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Abstract

A simple model of fluid whose constituent particles interact via a short range attractive and long
range repulsive potential is used to model the aggregation into large spherical-like clusters made up
of hundreds of particles. The model can be thought of as a simplistic representation of membrane-
less organelles or a straightforward rendition of colloid flocculation into large spherical aggregates.
We illustrate how temperature and particle density influence the cluster size distribution and affect
inter- and intra-cluster dynamics. The system is shown to exhibit two well separated length and
time scales, which can be tuned by the balance between repulsive and attractive forces. Interest-
ingly, cluster aggregates at moderate/low temperatures approach cluster glassy phases whereas the
clusters itself are liquid droplets. These states present a strong suppression of density fluctuations
for a significant range of relatively large wavelengths, meeting the criterion of effective disordered

hyperuniform materials.



I. INTRODUCTION

Spontaneous pattern formation and self-limiting association can be deemed a key phe-
nomenon both in soft matter and biological physics[1]. In the former, colloidal suspensions
are characteristic examples in which a variety of patterns have been identified in systems as
disparate as amphiphilics[2], or proteins, such as lysozime[3] or antibodies[4] (see Kovalchuk
and coworkers[5] and references therein for a more comprehensive review of experimental
examples). As a particularly interesting illustration of self-limiting aggregates, recently
Sweatman and Lue [6] have argued that the formation of giant clusters due to the compe-
tition between attractive and repulsive interactions might well be behind the condensation
of proteins/nucleic acids into membraneless organelles (MLOs) within the nuclei of eukary-
otic cells [7]. This is an alternative view to the “traditional” liquid-liquid phase separation

picture that is common among the structural biology community|8].

As to pattern formation in soft matter systems, there is a growing interest on this sub-
ject, in particular for the possibilities that non-templated thermodynamically controlled
nano-patterning[9-11] offers in the field of nanotechnology. In this connection, simple mod-
els that exhibit short range attraction and long range repulsion (SALR), [12, 13] have shown
to be able to reproduce the experimental behavior in great detail. In the pioneering work of
Andelman and coworkers it was predicted by means of a mean field theory that, for a suffi-
ciently large amplitude of repulsive interactions, modulated cluster phases will emerge[14].
The central role of attraction/repulsion competition in the build-up of globular (MLO-like)
bubble cluster, and ordered modulated phases or bicontinuous percolating clusters that span
up to macroscopic sizes, has been known for more than three decades[13]. The shape and size
of the clusters and their spatial organization is directly determined by the balance between
attractive and repulsive forces, as shown by the ground state calculations of Mossa et al.[15].
Obviously, thermodynamic conditions (density and temperature/pressure) play a key role
as well. Recently Liu and Xi [16] proposed a classification of SALR potentials in terms of
the ratio between repulsive and attractive forces and particle size. Thus SALR potential are
classified into type-I (range of the attraction is less than 20% of the particle size, and range
of the repulsion is a fraction of the particle size), type-1I (range of the attraction less than
20% of the particle size, range of repulsion is comparable or larger than particle size) and

type-11I (range of attraction beyond 20% of particle size and range of repulsion as in type
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IT). In Ref. [16] it was shown that these three classes of interactions lead to specific features
as to their phase behavior and cluster morphology.

The phase behavior of SALR systems has been dealt with extensively using theoretical
[14, 17-21] and simulation approaches [22-24]. A more comprehensive summary of rele-
vant contributions in this connection can be found in recent review works [16, 25, 26]. It
should be stressed that in all these instances, the long range repulsive component of the
interaction is essential for the self-limitation of the aggregation process, preempting conden-
sation/demixing transitions. The latter would drive the system towards spatially separate
macroscopic phases[24] instead of the microstructuring induced by clustering.

It is worth mentioning that other alternative approaches can explain self-limitation in
aggregation processes as well. Such is the case, for instance, when the presence of specific
interactions in mixtures limits the growth of the aggregate due the saturation of bonding sites
by one of the components|27], in parallel with the chain termination in radical polymerization
reactions.

Finally, as stated by Klix and coworkers [23] SALR systems are intrinsically frustrated,
and this also affects their dynamics, which is mostly controlled either by mesoscopic order
or by metastable disorder[23]. These authors actually identify three dynamically arrested
phases in their SALR model with long range electrostatic repulsions: a Wigner glass (mod-
erate packing fraction/weak attractive interactions), a cluster glassy state (low packing
fraction, strong attractive interactions), and a percolating gel phase (high packing frac-
tion/strong attractive interactions). The possibility of the existence of a Wigner glass phase
in disordered systems with long range electrostatic interactions was first postulated by Bose
and Wilke using mode coupling theory[28]. Dawson et al [29] further analyzed in detail
the possibility of dynamically arrested states in colloids stemming from either attractive or
repulsive forces, whose ratio, as Klix et al. [23] have shown, controls both the type of dy-
namics and topology of the glassy states. Experimental evidence of colloidal glassy states is
extensive and, for instance, numerous examples can be found in the review chapter by Weitz
[30]. These glassy states are particularly interesting from the technological standpoint, since
they provide an avenue to manufacture a wide range of solid-like materials starting from
colloidal solutions.

In this article we will revisit a particularly simple model of SALR system that can yield

all types of cluster phases, and which was explored in some detail two decades ago by Im-



perio and Reatto [31-34]. The model, in which both attractive and repulsive interactions
are simple exponentials, i.e. Kac interactions[35], was initially introduced in this context
by Sear and coworkers[9] to account for the spontaneous patterning of quantum dots at the
air-water interface. Later, Archer and coworkers [14, 22] used density functional theory and
extensive Monte Carlo simulations to explore its phase behavior and map its corresponding
phase diagram. Integral equations have also been applied to study this SALR potential in
the homogeneous region [20]. In the comprehensive work of Archer and Wilding [22], in
addition to the vapor-liquid transition, two first order transitions were identified depending
on the packing fraction. Namely, a phase change at high dilution between a vapor and
a fluid of liquid-like spherical clusters (globular cluster phase), and another transition be-
tween a liquid and fluid of spherical voids (bubble cluster phase). In this paper we will focus
solely on the first instance. Interestingly, the same Kac-potential model was later used by
Meyra and coworkers [36, 37] to explain the formation of vegetation patterns in environ-
ments with limited resources. This illustrates how SALR effective interactions can provide
a qualitative (and even quantitative) explanation for spontaneous patterning over various
orders of magnitude in the spatial (and to some extent temporal) dimension. In addition
to the aforementioned studies in the bulk, Bores et al. [38, 39] also performed simulations
and theoretical studies on the influence of confinement in disordered media on the pattern
formation for the same SALR model. As mentioned, of all the possible cluster phases we
will address the formation of the low density globular cluster phase, with an interaction and
thermodynamics conditions tuned to yield relatively large clusters. These could actually
represent a crude model of MLOs. Using large scale simulations we have analyzed the clus-
ter size distributions, the intercluster and intracluster microscopic structure and dynamics
illustrating their dependence on the thermodynamics conditions. The presence of two well

separated spatial and temporal scales will be made evident.

As a consequence of the long range of the net inter-cluster interactions and relatively
large attractive interparticle interaction (a type-III SALR potential), at the lowest tem-
perature/highest density studied, clusters end-up in the vicinity of a dynamically arrested
state, which falls into the class of a cluster glassy phase[23]. This is apparent from the small
magnitude of both particle and the cluster diffusivities, as well as in the small frequency
behavior of the frequency spectrum. Moreover, in these conditions, the second peak of the

cluster-cluster pair distribution function exhibits a splitting which is a characteristic feature
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FIG. 1. Left) SALR interaction potential as described by Eq. (3). Right) Average intercluster
potential (solid curves) and cluster-particle potential (dashed curves), computed assuming an uni-

form average cluster density and spherical cluster radii.

of dense amorphous materials (e.g metallic glasses [40]). We will see that the intercluster
structure factor displays a strong attenuation of density fluctuations for a significant region
of small wavenumbers. The system presents characteristics of a stealthy disordered hyper-
uniform material[41-43], i.e. due to the significant suppression of density fluctuations for a
certain region of large wavelengths, the material becomes to some extent “invisible” to the
corresponding radiation probes. The presence of an additional region with some attenuation
for much shorter wavelengths (reflecting intracluster correlations) indicates that, to a smaller
degree, it might be possible to have some sort of “stealthiness” for higher frequencies. This

might have important implications in the field of optics and materials science.

The rest of the paper is sketched as follows. In the next section we will describe the SALR
model and the simulation conditions. The single cluster structure (cluster size distributions,
density profiles, average life times) and dynamics will be reviewed in Section IV. Two-particle
and intercluster correlations are commented upon in Section V. The article is closed with a

summary of our most relevant conclusions and future prospects.
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FIG. 2. High temperature structure factor from our HNC calculations (lines) vs MD results (sym-
bols). In these conditions the system is in the homogeneous phase displaying the initial formation

of aggregates. A vertical line marks the position of 27/ )\,

II. MODEL AND METHODS

As mentioned in the Introduction the particles in our model will be interacting via a
two-exponential Kac potential of the form used in Refs. [9, 14, 19, 22, 31, 38| to which we
have added a soft core as in Ref.[38] in order to facilitate the use of molecular dynamics,

namely

10
uSALR(r) =c |K,e "7 — K,e~%"/7 1 <z> ] ) (1)
r

Here o is a measure of the inner particle core diameter and will be used as unit length.
Since this is a rather soft potential, the actual size, as estimated from the particle-particle
distribution function is o. s ~ 0.80. As mentioned by Sear and coworkers[9], while the use of
the attractive exponential can be justified as a more or less crude modelization of dispersive
forces as in the classical works by Kac et al.[35, 44], the repulsive exponential is used solely
for the sake of computational simplicity. Thus, with K,, K, > 0, and a, > o, > 0 one has

the characteristics of a SALR potential with the presence of a maximum for a distance r



larger than that corresponding to the potential minimum, whose analytical expression reads

o a K
— l a a. 2
"o Qg — O 08 o, K, (2)

The effect of the inner repulsive core on the value of ry is negligible. rg is a very significant
correlation distance, that in the case of globular clusters determines roughly the cluster size.
As will be explained below, due to the long range character of the interaction the average
intercluster distance is twice as large, i.e. Ay = 2ry. For lamellar phases, A\g determines the
modulation distance, and in the bubble phase the average distance between the bubbles.
In all cases the signature of this correlation length, Ay, is the presence of high intensity
peak in the structure factor, S(Q), located at @,, ~ 27/\¢. For computational convenience
the potential has been truncated and shifted at R. = 600, i.e., we will be dealing with an

interaction given by

uIARR(r) —uSARR(R) if r < R,
u(r) = . (3)
0 ifr > R,

Setting K, = 1 and K, = 2, 0 = 4 A, e = 0.1 kcal/mol, o, = 0.1 and o, = 0.25 one
gets the potential depicted in the left graph of Figure 1. With this choice of parameters
ro = 10.70 which, as mentioned above, determines the cluster diameter, as will be further
confirmed in the next Section when discussing the average cluster density profiles. We will
consider systems at relatively low number densities in order to guarantee the formation of
micellar-like phases. Two total densities will be studied, po® = 0.025, 0.05.

The fact that the correlation length is twice the position of the potential maximum
is easily understood in the case of globular clusters. In this instance one can assume a
uniform effective density, pilf ! inside the spherical clusters of effective radius Rilf 7. These
two quantities can be considered as optimization parameters in a Reverse Monte Carlo

procedure[45], in which the interaction potential is computed from

it alre il B = (o) / dr, /V drau(|r — 11 + 2] 4)
cl

with the objective function being the intercluster pair distribution. We have performed these
calculations for the aforementioned densities. With the temperature defined as kgT/( in
terms of the potential well depth, (¢ = 0.068 kcal/mol, see Figure 1), kg being Boltzmann’s
constant, the cluster-cluster potentials have been evaluated for the lowest temperature con-

sidered, kgT/¢ = 3. The double volume integrals over the cluster volumes are carried
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out numerically using a Gauss-Legendre quadrature, with w(r) given by Egs. (1) and (3).

fIg3 = 1.2

cl

(po® = 0.05) and 0.83 (po® = 0.025), with corresponding effective radii, R/ /o = 4.5, and

With this procedure we end up with estimated effective cluster densities of p

4, respectively. The results obtained from Eq. (4) are presented in the right graph of Figure
1. The dashed curves correspond to the cluster-particle interaction that is simply obtained
by removing one of the effective cluster densities and one volume integration from Eq. (4).
We see in the Figure that the net inter-cluster interaction is extremely repulsive, orders
of magnitude more intense than the interparticle potential, and dies out approximately at
Ao = 27¢. This explains why this correlation length determines the intercluster separation,
as will be explicitly reflected by the first peak of the cluster-cluster pair distribution that
will be discussed in the next section. Note that this is not a consequence of the cut-off
introduced in (3) for computational convenience since R. ~ 3\g. It is the competition be-
tween attractive and repulsive components what cancels most of both the cluster-cluster and
(to a lesser extent) the cluster-particle interactions at approximately Ag. Interestingly, our
spherical clusters act like large repulsive spheres of approximate diameter Ay whereas their
actual diameter (the precise value depends on the definition as we will see) is &~ A\/2, i.e.

the excluded volume is 23 times the average cluster volume.

Molecular dynamics simulations have been run specifically in the NVT ensemble using
the LAMMPS package[46] for a total of 218000 particles of mass 100 amu. Distance and
energy units for the simulation have been chosen following the LAMMPS package real units
specification. The integration time step was set to 2 fs. Results will be presented in terms
of reduced units, both for temperature (defined in terms of the well depth as indicated
above), length (using ¢ = 4A as unit length) and time, for which the time unit is given by
70 = (mo?/¢)Y? = 7.5ps. The systems were equilibrated for 20 ns, of which the first 10 ns
correspond to a slow cooling process following a linear temperature ramp starting from a
fully disordered system at kT /¢ = 18 down to the desired temperatures, namely, kgT /¢
= 3,6, 9, 12, and 15 for po® = 0.05 and just kgT/¢ = 3, and 9 for po® = 0.025. It is
worth stressing that shorter equilibration runs (5 ns) lead to very similar cluster size/radii
distributions. This is an indication that the results presented correspond to equilibrium
states. For much shorter equilibration runs and/or cooling times it is very easy to end up
with bimodal or even multi-modal cluster size/radii distributions. Production runs were

Trun = 20ns long with configurations stored every 10 ps.



3
B po'=0.05
B oo
pc =0.025
o
Q
=
~
A
N - g.: .
N o4l
P
o b
ko]
g k] -
K 9
= k4 B
~ i B4
< i B 2!
© 1000~ i B % I
i 3% %5
kel XA o
P> £l ()
kel [E® < x
< | (|
4] [ x
bl %! k5
P | =4
ke B %
i B4 %
i B %]
b B %
B b £ 19 7
kel B4 %
b 3% %
ko] 5% o
P £ 4
ke B %]
kel XA o
[ | =4
bt £ 159
kel R <
Kl o i
H i K o
0
/5

FIG. 3. Average life time of the clusters, (74,, red bars) as a function of temperature for po® = 0.05
(blue bars) and po® = 0.025 (red bars). The upper limit of the y-axis corresponds to the length of

the simulation production run, 7;y;.

III. ONSET OF CLUSTERING

As mentioned before, we have chosen potential parameters and thermodynamic condi-
tions for the system to yield a globular cluster phase. We have first explored a series of
temperatures for the two densities indicated above using the Hypernetted Chain integral
equation [47]. As shown by Archer and Wilding[22] this equation has a non-solution region
which hides the cluster phase. This lack of solutions (in fact solutions have analytical con-
tinuation in the complex space[48]) can be interpreted as a signature of a phase transition,
in this instance a first order transition between the particle gas and a fluid of liquid-like
spherical clusters. In our case we find that real solutions for the largest density disap-
pear below kgTHNC /¢ = 14.9, and kgT/¢ = 8 for po® = 0.025. For kpT./¢ = 17.5 and
po? = 0.05 the HNC converges yielding a structure factor in excellent agreement with the
simulation (cf. Figure 2). A visual inspection of simulation snapshots does not show evi-
dence of clustering. Interestingly, in Figure 2 we first see that for this temperature there
is a significantly high prepeak (also known as intermediate range order peak [24]) which

reaches the value S(Q,,) =~ 2.7 for Q,, ~ 27/)\g, whereas for Qo = 1 the structure factor
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FIG. 4. a) Cluster size distribution dependence on temperature and global density b) Cluster
radii of gyration distribution in terms of density and temperature. Average radii are indicated by

vertical lines.

corresponds to that of a dilute gas of uncorrelated particles. Godfrin and coworkers propose
the use of this precise value of the prepeak height as signature of the onset of the cluster
phase[24]. We will see in the next sections that lowering the temperature increases the
height of the prepeak by orders of magnitude, i.e. S(Q,,) practically diverges for a @Q,, # 0,
which suggests the existence of a non-zero Lifshitz point[20]. This means that the system
becomes unstable with respect to a modulated inhomogeneous phase, whose modulation is
given by @, =~ 2mw/)y. The locus of Lifshitz points for varying densities yields the A-line
[22], a term borrowed from the study of criticality in ionic fluids[49]. It must be mentioned,
that Bollinger and coworkers[50] suggested the use of an additional criterion to characterize
the onset of the cluster phase, namely, a thermal correlation length with values within the
interval 2 < {r/o < 3. This quantity can be estimated from a Lorentzian fit of the prepeak,
which in our case yields {r/0 = 5.6, exceeding the limit suggested in Ref. [50]. However,
one must bear in mind that Ref. [50] is focused on Yukawa (screened Coulomb) interactions,
and here we are dealing with bare exponentials. So far it has not been assessed to what
extent the choice of the explicit form of the potential affects the reliability of this criterion.
Until a complete analysis of the type performed in Ref. [50] is carried out it seems reasonable

to stick to Godfrin’s et al choice.
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IV. SINGLE-CLUSTER STRUCTURE AND DYNAMICS

In order to define the clusters we have used a geometric criterion, namely, all those
particles whose separation is below d, = 1.30 are considered as pertaining to the same
cluster. This distance roughly corresponds to the first non-zero minimum of the particle-
particle pair distribution function, i.e. it is an estimate of the outer boundary of the first
coordination shell. Once this clustering distance was set, we have run a GPU density based
parallel scan (G-DBSCAN [51]) using an in-house code. Specific GPU optimizations were
performed to calculate structure factors, pair distribution functions [52-54] and dynamic
properties. Only clusters containing more than 4 particles have been considered for the
analysis below.

A first observation from our cluster analysis is the fact that the structures are long-lived.
In Figure 3 the average cluster life time, 7, is displayed for the thermodynamics states under
consideration. The top of the ordinate axis corresponds to the length of the production run,
Trun & 270079. For the highest density, up until kg7'/{ = 15 the average lifetime exceeds half
the length of the simulation, which is an indication of the stability of the structures. This is
explained by the large depth of the cluster-particle potential (see right graph of Figure 1). At
kpT./¢ =~ 15 the clusters are extremely short lived, this temperature being fairly close to the
limit of real solutions of the Hypernetted Chain integral equation, which has been discussed
above. For higher temperatures no significant clustering is found. Now, when the density
decreases the average life time of the clusters decreases substantially. The real solution of
the HNC disappears at kg1 /¢ = 7.6, but for kT /( = 9 the simulation results still display a
significant degree of clustering, although much more short lived. Simulation runs for higher
temperatures (results not included) do not show evidence of clusters satisfying our minimum
size criterion.

As to the cluster statistics, in Figure 4 we present the cluster size distribution for the
two densities in question and two selected temperatures (left graph) and the corresponding
cluster radii distributions depicted in the right graph. As estimate of the cluster radii we

have used the value of the gyration radius, which is defined in the usual fashion [55] by

() 6

where the brackets indicate a ensemble average and R.,,, is the center of mass of the cluster
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whose radius of gyration is being computed. We see that for the largest density the size
distribution peaks at around 450 particles and at 200 particles for the lowest. For all
temperatures the clusters are liquid droplets, as will be illustrated below when analyzing

the short time behavior of the mean square displacement.

Interestingly one can see that the shape of the cluster size distribution is hardly affected
by temperature in the case of the largest density, whereas for low density becomes much
wider and much larger clusters appear as temperature rises. This, in combination with
the short lifetime of the clusters seen in Figure 3, is an indication of a rapid merging and
splitting of clusters taking place for the lower density /high T case. The large spread of the
low density-high T size distribution is also reflected in the cluster radii distribution, which
in this case is almost Gaussian-like. All remaining distributions are negatively skewed beta-
distributions with a more or less wide hump at approximately one particle diameter below
the maximum of P(R,). This probably results from the tendency of clusters to free and
recapture their external layer of particles. This is more difficult for internal layers where

particles are strongly attached, except for the low density/high temperature case. Here
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FIG. 5. Temperature and density dependence of the average density profile of the clusters. Densities
have been scaled with the effective diameter of the particles which is o.rf ~ 0.80. Vertical lines

denote the radii corresponding to the Gibbs dividing surface (cf. Eq. (6) in the text).
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dominates the thermal equilibrium between destruction and creation of clusters leading to
the Gaussian-like distribution.

This picture is complemented by an inspection of the cluster average density profiles,
pa(r), depicted in Figure 5. In this case, we have scaled the densities with o,y = 0.80 in
order to be able to compare the densities with those of standard fluids (e.g. for a Lennard-
Jones fluid, liquid densities are usually assumed to be po® 2> 0.4). One first notices that
despite the extremely low total particle densities, for po® = 0.05 the clusters display very
high values of the effective density profile, even for high T. These values are well into the
liquid domain . For the lower global density, the effective inner cluster density remains almost
within the boundaries of the liquid state. In both cases there is a transition towards gas-like
densities as the profile approaches the surface in a gradual fashion. Taking into account
that the clusters are rather spherical, we have defined a Gibbs dividing surface in order
to have a quantitative description of the separation between gas-like particles and liquid-
like particles, as is customary in the description of gas-liquid interfaces [47]. This quantity
places an ideal separation between the gas-like cluster region from its corresponding liquid-
like counterpart. Here, for a spherical cluster this should be the surface of a sphere, whose
radius (Gibbs dividing radius) Rgims is given by

Raiws <
| P 0a0) = patrar = [ iputryan (6
0 Raivps
Obviously, when one has a uniform density, p(r) = pu(0) with a sharp interface at Rgipps,
both sides of Eq. (6) are identically zero.

We see that this Gibbs radii separating gas-like and liquid-like particles in the clusters
(vertical lines in Figure 5) follow the same trends as the average radii of gyration (vertical
lines in Figure 4(b)), i.e. larger values for larger densities, and for the same density the
radius increases with temperature. This latter trend reflects the larger spread of the cluster
size distributions as temperature raises. The Gibbs radii are systematically larger (= 0.50)
than the gyration radii. This is a consequence of the lesser weight of the “gas atmosphere”
surrounding the quasi-spherical clusters in Eq. (5). It is worth noticing that the cluster
density profiles reach vanishing values in the interval 4.50 < r < 5.50, by which the average
cluster spatial extent is < Ao.

Now a few words concerning the single particle dynamics. In what follows, in order to

make the results independent of specific details of the model, time and frequency will be
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as computed from the velocity self-correlation of the persistent clusters centers of mass.

! respectively.

reduced with the corresponding molecular time unit, 7y and its inverse 7,
Here we first look at the individual particle mean square displacement (m.s.d), plotted in
the upper graph of Figure 6. It is apparent from the figure that there are clearly two separate
regimes. First, a short time scale (under 10 79, i.e. for our system around 70ps) where the
system is in a diffusive regime corresponding to intracluster movements. This regime can be
split into two more or less linear regions with a decreasing diffusion constant (slope of the
curves). This reflects the finite size of the clusters. For much longer times (up to 2.7x1037)
the behavior of the mean square displacement is represented in the inset. We observe for
the low density-high temperature case a fully linear behavior, with the m.s.d. exhibiting
the steepest slope, i.e. the largest diffusivity. Except for the high density-low temperature
case the two remaining cases display a plateau after the initial diffusive regime followed by
a long time diffusive behavior. In this latter region the mean square displacement grows
rather linearly as well. This is contrast with the higher density-low temperature case in

which the plateau extends for the duration of the simulation. This long time behavior stems

mostly from the collective cluster movement which is shown in the lower graph of Figure
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for the lowest temperature state kg7'/¢ = 0.3.

6. Here we have plotted the mean square displacement of the center of mass of persistent
clusters, that is, those that preserve their identity during the length of the production run,
neither splitting nor merging with other clusters. At short times one can even appreciate
the ballistic regime with a parabolic m.s.d. before the clusters begin to collide. We see that
the long time behavior (inset) displays the same trends as the single particle mean square
displacement, but one can actually measure a tiny diffusivity for the clusters at higher
density /low temperature, namely D/(o%¢/m)Y/? = 0.0003. This is an indication that our
system is approaching an arrested glassy state. Taking into account that the source of this
quasi-freezing of the cluster positions is mostly induced by the long range of the repulsive
interactions (cf the right graph of Fig. 1) one is tempted to identify this state as a precursor of
a Wigner glass of clusters[26]. However, strictly speaking the formation of Wigner crystals
and glasses [56] is due to extremely long ranged interactions such a Coulombic ones, in
conjunction with higher packing fractions. Following the discussion of Klix and coworkers
[23] and bearing in mind the significant interparticle attraction of our model and low packing
fraction, we are probably somewhere near the dynamic transition towards a cluster glassy

state.
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These features are further confirmed by an analysis of the velocity self-correlation func-
tions (not represented for the sake of brevity). In the case of the low T-high density clusters
there is a well separated time regime in which the particles within the cluster experience
the “cage effect”, i.e. density is sufficiently high for the particles to reverse direction due
to collisions with the nearest neighbors. This is less apparent as temperature increases and
density is lowered. These effects are reflected in the vibrational frequency spectrum, which
is the Fourier transform of the particle velocity self-correlation function in the time domain.
This quantity is depicted in Figure 7 for low and high temperatures and the largest density,
both for the single particle dynamics and in the inset for that of the centers of mass of persis-
tent clusters, Z.(v). Thus, concerning particle diffusivities, these correspond to the values
of Z(0) ( with our convention for the velocity autocorrelation Z(0) = D). In agreement
with the behavior of the m.s.d. (cf. Figure 6), diffusivity increases with temperature, and
we see that from the point of view of the particle dynamics the system is fluid-like. At the
lowest temperature we observe a small secondary maximum close to v & 10727, " (cf. lower
inset in Figure 7): this corresponds to “vibrational” movements due to particle collisions
inside the clusters, i.e. the aforementioned “cage” effect. The first maximum that occurs at
v ~ 0.5 x 107127;! for the highest temperature is connected with traslational excitations,
and it shifts to lower frequencies as temperature is decreased. .

In the inset we present the vibrational spectra obtained from the cluster’s center-of-mass
velocity self-correlation. It displays very definite peaks at substantially low frequencies.
These peaks correspond to collective cluster vibrations around the equilibrium positions
that are almost frozen into an arrested state, as can be inferred from their relatively low
diffusivities, both computed from the long time limit of the m.s.d. and from Z(0) in Figure
7. The effect of temperature for the density in question on the cluster dynamics is precisely to
increase the intensity of the collective vibrations of the clusters. Obviously, for kgT'/( > 15
this spectrum vanishes due to the dissociation of the aggregates and subsequent melting of

the cluster fluid into a low density homogeneous fluid.

V. TWO-PARTICLE AND INTERCLUSTER STRUCTURAL CORRELATIONS

We can now analyze two-particle correlations. To start with, in Figure 8 we present the

cluster-cluster pair distribution function for the lowest temperature and the two densities
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FIG. 9. Cluster-cluster structure factor for the lowest temperature state kg7'/¢ = 0.3.

under consideration. In the inset the corresponding particle-particle intracluster pair dis-
tribution functions are shown. Our previous discussion concerning the average intercluster
potential (cf. right graph in Figure 1) explains that clusters are separated by the correlation
length \g =~ 200. The smaller size of the clusters for low density implies the shift of the
first peak of g4_q(r) to lower distances. The splitting of the second coordination shell for
po® = 0.05 is a typical signature of the presence of an amorphous structure[40], although
in our case there is a residual diffusivity. Interestingly, this feature is found in dense amor-
phous systems, but in contrast here, the total density is very low (po® = 0.05). Nontheless,
we must bear in mind that the excluded volume of the clusters is much larger than what
would correspond to their actual size, as previously discussed. Thus, for instance, Figure 8
is obtained from a total of N, =~ 500 clusters in a cubic box of side L=165¢. If one uses as
rough estimate of the effective cluster diameter the position of the first maximum of g._,
aslf N 200, the effective density of clusters is Nclazf 73 /L3 ~ 0.9 which is certainly very
high. As we have seen, the effective diameter is approximately twice the spatial extent of

the clusters, due to the long range repulsion of the interaction 1. On the other hand, once

the density is halved the splitting disappears.

As to the intracluster pair distribution function, its decay beyond 3¢ is a consequence of
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FIG. 10. Temperature and density dependence of the total structure factor S(Q) (main graph) and

the intracluster structure factor (inset) for the system is stable cluster phases.

the finite averaged cluster size (cf the density profiles of Figure 5) but its liquid-like structure
is very remarkable, with a first coordination shell reaching considerably high values. From
the position of the first peaks and their decay towards shorter interparticle separations, one
can appreciate that the potential core is relatively soft, and that is the reason why we have
considered an effective particle diameter o.¢r ~ 0.80. A steeper repulsion in Eq. (1) (e.g. a
Lennard-Jones 7' term) would bring the effective size closer to o, but this would require a
finer grid in the potential interpolation used in the LAMMPS package[46] which might lead
to memory exhaustion in the GPUs.

If we now move from real to Fourier space, in Figure 9 we have the cluster-cluster structure
factor, Sy (Q). A first feature is to be noted, the height of the first peak for both densities is
beyond Hansen-Verlet’s[57] freezing rule S(Q,,) 2 2.86 for which a transition towards a crys-
tal is to be expected. As discussed above, our system presents features of an amorphous solid,
but with a somewhat peculiar structure factor. We see that S(Q) ~ 0,V Q < 0.207!. In fact,
one finds that the hyperuniformity index H = S(Qnaz)/S(0 < Q < 0.2071) = 10° ~ 10?
is relatively high. While its value is still away from the criterion for near hyperuniformity,
H > 10" proposed by Atkinson and coworkers [58] in maximally random jammed systems, it

represents a considerable attenuation of density fluctuations, and actually meets the criterion
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of effective hyperuniformity, H = 10? proposed by Chen and et al.[59]. Lowering the temper-
ature and choosing a material with the appropriate scattering form factor will improve the
hyperuniform and stealthy character of the material for wavenumbers below 0.20~!. Tuning
the size of the constituent particles one could increase or decrease the wavenumber range of
stealthiness.

We note that the positions of the first maximum of the structure factors deviate from
the value estimated from the correlation length, @, = 27/)¢ (shown in the Figure by a
vertical line), almost by 20%. Although the first peak of the intercluster pair distribution
(Fig. 8) appears at &~ \g, the real effective cluster-cluster interaction is much softer than
that depicted in the right graph of Figure 1. The particle density inside the clusters (cf.
Figure 5) is far from the uniform density that was assumed in Eq. (4). This should lead
to a softer outer range of the intercluster effective potential explaining the shift of @),,, with
respect to 2m/\g. The fact that Q,,(po® = 0.05) > Q,,(po® = 0.025) reflects the smaller size
of the clusters for the lower density (see the corresponding radii of gyration in Figure 4(b))
and matches the shift to lower r of the first maximum of g,_. in Figure 8.

If we now look at the total structural factor, S(Q) depicted in Figure 10, its most notice-
able feature is the huge magnitude of the prepeak, which is the signature of a large degree
of clustering. Obviously the prepeak positions correspond to that of the first maxima in the
cluster-cluster structure factors discussed above. Also here the hyperuniformity index meets
the criterion of effective hyperuniformaity.

In the inset we can see the large wavenumber behavior of S(Q). The peak maxima
Qmaz0 ~ 8.1 reflects interparticle correlations at 0.80, which is precisely the effective parti-
cle diameter, o.7s. This is in accordance with the maxima of g(r) in the inset of Figure 8.
Interestingly, H = S(Qmaz)/S(Qmin) = 0.2 x 10? which is not very far from the criterion of
effective hyperuniformity. A proper choice of the short range interparticle interactions might
actually drive the system closer to having an additional wavenumber range where density

fluctuations should be heavily attenuated.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have presented a study of the structural and dynamic properties of a

simple model of a type-III SALR self-associating fluid, focusing on the globular cluster phase.
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Here we have studied both cluster size distributions, cluster density profiles, diffusion and
frequency spectra as well as pair distributions (inter and intracluster) as well as structure
factors. We have found that the cluster phase for moderate densities (still low packing
fraction) as the temperature is lowered approaches a cluster glassy state. Interestingly, in
these conditions the system shows a considerable attenuation of density fluctuations for a
range of wavenumbers below 0.20~!, by which the material meets the criteria of effective
hyperuniformity and stealthiness. Future work will focus on mixtures where intracluster
phase separation can enable the tuning of anisotropic cluster-cluster interactions. At present,
a two-dimensional counterpart of the system analyzed in this work is under study. An
extension of the theoretical approach of Sweatman and coworkers[21] to include correlations
at the HNC level so as to provide a more precise description of one and two-body cluster

correlations is currently being developed.
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