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Abstract

When particles are deposited at a fluid interface they tend to aggregate by capillary attraction
to minimize the overall potential energy of the system. In this work, we embed floating millimetric
disks with permanent magnets to introduce a competing repulsion effect and study their pattern
formation in equilibrium. The pairwise energy landscape of two disks is described by a short-
range attraction and long-range repulsion (SALR) interaction potential, previously documented
in a number of microscopic systems. Such competing interactions enable a variety of pairwise
equilibrium states, including the possibility of a local minimum energy corresponding to a finite disk
spacing. Two-dimensional (2D) experiments and simulations in confined geometries demonstrate
that as the areal packing fraction is increased, the dilute repulsion-dominated lattice state becomes
unstable to the spontaneous formation of localized clusters, which eventually merge into a system-
spanning striped pattern. Finally, we demonstrate that the equilibrium pattern can be externally
manipulated by the application of a supplemental vertical magnetic force that remotely enhances

the effective capillary attraction.
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INTRODUCTION

Self-assembly is the spontaneous formation of organized structures or patterns that are
governed by interactions between the individual constituents of a system [I]. Methods for
controlling self-assembly at the microscale often focus on tuning the interactions between the
constituents of the system through internal [2H4] or external means [5H7]. Mathematically
their interactions can be described by a pair interaction potential, which represents the work
required to bring a pair of isolated particles from infinite separation to a finite distance apart
[8]. In many cases, interaction potentials are composed of competing attractive and repulsive
forces, with their relative strength and extent defining the possible structures achievable in
the self-assembly of soft materials [9]. One class of competing interactions are defined by
short-range attraction and long-range repulsion (SALR) forces, and have been documented
for proteins in low-salinity solutions [I0H12] and charged or magnetic colloidal particles in
suspension [I3HI5], among others. SALR interaction potentials are sometimes referred to
as mermazid potentials due to the “attractive head” and “repulsive tail” constituting their
energy landscape [16]. Overall, laboratory investigations of SALR systems are typically
reserved to the microscale. In the present work, we realize a complementary macroscopic
2D SALR system that can be used to probe the fundamentals of equilibrium self-assembly

in an accessible tabletop platform.

In general, short-range attraction favors particle clustering while long-range repulsion
inhibits gelation [I7HI9], and large systems of particles often arrange into liquid-like states
composed of finite equilibrium clusters [I8] 20} 21]. The patterns observed for such micro-
scopic systems of particles primarily depend on the particle packing fraction and system
temperature [21H23]. Regardless of the physical origin of such competing forces in a system
of SALR particles, different structures can be predicted using models that apply techniques
such as molecular dynamics [24-26] or Monte Carlo methods [27, 2§].

While commonly used to characterize interactions at the microscale, pairwise interac-
tion potentials are relevant at all scales — for instance, the interaction of celestial bodies
can be described by a pairwise gravitational potential. Of relevance to the present study,
two bodies resting at a mutual fluid interface can be described by an interaction poten-
tial considering the gravitational and surface energy of the system. Identical axisymmetric

particles tend to attract one another to minimize the total energy anomaly introduced by



their presence, an effect often referred to as capillary attraction [29] or the “Cheerios effect”
[30]. This phenomenon has been theoretically rationalized in various studies [29-36], and
experimentally measured at both the microscopic [37-H39] and macroscopic scales [40, [41].
Capillary attraction between floating objects is a fundamental problem with relevance to
applications involving self-assembly at fluid interfaces in natural systems [42H45] and labo-
ratory settings [46H48]. To prevent complete particle aggregation under capillary attraction,
prior works have introduced repulsive magnetic dipole-dipole interactions through the appli-
cation of an external magnetic field [49H52]. However, previous work at the macroscale has
predominantly focused on short-range effects, with limited attention to the consequences
of the relative long-range nature of the magnetic repulsion [50]. Furthermore, the region
of approximately uniform magnetic field in the Helmholtz coil geometry used in the prior
experiments sets practical limits on the number of particles and the size of the domain that
can be considered.

In this work, floating millimetric disks are embedded with permanent magnetic dipoles
giving rise to a tunable SALR interaction potential. We isolate the possible pairwise equi-
librium states in this macroscopic magnetocapillary SALR system through a combination
of experiment and mathematical modeling, with the full landscape captured by two non-
dimensional parameters. After establishing the pairwise interaction landscape, we investi-
gate the pattern formation of our magnetocapillary disks experimentally and numerically
under varying packing fractions. We finally demonstrate external control of the self-assembly
process in our magnetocapillary system by adjusting the capillary attraction strength re-

motely.

RESULTS

We systematically investigate the pairwise energy potential defined by capillary attraction
and magnetic repulsion. We cast millimetric silicone-based hydrophobic disks of radius a
and mass m, and embed each with a vertically polarized cylindrical magnet of magnetic
moment M in its center. We gently deposit a magnetocapillary disk on the surface of a
water-glycerol mixture followed by a second disk with distance [ from the first disk as shown
in Fig. [[a). A complete description of the fabrication process for the magnetocapillary disks
and fluid details are provided in the Methods section. Because the disks are hydrophobic,
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FIG. 1. Experimental setup and regimes of the magnetocapillary interaction potential.
(a) Schematics of two magnetocapillary disks of radius a and mass m each embedded with a small
permanent magnet of magnetic dipole M. (b) In certain parameters regimes, two magnetocapillary
disks find an equilibrium state defined by a finite spacing. The scale bar indicates 2 mm. (c)
Sample magnetocapillary pairwise interaction potentials U, versus interdisk spacing [. The three
characteristic regimes are shown here (corresponding to the sequel snapshots in the inset): the
locally attractive or Cheerios (red) regime, the mermaid (violet) regime, and the fully repulsive
(blue) regime. For all three cases a = 3 mm and M = 9 A-cm? with increasing masses of m; = 0.080
g, mo = 0.092 g, and m3 = 0.11 g, respectively. Note that if the disks are started sufficiently far
apart, they will always repel, as the magnetic repulsion decays at a slower rate than the capillary
attraction. (d) Interaction potential for the sample mermaid regime. Inset: experiment shows that

when the mean spacing in an annular 1D array drops below [, disks begin to spontaneously pair.

each disk rests in equilibrium on the fluid surface under capillary flotation [53] with the
contact line pinned along the sharp bottom edge. In the absence of magnetic effects, two
disks are fully attracted to each other under the Cheerios effect [30]. Although an exact
analytical formula is not available for the capillary attraction force between finite disks, it
has been shown through experiments, simulation, and scaling that the capillary attraction

force between them can be well approximated by a decaying exponential of the form [41]

F.=—Fye Vg (1)

Here, é; denotes the unit vector in the radial direction away from the adjacent disk, and
l. = \/7/pmg denotes the capillary length where v and p,, denote water-glycerol surface

tension and density, respectively. /. takes a fixed value of 2.4 mm for our experiments
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corresponding to the choice of working fluid. Fj is the characteristic attractive force found

to be 2(mg)%a'/?/ (WQVEE/Q[(CL/EC)Q + 2a/€c]2> for circular disks at the capillary scale (i.e.

a 2 1.) [41]. The exponential form is reminiscent of the shape of a 2D meniscus determined

by the linearized Young-Laplace equation [54]. Since the magnet size is negligible compared

to the disk center-to-center spacing (2a + [), the magnets can be considered point dipoles
with the repulsive magnetic force approximated as
2

- % o, (2)

where 1 denotes the permeability of free space [55]. The total pairwise interaction force

is denoted by F, = F,, + F.. Defining U,, as the magnetic energy potential, and U, as

the capillary energy potential where F,, = —VU,, and F. = —VU,, the magnetocapillary
interaction can also be expressed as an interaction potential U, = Uy, + U, defined as

fro M?
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As evident in Eq. (3), |Fuw| decays algebraically with [ while |F.| decays exponentially.
Depending on the input parameters, F, can have 0, 1, or 2 roots (equilibria) for the physically
relevant regime [ > 0. As a result, three characteristically different interaction regimes
emerge. If F (I =0) < 0 (i.e. locally attractive), then there is only 1 root, and it represents
an unstable equilibrium at [, where the interaction switches from attractive to repulsive,
and is a consequence of the different decay properties of the two functions. Hence, the
disks either repel each other for [ > [.., or collapse into each other for [ < [.,. We refer to
this regime as the Cheerios regime, since it features the local (complete) collapse behavior
characteristic of the Cheerios effect [30]. Figure[lj(c) shows U, as a function of [ for a sample
Cheerios regime with the solid red line.

If F,(1 =0) > 0 (i.e. locally repulsive), F,, can have either 0, or 2 roots for [ > 0. The
former is referred to as the fully repulsive regime, and an example is represented by the solid
blue line in Fig. (c) When F, has 2 roots, the first root, leq, is a stable equilibrium point,
while the second root, I, is an unstable equilibrium point with example as the purple solid
lines in Figs. [Ifc) and[1{d). Under such a scenario, lo, represents a potential well, where the
two disks will reach equilibrium at a finite spacing as shown experimentally in Figs. (b)
and [IJ(c) inset. We refer to this regime as the mermaid regime since it presents a SALR

system most reminiscent of the SALR systems previously realized at the colloidal scale [16].
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Note that the Cheerios regime also formally represents a SALR regime, but the presence of
static friction due to the possibility of physical contact between the disks renders exploration
of pattern formation less predictable and reproducible. In the mermaid regime, a pair of
disks repel each other if they are positioned [ > I, apart, but fall into | = loq if [ < l,. The
experimental realizations shown in Figure (C) show that for a single disk size and magnetic
strength, the three regimes can be accessed by gradually increasing the disk mass, therein
increasing the strength of the capillary attraction alone, effectively moving from the fully
repulsive to mermaid to Cheerios regimes.

Figure (d) inset images show a segment of a 1D array of magnetocapillary mermaid
disks confined in an annular channel of width 15 mm with the corresponding pairwise energy
potential presented in Fig. (d) Under low packing fractions, the disks are all positioned
above the [, threshold, securely in the repulsive tail of the energy potential. Given the
channel’s central radius, R, and the number of magnetocapillary mermaid disks, /V, the mean
distance between the disks, s, can be estimated as (2r R—2Na)/N. For the magnetocapillary
mermaid regime demonstrated in Fig. [I[d), l, = 7.5 mm. As shown in Fig. [I[(d) inset,
when R =6 cm and a = 6 mm, for N = 19 the disks are spaced uniformly with anticipated
s = 7.8 mm. However, by adding one more disk to the channel (i.e. N = 20), the anticipated
spacing under uniform distribution is 6.8 mm, now lower than [.,. Under this scenario, the
new disk pairs up with the closest disk at the equilibrium spacing position (Fig. [I[d) inset),
breaking the symmetry of the original 1D crystalline pattern.

We fabricated disks with different radius (a), mass (m), and magnetic moment (M) to
more exhaustively verify our magnetocapillary potential model, and identify the limits of
the various interaction regimes. To facilitate this exploration, we first normalize F, by the
characteristic capillary force Fj, and the disk spacing [ by the disk diameter 2a. Hence, we
arrive at a nondimensional interaction force

Fr= M(I" +1)74 — ¢72/Bol, (4)
where the asterisks denote the nondimensionalized force and spacings. Two non-dimensional
parameters emerge that govern the interaction: the gravitational Bond number Bo = (a/{,)?
that represents the strength of gravity to capillary forces, and a magnetocapillary number
M = 3ugM?/64ma* Fy that represents the ratio between the magnetic and capillary forces,

in a similar spirit to prior work [50] but adapted to our larger length scales.
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FIG. 2. Magnetocapillary interactions. (a) The phase diagram for different regimes as a
function of capillary Bond number Bo and magnetocapillary number M. The left triangles (<)
show the Cheerios regime, the right triangles (>) show the repulsive regime, and the circles (o)
show the mermaid regime, as observed in the experiments. The symbol sizes correspond to three
disk sizes, a = 2.5 mm, ¢ = 3 mm, and a = 3.5 mm, hence three different Bo in ascending order.
The phase diagram is color coded based on g, computed from the model, while the circles are color
coded based on [g, value measured in the experiments. The symbols with solid outlines represent
magnets with M = 9 A-cm? while the dashed-line outlined symbols represent disks with permanent
magnets of M = 2.25 A-cm?. While Bo is only varied by a in our experiments, M is varied with
a, m, and M. The dashed lines indicate the model prediction for boundaries between different
regimes. The dimensional parameters and equilibrium spacing for each experiment is provided
in the supplemental material. (b) The equilibrium configuration in experiment for fully repulsive
disks with M = 2.1, Bo = 1.52, and ¢ = 0.1425 (¢ = 3 mm, m = 0.073 g, M = 9 A-cm™2,
R =6 cm, N =57). (c¢) The equilibrium configuration in the experiments for mermaid disks with
M =122 Bo = 1.52, and ¢ = 0.1425 (a = 3 mm, m = 0.092 g, M = 9 A-ecm™2, R = 6 cm,
N =57).

We find the roots of F, for I* > 0 and varying Bo and M. For Bo < 4 three possible
states exist, which we delineate by the number of roots satisfying (* > 0. The transition

between 0 roots to 2 roots marks the boundary between the fully repulsive regime and the

mermaid regime, and is demarcated by the curve M = %6_2”30_4. The transition from

2 roots to 1 root marks the boundary between the mermaid and Cheerios regimes and is
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demarcated by M = 1. These predictions are summarized in Figure (a) by the dashed
lines, showing that the mermaid regime is only possible in a finite range of parameter space.
The color spectrum indicates the predicted equilibrium spacing distance [%, (when finite).
At Bo =4, M =1, a triple point is predicted to exist between the three phases, and above
Bo > 4 the mermaid regime is predicted to vanish entirely. For Bo > 4, only the Cheerios
and fully repulsive regimes exists, switching over at M = 1.

The root corresponding to the inevitable transition to long-range repulsion (1) can be

found analytically, and is given by

2
v Bo

Here, W, represents the k-th branch of the Lambert W function, and its argument
©(M,Bo) = —%efﬁ/? As described above, [, is a positive finite value in both

W_1(6(M, Bo)) — 1. (5)

* J—
lcr__

the Cheerios and mermaid regimes. Furthermore, the second root (I7,) can be expressed as

= == (O(M.Bo)) ~ 1. (6)
and takes a finite positive value only in the mermaid regime. For M < 1 (i.e. in the Chee-
rios regime) the value of (I¥.) becomes negative, corresponding to a physically inaccessible
equilibrium location inside the disk. Steric contact forces between the disks thus balance
the residual local attraction in this regime, with the disks in solid contact with one another.
More details regarding exact solutions for the equilibrium points and phase boundaries can
be found in the supplementary material.

The overlaid points on Figure (a) show the experimentally observed interaction regime
under different combinations of parameters. The experimental points in the mermaid regime
are similarly color coded by their measured equilibrium spacing. Complete details of the
parameters associated with each experimental symbol are presented in the supplemental
material. The model prediction for both the extent of the mermaid regime and the measured
leq value are in very good agreement with the experimental data, validating the accuracy of
our magnetocapillary SALR interaction model. Further quantitative comparison of [, for
the controlled parameters is provided in the supplemental material.

We perform 2D experiments to investigate how the pairwise interactions in magnetocap-
illary disks scale up in larger collections under the various regimes presented in Fig. (a). A

circular confinement corral is filled with a water-glycerol mixture, and has a 1.5 cm opening



connected to a smaller bath where the disks are deposited and individually directed toward
the main confinement. The pattern is allowed to stabilize before the next disk is introduced.
The confinement corral is slightly underfilled, so the border meniscus acts as a non-steric
repulsive barrier. We control the magnetocapillary disks areal packing fraction ¢ = Na?/R?,
where N denotes the number of disks in a circular 2D confinement, and R = 6 cm denotes
the confinement radius. In the absence of magnets, the disks collapse into a single granular
raft under unimpeded capillary attraction [56]. As shown in Fig. 2b), fully repulsive disks
with @ = 3 mm, m = 0.073 g, and M = 9 A-cem™? (M = 2.1 and Bo = 1.52) exhibit a
hexagonal crystal lattice at ¢ = 0.1425. However, as shown in Fig. (c) mermaid disks of
the same size and same magnet dipole strength with slightly higher mass at m = 0.092 g (M
= 1.22 and Bo = 1.52) form clusters at ¢ = 0.1425. Due to confinement effects, disks first
begin pairing along the boundary. We use the pairwise interaction potential provided in Eq.
to perform an N-body simulation on a confined 2D system of N magnetocapillary disks.
In addition, a localized confining potential models the boundary of the fluid container. The

overdamped equation of motion for each disk 7 is

pu(mra)
H

X; = Feonfining,i + Z (Feij + Frij) s (7)
J#
where x; denotes the position vector for disk ¢ with respect to the center of the circular con-
finement, the dot represents the derivative with respect to time, and H and u are the liquid
bath depth and viscosity, respectively. The confining force, Fconfining = —V Uconfining, 15 as-
sumed to be governed by a confining potential of form Ueonfining (1) = 5 [1 + tanh (%)] .
Although the exact functional form is not important here, the form used is chosen to pro-
vide a repulsive barrier that decays away from the system boundary over the capillary length
scale, capturing the influence of the repulsive meniscus barrier in a fluid container. Here, r
denotes the radial distance from the disks center to the center of the circular confinement,
R denotes the confinement radius, and « is a constant corresponding to the depth of the
potential well tuned to be sufficiently large to prevent particles from escaping the corral.
The initial positions of the disks are sampled from a uniform distribution with resampling
occurring in the case of disk-disk overlap. The positions of all disks are then evolved in
time as 2N first-order ODEs according to Eq. The ode45 solver in MATLAB is used

to iterate the system of ordinary differential equations. The underdamped version of Eq.
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(i.e. 4N equations) gives indistinguishable results for the equilibrium state, justifying the
overdamped simplification for our particular exploration.

To further study the equilibrium pattern formation of the magnetocapillary disks in the
mermaid regime, we perform 2D experiments and simulations under different areal packing
fractions ¢. As shown in Fig. [3[a) top row for a < R, the system exhibits a hexagonal
lattice state at ¢ = 0.05. As we increase ¢ in 0.05 increments, the magnetocapillary mermaid
disks begin pairing spontaneously, with clusters forming at ¢ = 0.1 and 0.15. At ¢ = 0.2
the system shows stripe patterns until transitioning to labyrinths at ¢ = 0.25. Figure (a)
bottom row shows the simulation results under confinement for the same physical parameters
as in the experiments while varying ¢, with good agreement. To explore any influence of
geometrical confinement on the pattern formation (a practical necessity in experiment),
simulations are also completed with periodic boundary conditions in a large square domain
(17 cm x 17 cm) that is 2.5 times larger than the confinement area in the experiments.
As shown in Fig. [J(b), similar patterns and transitions arise, albeit with more spatial
homogeneity due to the absence of a true border.

To quantitatively characterize the simulated patterns in 2D, we construct a radial distri-
bution function (RDF) [57]. The RDF for disk i, g;(r), is given by g;(1) = K; jrryar /(277 AT)
where K; [, ,4a, denotes the number of disks located at a distance of r to r + Ar from disk
i. We can then obtain the average RDF for the entire system as g(r) = + va gi(r). To
characterize the system’s phase under the mermaid potential, we average g(r) over 25 in-
dependent simulations for each ¢ in a square domain of 17 cm x 17 cm with periodic
boundary conditions. Figure [3|c) shows the average RDF g(r) as a function of the distance
from the disks normalized by the equilibrium distance between two isolated disks, namely
I = (14 2a)/(leq + 2a). As indicated in Fig. (c), g(r) is small at ¢ = 0.05 for [ < 2, with a
maximum at [ ~ 3.1 which is the characteristic spacing in the hexagonal lattice formation
for this packing fraction. For ¢ = 0.1, the strongest peak emerges at [ ~ 1 indicative of the
magnetocapillary mermaid stable equilibrium state and the appearance of clustering. With
increasing ¢, the clusters coalesce into longer chains of disks, hence, more peaks appear at
integer multiples of [ = 1. The stripe and labyrinth phase exhibit similar RDFs [57]. These
phases undergo a topological transition and could potentially be distinguished by alternative

metrics, such as the corresponding Betti numbers or average pore size.

We further aim to showcase the tunability of our macroscopic system by manipulating the
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FIG. 3. 2D pattern formation in the magnetocapillary mermaid regime. (a) Patterns
formed by magnetocapillary mermaid disks with M = 1.22 and Bo = 1.52 (¢ = 3 mm, M =9
A-cm™2, m = 0.092 g) for varying areal packing fraction, ¢. The confinement radius R is 6 cm.
The top row illustrates the experimental snapshots starting from the hexagonal lattice state to
clusters, stripes, and labyrinths. The bottom row shows sample model results color coded based on
corresponding ¢ values in the experiments. The black scale bar shows 2 cm. (b) Simulation results
of mermaid disks with the same parameters as (a) in a large square domain of 17 cm X 17 cm with
a periodic boundary condition for varying packing fraction, ¢. (c) The average radial distribution
function RDF, g(r), from the periodic boundary condition simulations in a square domain of 17
cm x 17 cm as a function of [ averaged over 25 independent simulations for varying ¢. The error

bars indicate one standard deviation of the simulation results.

11



(a) - —> mermaid
= =

u
v

2
%)

mermaid

<+

FIG. 4. External control of equilibrium pattern. (a) When a magnetic strip is placed
below the bath, the disks are pulled downwards, increasing the capillary attraction force. If tuned
correctly, fully repulsive disks can transition to mermaid disks under this additional force. (b)
leq as a function of m from the magnetocapillary model for a = 2.5 mm, and M = 9 A-cm?.
The dashed-line shows the physical value of m while the dotted dashed-line shows the effective m
after applying the external magnetic force based on the loq value extracted from the experiments
shown in the inset. (c¢) The hexagonal lattice state (on the left) transitions to the striped pattern
(right) by adding the magnetic strip below the bath for disks with ¢ = 2.5 mm, M = 9 A-cm?,
and m = 0.09 g (Bo = 1.05, M=3.5) and ¢ = 0.18. The scale bar indicates 2 cm. (d) Sample
magnetocapillary simulations for @ = 2.5 mm, and M = 9 A-cm? showing phase transition from
hexagonal lattice to stripes when m changes from 0.09 g to 0.115 g (Bo = 1.05 with M decreasing
from 3.5 to 1.9) for ¢ = 0.18.
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system phase remotely. We place a large magnetic sheet below the bath approximately 7 mm
below the free surface as depicted in Fig. (a). A pair of magnetocapillary disks with a = 2.5
mm, m = 0.09 g, and M = 9 A-cm? (Bo=1.05, M=3.5) show fully repulsive behavior as
shown in Fig. (b) inset. However, as we place the magnetic strip below the bath, the disks
are pulled down by the applied vertical magnetic force between the embedded magnets and
the magnetic sheet resulting in a larger depression of the meniscus surrounding the disks,
and hence a larger capillary force between the disks as illustrated in Fig. (a). This force
increase is such that the fully repulsive disks in Fig. (b) transition to the mermaid regime
and fall into the potential well configuration.

In the absence of a detailed characterization of the magnetic sheet, the increase in the
capillary force is modeled by replacing the mass of the disk with an effective (greater)
mass that yields the equilibrium spacing experimentally measured in a two-disk experiment
under the additional uniform vertical magnetic force. From the experimental [, under the
magnetic strip, we find the effective mass that yields the same lo, using the model. Figure
Hi(b) shows the model solution with the solid line for loq versus m for @ = 2.5 mm, and M =9
A-cm?. The dashed line shows the disks original mass (0.09 g), and the dotted dashed line
shows the effective mass (0.115 g) corresponding to lo; = 2.6 mm from the experimental
inset. Therefore, we can model the system before and after adding the external magnetic
strip by changing m from 0.09 g to 0.115 g in the magnetocapillary potential. Figures (c)
and (d) show a 2D system of fully repulsive disks with the same disk parameters from
experiments and simulations, respectively, for ¢ = 0.18. The disks form a hexagonal lattice
away from the boundary until the external magnetic strip is placed beneath, upon which the
system immediately transitions to a stripe state. A video of this process is included with
the supplementary material. As shown in Figs. [4(c) and [4fd), the simulation results with

the effective mass is in good qualitative agreement with the experiments.

CONCLUSION

In summary, we have demonstrated that the competing interactions between the attrac-
tive capillary force and the repulsive magnetic force can result in a macroscopic SALR poten-
tial with rich self-assembly phenomenology reminiscent of colloidal SALR suspensions [58-

61]. We have developed a magnetocapillary potential model defined by two non-dimensional
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parameters that rationalizes the pairwise interaction between the magnetocapillary disks,
and reproduces different phases of pattern formation for varying packing fractions. In addi-
tion, we have showed that by manipulating the capillary force, we can control the patterns
externally. The current magnetocapillary SALR system provides an accessible playground
for investigating analogous aspects of colloidal SALR systems where experiments are more
challenging or expensive, and could also be used in pedagogy when introducing modern
topics in self-assembly. To further establish connections with colloidal-scale SALR systems,
future studies will explore simulating the effect of thermal fluctuations and Brownian motion

via the addition of supercritical chaotic Faraday waves [62], 63].

METHODS

The disks were fabricated using OOMOO 30 which is a silicone rubber compound com-
prised of part A and part B that should be mixed 1:1 in volume or 10:13 in weight, respec-
tively [64]. The density of the mixed compound under this scenario was 1.34 + 0.02 g-cc™.
We mixed 30 milliliters of part A and 30 milliliters of part B for 30 seconds by hand with a
wooden craft stick. We then poured the compound into a 3D-printed mold that was printed
using a Formlabs Form 2 resin printer. After pouring the compound into the mold, the mold
was placed in a small vacuum chamber and degassed for 5 minutes to extract air bubbles
trapped inside the mold. Next, we scraped the surface of the mold using a blade to make
a smooth and balanced surface on the mold. The compound cured inside the mold for at
least 6 hours in room temperature. We then used a compressed air nozzle to remove the
disks from the mold.

In order to robustly achieve a smooth and axisymmetric three-phase contact line when
depositing disks, we designed the molds with a thin lip around the disks edge that was 0.25
mm high and 0.25 mm thick. We also cast a cylindrical recession in the center of the disk
for placing magnets. We used Neodymium 50 magnets (Supermagnetman) of 1 mm height
and two different diameters of 0.5 mm and 1 mm (corresponding to M = 2.25 A-cm? and
M =9 A-cm?, respectively). To place a magnet inside a disk, we used the south pole of a
permanent magnet underneath the disks to get a magnet inside the hole. We then removed

the permanent magnet while manually holding the installed magnet in the disk.

For the working fluid, we used a mixture of water-glycerol with density, p, = 1139.0+0.3
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kg-m™3, measured with a density meter (Anton Paar DMA 35A), surface tension, v = 0.068
4+ 0.001 N-m~!, and dynamic viscosity, p = 0.008340.0004 N-s-m~2 [65]. The fluid is gently
poured into a circular confinement corral made from laser-cut acrylic sheets of thickness 6

mm to a depth of H =5 mm.
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