusion.



Experimentally, one determingg,, as a time point at which the VACF changes its sign

and 7™

<+ at which the function reaches its minimury;, is determined approximately when the

deviation from zero exceed®™ nt /<, a typical scatter of VACF data in Fig. 2B, 2C. Vifel

that 1

wp and 7y, increase quadratically with the sphere’s diaméiiy, 3.

The dynamic complexity of the dynamic director eomment around the Brownian
particles and finite span (in terms of time laggken each of the anomalous regimes unlikely to
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Fig. 2. MSDs and velocity autocorrelation functionf 5 pum silica spheres
in 1S-8200. (A) MSD versus time lag for normally anchored spherehe
isotropic (T =60°C) and nematic T =50°C) phases of 1S-8200, in the
direction parallel ) and perpendicular () to the overall directorn,.
Vertically dashed pattern labels the subdiffusieamdins. The bottom curve
represents apparent MSD of a particle glued toctike substrate 27). Cell
thicknesss0 um . (B) VACF for the normally anchored sphere moving flara

to N, and C) perpendicular ton,. (D) The same for the isotropic phase.

Dashed lines inX-C) are least-square fits. Levels of noise in the VAdaka
for the linear domain are shown iB)(and C) as dotted horizontal lines.



follow a single power law with a fixed . Qualitatively, the existence of slopes in the M&Dr
dependencies that are smaller than 1 {fgy<7 <7,) and larger than 1 (for<7z,) is seen in
the log-log plot shown in Fig.S13D, S14 and S29.( If one does oversiplifies the situation and
assumes a single power law, MSDk* for the 7 limits identified above, then the best fit for the

subdiffusive domain 7, <7<7,, in 1S-8200 is achieved fora,=0.35t 0.0. and

a,=0.30t 0.0;; for 7 <7, one obtaingy, =1.32+ 0.0 and a;, =1.20+ 0.0.
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Fig. 3. Characteristic times of anomalous diffusion vs sphre diameter
d.(A) 7, and B) ™ measured for normally anchored spheres in the

sub ?
nematic 1S-8200 paralell and perpendiculamtp Cell thickness 50 pm.
T =50°C. Dashed lines are quadratic fits.

Anomalous diffusion is also featured in the probgbidistribution of particle
displacements. We calculate the probability distign function G(A)g r) for displacements
parallel ton,, Fig. 4, andG(Ay, r) for the perpendicular component (Fig. S16). Hatictions
show a distinct behavior within different time sal For the longest time lagg,= 40 s,
G(Ax,7) coincides with the Gaussian fittin€(AX). Such a behavior is characteristic of

normal diffusion {4, 18). For the intermediate time lagg,=10 s, only the central part of
G(Ax7) (small displacements) is approximately Gaussidre frobability of finding a large

displacement at these time lags is noticeably loageicompared to the Gaussian distribution.

This behavior correlates with the idea of subdifinsas the particle remains close to its original



position. Finally, for the shortest time lags: 1 s, Fig. 4, large displacements are more prebabl

as compared to the normal diffusion; this behassandicative of superdiffusion.

Fig. 4. Probability distribution of particle displacements parallel to the
overall director, for different time lags, 1 s, 10s, and 40 s5 um silica
spheres with normal anchoring in 1S-8200=50°C. The solid lines are
Gaussian fits. The data are obtained from a sampl200,000 single
particle’s trajectory steps.

The nematic 1S-8200 is not unique in terms of theeoved effects. In an appropriate
range of timescales, subdiffusion is observed iasbe thermotropic 5CB (Fig. S11, S14) and in
the lyotropic chromonic LC DSCG (Fig. S12, S15).

The experiments demonstrate that the effect omtatenally ordered environment on
Brownian motion is very profound, causing, in amudiitto anisotropy, anomalous super- and
subdiffusion. These two regimes are observed atively short time scales that vary with the

material, type of anchoring at the particle’s scefasize, and displacement direction with respect
to N,. Above these short time scales, the diffusion beonormal (but still anisotropic).

The current models of Brownian motion in a nem#ti2-14,18) consider the director
field around the particle as stationary. The predidiffusion is normal albeit anisotropit2f
18). We attribute the observed anomalous diffusioth&éocoupling of the sphere’s displacements
to the director field and its fluctuations, i.e.ao intrinsic memory28) of the system associated

with the orientational order, as discussed below.



The director fieldfi(r,t) is coupled to the velocity field/(r,t) of the nematic. Both

A(r,t) and v(r,t) are perturbed by the particle and by the direfttmtuations. A perturbation

of the director around a colloid of diameter relaxes within a characteristic tim&9j

r, ~pn.d’/ K, where g is a numerical coefficient of the order of 1 thasdribes the
lengthscale~ gd of deformations 30), /7. and K are the effective viscosity and elastic
constant. For 1S-82004., / K =10" s/nf (Fig. S7-S10) Z1) and thusr, is in the range
(depending ord ) 7, :(0.1— 1() ¢, being thus much larger than the timgd?® /77 ~1ps needed
by the perturbed fluid of densitg and viscosity7 ~0.1Pd] to flow over the distance (29).

It means that the isotropic hydrodynamic memoryas$ the reason of anomalous diffusion,

consistent with data for the isotropic melt, Fig, 2D, S5A, and S5D.
The coupling of director and displacements thatidei@ subdiffusion at the time scales

min

T, e ~ Ty Can be illustrated with a tangentially anchoretiesp, Fig. 1B. A fluctuative

sub’ “sub
displacement of the sphere, say, to its left byséadceAx, Fig. 1D, temporarily increases the
elastic energy density on the left hand side amdedeses it on the right hand side. The difference

creates a restoring elastic foreg, ~ -KAx/d that slows down the diffusive motion.

The case of superdiffusion is sketched in Fig. dCda normally anchored sphere that

finds itself near a fluctuative splay of the dictThe particle experiences an attractive or
repulsive force towards the splayf,,..=-0U , whereu = —477KfP (h(Oh)dVv andP is the
elastic dipole of the spher® O d* (30). This force leads to superdiffusive motion duriheg
lifetime of splay fluctuation.

The memory span in the examples above is determimesdly by 7,. For 7 <<7,, the
influence of perturbations with wavelength muchrgdrothand averages to zero. The lifespan
of fluctuations is also limited from above, by el thicknessh, 7, ~7.0° /7K. Forh>>d,
the thickness dependence is expected to be weaklepehdent on how far from the boundary

the sphere levitate23); the latter is determined not only Iy but also by densities, elastic and

surface anchoring parameters.

For d =5 pum in an 1S-8200 cell of thickness 50 pm, wineste 7, = 2.5 € (assuming

p=1 and 7, /K=10"s/nf) and 7,=30s. These values correlate well with the
7



experimentally foundr,, =(4-10) < and 7, = (20~ 42 s, Fig. 2 and Table S2. The quadratic

dependence of,, and ZQJQ on d, Fig. 3, is another strong indication of the diceaelaxation

mechanism.

The considerations above are not restricted tepleeific examples in Fig. 1C, 1D. For
example, a tangentially anchored particle mightabieacted by fluctuative deformation in its
neighbourhood, while displacements of a normallghaned sphere would lead to asymmetric
director distortions and a subdiffusive slowing-cowJniversality of director distortions in
terms of attraction/repulsion of colloids are athg&nown for stationary director field81).

To conclude, our work demonstrates that the oriemtal order in a nematic liquid
crystal causes a profound effect on Brownian motiba small spherical particle and results in
anisotropic subdiffusion and superdiffusion. These are different from the normal diffusion
observed in simple isotropic fluids and from anigpic but linear behavior of MSD established
for long time scales in liquid crystals. We obsetivat as the time scale decreases, the normal
diffusion is replaced by subdiffusion and then hypexdiffusion. All three regimes are
anisotropic, with MSDs in the direction parallel ttee overall director and perpendicular to it
being different. The characteristic times at witith anomalous regimes are observed, are within
the range of relaxation times of the director disdos around the particle and director
fluctuations. Although this study dealt with stardldiquid crystals, the observed anomalous

diffusion is expected to arise in any dispersivermmment with orientational order.



Supplementary Materials

Materials and methods
Materials

We used silica spheres of diameter 1.6, 3, 5, 6.5, 8, and 14(n (Bangs Laboratories),
with two types of surface alignment: perpendiculg. 1A, and tangential to the particle’s
surface, Fig. 1B. In the first case, the spheresevienctionalized with octadecyl-dimethyl(3-
trimethoxysilylpropyl) ammonium chloride (DMOAPRBZ). In the second case, the particles
were left untreated. The overall uniform orientatiaf the nematic was set by two glass plates
covered with rubbed polyimide PI-2555 (Nissan Cleatts)) that produces a unidirectional planar
alignment. The locally distorted director arouné gpheres must smoothly transform into the
uniform field far away from it. The resulting eqbilium director is either of a dipolar type (with
a point defect-hyperbolic hedgehog accompanyinggiere) for normal anchoring, Fig. 1A, or
of a quadrupolar type with two surface defects-bog at the poles, in the tangential anchoring
case, Fig. 1B30). The director distortions around the particB?)(cause repulsion from the
bounding substrates, so that the colloid levitatethe bulk at some height determined by the
balance of gravity and elastic forc@3), Fig. S1.

To minimize the image drifting in highly birefringe medium we use the nematic IS-
8200 @4), Fig. S2 and Table S1, with ultra-low birefringenAn =0.001% (at A =520 nr) that
is two orders of magnitude smaller than birefringeenf a standard nematic pentylcyanobiphenyl
(5CB) with An= 0.17. ForR~5um, the image drift in 1S-8200 is less tha1l0 nm. We also

studied 5CB and a lyotropic nematic, formed by watgutions of disodium chromoglycate
(DSCG) with a relatively low negative birefringenaa =-0.015 (at A =520 nr).

Methods
Particle Tracking

We used high-speed video camera MotionBlitz EoSemsil (Microtron GmbH)
mounted on an inverted microscope Nikon ECLIPSE OOB2U with a 10& 1.3 N.A.
immersion objective to trace the particle trajeiet®r To control the temperature, we used the
heating stage Linkam LTS120 (accura@y’ C). Digital images of isolated colloidal particles,
captured at a maximum frame rate of 2400 fps (ties®lution 0.4 ms), were analyzed to find

the coordinates«(y) of the particle’s center using the intensity-weeg algorithms33).



Sequences of images were tracked continuously éwerian 100 s. As discussed in the
main text, tracking of the particle’s position inL& is complicated by birefringence of the
material. To establish the limit of accuracy in sw@@ments of particle’s positions that depends
on birefringence, we used particles immobilized gWMorland adhesive) at the bottom plate of
the cell filled with the LC. First, we determinedaetcoordinates of immobilized particles in an

2% 20y

empty cell, asx =- andy =———, wherex andy, are the coordinates of th¢h pixel,

2 2

I. is its intensity, Fig. S3. Within each frame wRkbit gray scale (0-255 arbitrary units of

intensity), only the pixels with intensity highdran a certain threshold valug, ..., Were taken

into account; 1, ;. .o

was determined from the condition that the mearasgdisplacement of
the immobilized particle is minimum, Figure S3E.

The experiments with the empty cells were follovagdexperiments with cells filled with
five different fluids: three types of a nematic B@d two isotropic fluids (water and glycerol). In
all cases, we determined the MSD of particles imiizsdl at the bottom plate, to maximize the
effect of the medium on the measured MSD. The mgpbght beam travelled through the entire
thickness of the cell. The apparent mean squapadisment of the immobilized particles versus
time lag is shown in Fig. S4. The apparent disptaargs represent a cumulative effect of errors
in measuring the particle’s position caused bydpgcal system of the microscope, vibrations
and birefringence. It grows with birefringence bé&tmaterial, being the largest for the nematic

pentylcyanobiphenyl (5CB) with the highest birefrgmce (~0.2). In all cases, the apparent MSD
in the time range of interest was aba0t'® m* or less; these values are about 100 times smaller

than the MSD of free spheres experiencing anomalfision described in the main text.

Because of the long range elastic interaction betvgarticles in a nematic, we used only
very low concentrations of the colloidal particles, that the distance between them is much
larger (by a factor of 50 at least) than their dééen. The trajectories were measured for
individual particles in separate samples. As amte, we show data for cells of the same
thickness 50 um containing similar 5 um sphere$ \wwibmeotropic alignment, Fig. S6. The
overall behavior of trajectories for different spde is the same, with some variations of the
characteristic times; we attribute these differentmevariations of anchoring conditions on the
particles surface.
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Probability distribution
The difference in diffusion regimes is also exardingy measuring the probability

distribution of particle displacements. We caloslahe probability distribution function

(Ax—|>g(0)— >|<(r)|) for displacements parallel td,, Fig. 4, and a similar

Mz

G(ax7)= % >
function G(Ay,r) for the perpendicular compone3d), Fig. S16. HerelN is the total number
of particle’s displacements extracted from the eédatrajectory with a time step; o is the

Dirac deltafunction. We determine@ (Ax,r) and G (Ay,7) for d =5 um spheres with normal

surface anchoring. The data for a fixed are then compared to the Gaussian probability

distribution functions, such a&;(AX) = A exp{ (sj_) } Fig. 4, whereo is the standard

o\ 2T

deviation of the distribution and\ is the normalization constant (and a similar fiorc

G, (Ay) ). The fitting was performed for three differenhé lags that correspond to the different

diffusion regimes suggested by MSD a@g(r) measurements, Fig. 2A-2C.

Connection of MSD and velocity autocorrelation funton
The MSD along, say, theaxis is expressed through the velocity autocoticeigunction

asfollows (25, 26):
() =2[ dt j;cv ")t

d?(AX3(t
Conversely, C, (t) = %%

C,(t)=0.If C,(t) is non-zero, its sign distinguishes subdiffusi@y, (t) <0, the MSD grows

. Thus, normal diffusion with(Ax*(t)) 0t would lead to

slower thant) from superdiffusion C,, (t) >0, the MSD grows faster that) .

11



SOM Text
1. Director Relaxation Times of 1S-8200

To evaluate the relaxation time of director in #38, we used the electric field-induced
Frederiks transition29). Since the dielectric anisotropy of 1S-8200 igateve, the simplest
approach is to explore the director reorientatiothe geometry of bend Frederiks effe2g)( In
the field-free state, the director is aligned parpeularly to the two glass plates. We used SE-
1211 polyimide (Nissan Chemical Industries, Lta) this homeotropic alignment; the polymer
layers were rubbed in order to pre-select the tioraf director tilt when the electric field is
applied to the conductive indium tin oxide (ITOgetrodes deposited at the glass plates beneath
the polymer layers. We used cells with gaps ofktess 10, 20, 30, 50, and (.

The cell is kept in the heating stage HS-1 (Instec) at 50°C and observed between two
crossed polarizers aligned at 45 degrees to theirrgldirection. As the voltage exceeds some
thresholdV,,, the director deviates from the vertical oriematand light transmission through
the cell increases, Fig. S7. We fikg = 4.7 V for 20um cell.

By raising the AC voltage slightly abov&, and switching it off, we monitor the

relaxation of the optical signal and fit it withetlexponential function to determine the relaxation

time of bend deformation, Fig. S8. The thicknegsetielence of relaxation time is shown in Fig.

S9; as expected, it follows a quadratic dependefibe. ratio /7, / K =5.8x 16° s/m is

,7€ff — Trelaxi72

estimated from49) as— =
29) K P

We performed a similar experiment for twist Frelerransition in a planar cell; planar
alignment was achieved by oblique evaporation @, Sirhe electric field was applied in the

plane of the cell. The dynamics of transmittedhtiioptensity is shown in Fig. S10. The deduced

effective value in this case ig,, / K =16x% 10° s/mi. The typical order-of-magnitude estimate

is thusr,, / K =10 s/nf.

2. Diffusion of the particles in 5CB
In the classic nematic 5CB, the MSD dependenciggest subdiffusion withy, =0.38

and a, =0.36, but only when the time lags are shorter tip= 8.4 ms andr,,= 6.6 ms, Fig.

sub™
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S11. The data are presented for 5 um particleswathhal anchoring a24° C. At longer times,

the diffusion is normal and anisotropic with =2.7x10" nf /s* and D, =1.3x10™ nf /5
the effective viscosities arg =63.5 mPa and 77, =90.0 mPa . These values fall within the

range of the Migowicz viscosities known for 5CB (42, 22, and 118a#35) and are close to
the valuess, =52.5 mPa and 77, =86.4 mPa , obtained in Ref.36). In the isotropic 40° C)

phase, the diffusion is normal and isotropic, itk 2.9x 10" n? /5"

3. Diffusion of the particles in lyotropic chromonc liquid crystal DSCG

The experiments on Brownian motion were repeatedttie lyotropic chromonic LC
disodium chromoglycate (DSCG37) with An=0.015 at A=520 nm 88). The nematic phase
in the water solution with 13 wt % concentrationDBCG exists at room temperature; it melts
into an isotropic phase a9 C. The elastic constants at the studied temperatume

concentration are as follows: spld¢;, =4.3 pN, twist K,, =0.7 pN, and bend K., =23 pN
(39); the rotational viscosity is estimated gs- 20 kg m* §' from the time of director relaxation

in a magnetically realigned cell. Subdiffusive babais observed again, with! = 0.37 s,r] =

sub™

0.46 s , a,=0.4 and a,=0.53, Fig. S12. At longer times, diffusion is normal,itiw
D,=6.8x10" nf s and D, =4.5x10" nts". In the isotropic phase, Fig. S12A, diffusion is

normal and isotropi®,, =3.2x 10" nf &'

4. Scaling exponents and MSD in log-log coordinates

The exponents in the power laws presented in the test for 5 um silica particle in IS-
8200 were obtained from fitting the data by a ssngbwer law in each othe domains, namely,

normal domain {>r7,), Fig. S13A, subdiffusive domain7(,<7<r7,), Fig.S13B, and

superdiffusive domain7(<7,,, down to 0.1 s), Fig.S13C. To help in visualizatiof data in

up?
terms of power laws, we present the log-log pldt¥8D vs time lag for5 um silica particles
diffusing in the nematic phases of 1S-8200 (FigI313%CB (Fig.S14), and chromonic DSCG
(Fig.S15). Although the plots in Figs. S13-S15sthow the deviations from the classic normal
diffusion regimes when the time lags become shottegy do not offer a straightforward

protocol to extract the values af’'s andr'’s (27).
13



Supporting Figures

Fig. S1.Levitation of a sphere in nematic LC I1S-8200Fluorescent confocal polarizing
microscopy texture of a vertical cross-section afematic cell of thickness 50m filled
with 1S-8200 and a small amount (< 0.01wt%) of fleecent dyen, n’-bis (2,5-di-tert-
butylphenyl)-3,4,9,10-perylen-edicarboximide (BTBPhe glass sphere of diametepurh
levitates at the height aboutudn from the bottom plate. The shadow below the spher
results from light scattering.

14
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Fig. S2. Nematic liquid crystal 1S-8200. (A) Chemical structure;B) wavelength
dependence of the refractive indices and birefricge\n.
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Fig. S3. Determination of particle’s position.(A) Grayscale image of pm particle glued to
the bottom substrate of the ceB)(Intensity profile of the particle imageC) Images of the
particle recorded at different intensity threshieldels. Red area consists of pixels that are used
to calculate the particle’s center coordina{&. MSD of a glued patrticle at different levels of
threshold intensity. §) The optimum value of intensity threshold is detered from the
minimum of MSD for the glued patrticle.
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filled with three types of a liquid crystals, wategycerol. Data for an empty cell are
labelled as “dry particle”. Normal surface anchgrirHigher birefringence results in a
higher apparent displacements.
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Fig. S5. MSDs and velocity autocorrelation functioa of 5 um silica spheres with
tangential surface anchoring in 1S-8200. (AMMSD versus time lag for tangentially
anchored sphere in the isotropit £ 60°C) and nematic T =50°C) phases of 1S-8200,

in the direction parallelX) and perpendiculary() to the overall directon,. The bottom
curve represents apparent MSD of a particle glagtié cell substrate. Cell thickness 50
pm. (B) Velocity autocorrelation function for the tangely anchored sphere moving
parallel ton, and(C) perpendicular ta\,. (D) The same for the isotropic phase. Dashed
lines in(A) are least-square fits.
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Fig. S6. MSD vs time lag dependencies for differesamples.MSD versus time lag for

five silica spheres of diametes um in five different cells (all of thickness 50 pm).

Normal surface anchoring. The particles are diffgan the nematic{ =50°C) phase of
IS-8200. The MSD is measured in the directions |[@réA) and perpendiculaB( to the
director.

19



~J
o

< increasing voltage o
6oL © decreasing voltage N %]
= T
: 50_ &
; [ 30 V,
8 a0t &3
= 9
whd
‘w 30+ 220
=
20 - £
IS i = itnee ST
= 2 3 4 5 6 [ 8
10 | Voitage (V)
-5 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Voltage (V)
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Fig. S9. Scaling of relaxation time of bend defornmtan. Relaxation time versus cell
thickness. 1S-8200 in a homeotropic cell.
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Fig. S10. Relaxation time of twist deformation in 1S-8200. Dynamics of light
transmittance for a relaxation of twist deformatit®-8200 in a planar cell of thickness
50 um. Crossed polarizers.
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Fig. S11.MSDs and velocity autocorrelation functions of nornally anchored silica
sphere of diameter 5um diffusing in 5CB. (A) MSD vs time lag for colloidal particles
(diameter5 pm) diffusing in 5CB, in the directions parallek) and perpendiculary) to
the director. The bottom curve represents appa#®D of immobilized particles in
nematic phase. Cell thicknes® um . (B) Correlation function for the normally anchored

sphere moving in the nematic parallel and) (perpendicular to the directorD)
Correlation function for the isotropic phase of 5CB
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Fig. S12.MSDs and velocity autocorrelation functions of tangntially anchored silica
spheres diffusing in DSCG(A) MSD vs time lag for colloidal particles (diame&pm)

diffusing in DSCG, in the directions parallex and perpendiculary) to the overall
director. The bottom curve represents apparent MBDmmobilized particles in the
nematic phase. Cell thickness 50 pm. InW(r)> for nematic @2° C) and isotropic (
40° C) phase. B) Correlation function for the normally anchorechege moving in the

nematic parallel to the overal director a@j perpendicular to it.0§) Correlation function
for the isotropic phase of DSCG.
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Fig. S13. MSD vs time lag for 5 pm silica sphere ¢nmal anchoring) diffusing in IS-
8200. (A) normal regime, (B) subdiffusive regime; (C) supusive regime; D) the
same data for all three regimes plotted as a sSM@P vs. time lag dependence in log-log
coordinates. Solid lines inA(C) are power law fits. The two bottom curves i) (
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Fig. S15. MSD vs time lag for 5 um silica sphere fflusing in lyotropic chromonic
liquid crystal DSCG.
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Fig. S16. Probability distribution of particle displacement perpendicular to the

director n,, for different time lags, 1 s, 8 s, 30 s5umsilica sphere in 1S-8200,
perpendicular anchoringl =50°C. The solid lines are Gaussian fits. The dataiobta
from a sample of 200,000 single particle’s trajectieps.
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Supporting table

Table S1. Physical properties of nematic liquid crgtal 1S-8200
Birefringence,An (1 =510 nn) 0.0015
Dielectric anisotropyA& -1.5
Rotational viscosity y, 2478 mPa
Phase diagram CcrOf8- NO PA%5- |
for different diffusion regimes for d =5 um silica

1o

Table S2. Characteristic times andy
spheres of the different anchoring conditions dispsed in 1S-8200

Type of director orientation Superdiffusion Subdiffusion
around the sphere [l 0 [l 0
Dipolar structure, a,=1.2 a,=1.3 a,=0.4 a,=03
normal anchoring 7l,=6.9s r,=42s | 14,=31.2s | 7,,=219s
ol =14.1s| M9 =9.7s
Quadrupolar structure, a,=1.2 a,=1.3 a,=0.3 a,=03
tangential anchoring l=41s | 1,=102s | 7,,7293s | 1,,=42.7s
=137 5| M9=25.2's
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