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The dynamics of a stiff filament (made by connecting beads) embedded in size-polydisperse hard
sphere fluid is investigated by means of molecular dynamics simulations with focus on how the
degree of size-polydispersity, characterized by polydispersity index (§), affects the dynamics in this
model heterogeneous system. Polydispersity of the fluid as well as strong coupling of rotational
and translational motion of the rods are two of the various hurdles in interpreting the experimental
results in a complex fluid environment. Furthermore, influence of volume fraction, ¢, and absolute
free volume, Viree, which changes inherently with é on the dynamics are not adequately discussed
in the literature. Thus, we investigate the dynamical behaviour of the rods under two different
conditions: (i) constant pressure (in which ¢ changes with §), and (ii) constant ¢. Under constant
pressure it is observed that the rotational relaxation time and hence the diffusion constant, Dg,
varies with rod length as Dr ~ [™%, where the value of exponent « increases from 3.0 — 3.2 while
varying 0 from 0 — 40%. It is observed that the effect of increasing ¢ dominates over the effect of
increasing Viree. Also there is minimal effect of hydrodynamic interaction among the beads belonging
to a rod during rotation, whereas the presence of partial hydrodynamic screening for the motion of
the centre of mass is seen. On the other hand, for fixed ¢ systems, increasing § results in increasing
Viree and thus enhances tracer diffusion, an opposite trend compared to the system under constant

pressure.

I. INTRODUCTION

Stiff filaments or nano-rods can mimic Tobacco Mo-
saic Virus and segments of DNA/RNA,[IH3] and are a
promising drug delivery cargo as they posses enhanced
diffusivity compared to the spherical counterparts [4HT7].
Modification of nano-rods with tunable/enhanced me-
chanical [8HIO] and electrical [I1], 2] properties affects
their dynamical behavior in complex heterogeneous me-
dia such as polymer composites and biological fluids|[I3].
Additionally, biological fluids like intracellular environ-
ment consist of different constituents[I4HI6] with varying
shape, size, and interaction energy. Despite many signifi-
cant advances in the field, the detailed mechanism of the
rod’s motion in biological fluids is still elusive because of
factors like polydispersity, aggregration of rods, etc. [I7]

In this study, a complex heterogeneous medium is mod-
eled by size-polydisperse hard-sphere (HS) fluid system
and explore the dynamics of rods embedded in such fluid
medium for varying degree of size-polydispersity. The
dynamics of rod exhibits different modes, namely, trans-
lational motion (along/normal to the rod axis) and rota-
tional motion. Their corresponding diffusion coefficients
depend on the bulk viscosity of the fluid medium. How-
ever, recent studies suggest that nano-rods couple to a
fraction of the bulk viscosity only,[I8H2I] and the rela-
tive size of the rods and the fluid particles play a piv-
otal role in the determination of the interaction between
the rods and the fluid medium. Dependending on the
rod size/length (1) w.r.t. the correlation length (&) of the
background fluid medium it may feel bulk or local vis-
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cosity, e.g., for rods in polymer melts, when [ > ¢ it feels
bulk viscosity, while for [ ~ £ it experiences local viscos-
ity whose value depends on the nature of interaction be-
tween the rod and the fluid particles [I9] 22]. Generally,
an attractive interaction between rod and fluid results in
the increase in the friction offered by the fluid medium
on the rods, thereby resulting in negative deviation from
Stoke-Einstein (SE) equation. And a repulsive interation
generally results in the positive deviation from SE equa-
tion. This breakdown of SE relation is also expected in
the size-polydisperse fluids with inherent spatial hetero-
genity of the bulk. On the other hand, the dynamics of
such filaments are also affected by their shape and me-
chanical poperties. For example, it is observed that even
a small bending flexibility of single walled carbon nan-
otubes (SWCNTS) confined in an agarose gel network
strongly enhances their motion: the rotational diffusion
constant is proportional to the filament bending compli-
ance, while the mobility can be controlled by tuning the
flexibility.[23] In this context, molecular dynamics (MD)
simulations provide a convinient way to decouple rota-
tional and translational modes of motion and we study
each mode of motion independently.

To describe the dynamics of flexible and stiff poly-
mer chains in a crowded environement, de Gennes,[24]
Doi and Edwards[25] 26] introduced the reptation model
and its consequences were validated through computer
simulations and experimentals by direct imaging of flu-
orescently labeled DNA [27] and actin [28]. The rota-
tional diffusion constant of a rod of length [ and thick-
ness or diameter b depends on the concentration of rods
¢, which is defined as the number of rods per unit vol-
ume. In the dilute limit (¢ < 1/13), where the inter-
action between the rods is limited, the rotational dy-
namics of the rods is mainly determined by the hy-
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drodynamic friction exterted by the fluid particles and
Dp = kT In(21/b)/(3mn,l3)[24, 29-31] with 7, the fluid
viscosity. However, as the rod concentration increases,
the interaction among the rods (steric repulsion) becomes
too important a factor to be neglected. However, the sys-
tem is isotropic upto a concentration c; ~ 1/bl%, beyond
which isotropic-nematic transition occurs[32]. In the con-
centrated regime (¢ > 1/[®), a monomerically thin rod
can easily translate along its axis, while the motion along
the direction normal to the rod axis experiences steric
hindrances and due to which it is confined to move in an
imaginary cylindrical space, along whose axis the rod rep-
tates. However, the dynamics of thermal motion of stiff
rods in a network is yet to be fully understood.[23] Mor-
ever, there are contrasting theoretical predictions per-
taining to the role of bending stiffness of such rods on
the rotational diffusion.[32H36] While Doi[32] predicted
that flexibility has no effect on the rotational diffusion of
stiff rods, Odijk[34] advocated enhancement of rotational
diffusion on inclusion of bending flexibility in contrast to
the views of Sato[36]. However, in the direct visualisation
of SWNTSs using near-infrared video microscopy|[23], the
rotational diffusion was profoundly enhanced because of
bending flexibility in agreement with Odijk. In addition
to these, experimental findings by means of birefringence
and dichroism[37H39] are conflicting, with the major rea-
son being polydispersity, aggregration of rods and strong
correlation between rotation and translational motions
which complicate the interpretation of results.[23].

In this study, we consider monomerically thin stiff
nanorods embedded in size-polydisperse fluids in the
limit of low rod concentration, i.e., dilute regime. The
degree of size disparity of the constituent HS fluid par-
ticles is characterised by the polydispersity index § (de-
fined as the ratio of the standard deviation to the mean
of the distribution). We systematically explore the effect
of varying degree of size-polydispersity of the fluid parti-
cles on the translational and rotational dynamics of the
rods of different lengths. The extent of hydrodynamic
screening between the monomers of the same rod is also
investigated, which is necessary as there is presently no
theory [I7] (to the best of our knowledge) describing the
friction co-efficient of motion perpendicular to rod axis
as a function of fluid viscosity.

The rest of the manuscript is organized as follows. In
section[[Tlwe present the model and simulation set up; the
results of the investigation of rotational and translational
motions of the rods are discussed in section [IIl and [V]
respectively, and finally we conclude in section [V]]

II. MODEL AND SIMULATION DETAILS

Dynamics of stiff rods embedded in size-polydisperse
hard spheres fluids are modeled via coarse-grained molec-
ular dynamics (MD) simulations. The concentration of
rods, i.e. the number of rods per unit volume, consid-
ered is in the dilute limit as shown in the figure In
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FIG. 1: Rod concentration of the simulated system for dif-
ferent rod length. Regions: Blue — dilute concentration
limit(c < 1/1*), Yellow — semi-dilute (1/1*° < ¢ < 1/(bl?)),
and Green — concentrated limit (¢ > 1/(bl%)). Rod concen-
trations considered in this study are indicated for 6 = 0, 40%.

particular, we consider a size-polydisperse hard sphere
fluid system consiting of N = 5000 particles in which the
rods are embedded. The sizes of the fluid particles are
assigned through random sampling from Gaussian distri-
bution,

1 1(o—05\"
P(o) 5mexp[ 2( 3 )] ) (2.1)
with 8 the standard deviation and ¢ = 2 the mean par-
ticle size. The extent of size disparity is characterized
through polydispersity index, § = /5 and we vary ¢
upto 40%. All the pair-wise interaction in the system is
modeled through Lennard-Jones (LJ) potential,
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where o;; is the arithmetic mean of diameters of ith and
4t particles, r;; and €;; are the pair-wise separation and
interaction energy parameter, respectively, between the
particles. The LJ potential is cut at the potential min-
ima, i.e., rcuy = 1 = 1.120;; and shifted to zero so as to
represent only the steric repulsion between the particles.
The energy parameter ¢;; is the same for every pair of
particles, and it is set to €;; = € = 1, also the mass of
each coarse-grained beads (irrespective of size) is set to
unity. The rods are made of coarse-grained beads (each
of diameter b = 0 = /2 and mass = 1) which are con-
nected via the finite extensible nonlinear elastic (FENE)

bond potential,
r\2
11— = 2.3
(Ro> ] (23)

(2.2)
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FIG. 2: Typical simulation snapshot of 15 rods of length I /b =
6 each embedded in a size polydisperse fluid medium of § =
40%. (a) Size polydisperse fluid medium with particle size
ranging from o; = 0.0350 — 2.70. (b) The fluid particles
are made transparent to show the rods. The diameter of the
monomers of each rod is set to b = 0.50.

with K the spring constant, Ry the maximum bond ex-
tension. The angle between two successive bonds are
modelled by harmonic potential,

Uy = KH(Q — 90)2, (24)
where Ky is the spring constant (anlogous to bending
stiffness) and the factor 1/2 has been absorbed into it
and it is set to 300 (in units of kpT), 0 being the angle
between two successive bonds and 6y its equillibrium
value which is set to m rad. In this study, the length of
rods varies in the range I/b = 2 — 12, and the number
of rods is taken to be 15. The rod-rod and rod-fluid
interactions are modeled by hard sphere potential
(eqn. and the agglomeration of rods is absent in
the considered dilute limit of rod concentration. All
the physical quantities are expressed in LJ reduced
units, where length in the units of o, temperature T
in €/kp, pressure in /0, and time in 7, , = Vmo?2/e.[40)]

The equation of motion of the it" particle is given by
the Langevin equation

oy Lodm U
" dt? dt — Or

+£i(t), (2.5)

with r; the position of i*" particle, ¢ the friction co-
efficient, U the net pair potential, and f;(¢) a random
external force which satisfies the relations: (f;(¢)) = 0
and <fﬂ(t)fjﬁ(t)> = 20mikpT8;;0050(t — t'), where o
and 3 are cartesian components. The friction coefficeint
¢ = 1/7q4, 74 being the characteristic viscous damping
time which is set to 50 in these simulations. Integra-
tion of the equation of motion were performed using
velocity-Verlet scheme with time step 6¢ = 0.005.[41].
Initially, the systems are prepared under constant pres-
sure (P = 1) and temperature (' = 1) using Nosé-
Hoover thermostat and barostat [42], and after well equi-
libration we switch the systems to constant NVT to in-
vestigarte various dynamic properties. In the considered
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FIG. 3: (a) Ilustration of orientational unit vectors tw(to)
and 0(to + t) of rod at time ¢y and tg + ¢ respectively. s(t)
represents the displacement of the centre of mass of the rods
during the time interval ¢ in the lab frame of reference. (b)
The orientation vector G(to) is rotated such that its axis is
aligned along the z-axis, the corresponding transformation is
performed on s(t) to obtain s’(¢) which is further resolved into
components s||(t), s; () and s, (t) in the rotated system.

range of § (0 — 40%), the volume fraction, ¢, of the sys-
tem roughly varies in the range 0.44 — 0.53. A typical
simulation snapshot of the system at § = 40% is shown
in figure[2] Note that when polydispersity index changes
new particle sizes are introduced in the system leading
to a different volume fraction for different value of 6. In
order to decouple this effect, we prepare samples at fixed
volume fraction irrespective of the value of §. In this
case, to maintain a fixed value of ¢, at different values
of §, the systems’ volume are adjusted accordingly and
relaxed under NVT condition. Finally, in order to ob-
tain statistically accurate results, we considered at least
15 replicas for each value of § and the results reported
here are averaged values.

III. ROTATIONAL DYNAMICS

In order to investigate the rotational dynamics of the
rods, we follow the instantaneous orientation vector, u
(i.e., end-to-end vector) of each rod. As shown in figure
a), the rod orientation at times ty and tg+¢ are defined
as u(tp) and u(tg + t), respectively. The rotation of the
rods are quantified, in the particle frame of reference,
by calculating the Mean Square Angular Displacement
(MSAD)[I7] defined as

C(t) = ((a(to) —alto +1))%) (3.6)
C(t) is related to the time autocorelation function of
the rod axis orientation vector by the relation C(t) =
2 — 2C(t), where C(t) = (a(tg) - U(top + ¢)). In the early
times (i.e., t < 7,, with 7,, being 1/Dpg), the MSAD ex-
pression becomes

C(t) = 2 — 2exp(—(Dr/7,)t2) (3.7)
and is said to be ballistic. Here, Dg is defined as the
rotational diffusion constant. On the other hand, at late



times (i.e., t > 7,) the motion is diffusive with the ex-
pression of MSAD as

C(t) =2 — 2exp(—2Dgt). (3.8)
The ballistic and the diffusive regime is interpolated by

the approximated expression as sugggested by Wilkinson
and Pumir[43],

2Dgt?
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C(t) =2 —2exp [—

where «y is damping factor and [y] = [t]~!. The rotational
diffusion constant is extracted from the simulation data
by fitting equation [3.8] For the rotation of a thin rod of
length [ in a fluid of viscosity 7, in the absence of hy-
drodynamic interaction between monomers of the same
rod, the expression of friction coefficient and diffusion
constant reads [44]:

(3.10)

respectively. If the hydrodynamics interaction among the
beads are taken into account, the motion of a monomer
is affected by that of the other monomers of the same rod
and in that case, a more accurate relation [44] is given
by
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In figure [f] we display the MSAD of the rods of length
Il = 12b embedded in the size-polydisperse fluid with
d = 10% shown for different values of system’s volume
fraction, ¢ = 0.26 — 0.53. The rods rotate due to the
collision with the surrounding fluid particles across the
length of the rod and thereby generates torque. How-
ever, this random collisions also tend to slow down the
rotation. In early times, the rods do not get enough
time to undergo multiple collisions and hence they are
able to maintain their original orientation (C' = 0). As
a result, all the data points collapse to a single line in
the ballistic region (t < 7,) of each MSAD curve, sug-
gesting little(negligble) effect of the density of the fluid
on the ratation of rods in this region. The effect of the
fluid density is observed once the MSAD completes the
ballistic regime but before reaching the late time diffu-
sion limit. In the late time diffusion limit, the rods have
undergone multiple collisions and the orientational time
auto-correlation saturates at C' = 2. And once again,
all the data point collapse into single straight line corre-
sponding to C' = 2.

As density of the fluid medium is increased the rods ex-
perience more drag from the surrounding fluid particles,
thereby increasing the relaxation time. This can be in-
ferred from figure 4] where the time taken by the rod axis
to rotate m rad from its initial position increases as the
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FIG. 4: The Mean square angular displacement(MSAD) of
the the rods of length [ = 12b embedded in a medium of
polydispersity index 6 = 10%. The relative orientations of a
rod at time to and after the elapse of relaxation time 7, are
represented by unit vectors t(to) and a(to 4+ 7,) as shown by
the rods made up of beads. Here, the blue bead represents the
head of the rod. The solid lines represent best fit to the MD
simulation data for various volume fractions (¢ = 0.26 —0.53)
using equation (Inset) Variation of Dg and 7r with 4.
These data are extracted from the MSAD curved using no-
linear curve fitting using equation [3.8]
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FIG. 5: The velocity auto corelation function (VACF) of the
size-polydisperse fluid particles (with § = 10%) shown for var-
ious volume fractions (¢). The VACF decays faster at larger
value of ¢ indicating a relatively strong interparticle interac-
tion. Also the area of the curve below zero (see horizontal
dashed line at zero for reference) increases with increasing ¢.

volume fraction (¢) of the fluid increases from ¢ = 0.26
to ¢ = 0.53. This trend is evident from the figure [d}inset
where T increases with ¢ while the opposite trend is
seen for Dgi. This observation is also further supported
by the velocity autocorelation function (VACF) of the
fluid particles, see figure [5] Since drag force is inversely
proportional to the time integration of the VACF the ob-
served increase of negative area (or faster decay of VACF)
with increasing ¢ indicates a larger drag force offered by
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FIG. 6: (a) The rotational diffusion constant(Dgr) of rods
with length | = 2b to [ = 12b in size polydisperse fluids with
polydispersity index ranging from § = 0 to § = 40%.(b) The
rotational relaxation time of the corresponding systems are
shown. The solid lines indicate best power law fits and the
black dash lines are guide to the eyes. Each data point cor-
responds to average of at least 15 realizations of each system.
The error is less than the size of the symbols.

the fluid medium with increasing density[45]. The nega-
tive dip in the VACF indicates the reversal of the partcle
velocity from its original path indicating backscattering
of fluid particles possibly due to the surrouding ”cage”.

The rotational diffusion coefficient(Dg) and the cor-
responding rotational relaxation time(7,) of the rods as
a function their length is plotted in figure [f} We ob-
serve that Dp o< [7% and 7, o< (¢ with a = 3 for
the reference monodisperse system(é = 0). This obser-
vation is in agreement with equation , which as-
sumes that there is no hydrodynamic interaction among
the monomers of a same rod. It is also observed that
the magnitude of exponent « increases from 3 — 3.2 (ap-
proximately) as § increases from 0 — 40% indicating a
slowing down of the rotational motion for more polydis-
perse system. This observation may be understood as
follows. The systems prepared under constant pressure
have volume different for different values of §, where the
fluid volume fraction (¢) increases with increasing 6 and
hence the relaxation time of the fluid, 7, increases, see
inset of figure [7] This effect is amplified, i.e. slower ro-
tational dynamics or smaller value of Dg, for longer rod
length as can be seen in figure[f] Also note that the ro-
tational relaxation time is significantly larger than that
of the relaxation time of the fluid medium (7,.), i.e., we
find 7, /7, ~ 10> — 10* (for | = 20 — 120). Thus, a
correlated velocity field (of the fluid particles) in the im-
mediate vicinity of the rod is absent, see random velocity
distribution of the fluid particles around the rod in fig-
ure B
In the present study, the rod size is comparable or larger
than the mean size of the fluid particles (by a few fac-
tors), while in a recent study of rod-shaped polymer in
an unenetangled polymer network,[I7] a crossover from
Dp ~ 17* to 73 is observed as the size of the rods in-
creases and becomes comparable to that of the polymers
in the network.
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FIG. 7: Self intermediate scattering function, F'(q,t), of the
medium with polydispersity indices, § = 0.0 — 0.4 for ¢q vec-
tor corresponding to the first primary peak of the radial dis-
tribution function. We observe single relaxation process, as
expected, for fluid systems. The data are fitted with streched
exponential function F(q,t) = Bexp|[—(t/7r)"], where 7, is
the relaxation time corresponding to translation of a diame-
ter’s length of the fluid particle. Inset figure: 7, is is plotted
as a function of 4.

IV. TRANSATIONAL DYNAMICS

The overall translational motion is quantified by mean-
square displacement (MSD), (Ar?(¢)) = ([recom(t) —
Teom(0)]2), of the centre of mass of each rod. The trans-
lational diffusion coefficient (Dcowm) is calculated using
the relation Doon = (Ar?(t))/6t in the limit of large
t. The translational diffusion consists of two modes, one
parallel and the another perpendicular to the axis of the
rod. The parallel component represents the motion of
the centre of mass of the rod parallel to its axis while
the perpendicular component the represents the motion
perpendicular to the axis of the rod. As shown in fig-
ure |3| the vector s(t) represents the displacement of the
centre of mass of the rod in lab frame. A rotaional trans-
formation is applied on the orientation vector of the rod
such that it is oriented along the z-axis, the correspond-
ing transformation is applied to s(¢) to obtain s'(¢) as
shown in fig. B[(b). s/(t) is again resolved into three com-
ponents: s|(t) which is parallel to the rod axis, and s, (t)
and sy (t) which are perpendicular to the rod axis. The
diffision coefficient of the parallel component of the mo-
tion Dy is obtained from the relation <sf|2(t)>/2t7 while
D is calculated from (s?(t)+s/?(t))/4t in the long time
limit. Thus, the anisotropic constant k = D /D, = 2 in
the continuum limit.

As in the case of rotation, we arrive at a relation for
friction coefficient experienced by the rod through simple
arguments. Suppose, the friction coefficient experienced
by a monomer moving in a medium of viscosity, 7, is
Co =~ nb. If the rod of length ! has /b beads and no
hydrodynamics interaction is present between the beads
and the friction experienced by the beads are indepen-
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FIG. 8: Flow field of the particles around a chosen rod(red
spheres) of length | = 12b in the rod frame of reference and
projected on the plane passing through the centre of mass
of the rod(origin) and containing the velocity vector and the
orientation vector of the rod. The time averaging of the par-
ticle velocities is done over a time period comparable to the
relaxaton time of the rod. And the whole system is already
rotated so that the rod aligns along y-axis all the time. The
velocity vectors (arrows) of the fluid particles are random in
magnitude and direction and a flow field is not observed in
the vicinity of the rod.

dent, then the friction coefficient experienced by the rod
is ¢ = (I¢o/b) = nl. This friction coefficient has two con-
tributions, i.e., (j and ¢, for motion along and perpen-
dicular to the rod axis, respectively, and in an isotropic
medium ¢; = 2¢. Thus, in the absence of hydrody-
namic interactions or full screening, the diffusion con-
stant D oc [71.

If there is hydrodyanamic interaction between the
beads of a rod, according to Kirkwood theory[29] 31], the
friction coeflicients for parallel and perpendicular compo-
nents are, respectively,

27l kgT
= =—1In(2 .
9= tn@py DI~ gy @), (4.12)
and
47‘(?7[ k}BT
=1 = ——1n(20/b). .
CL m@p) Pt T n (21/b) (4.13)
And for the centre-of-mass, we have
67T7]l kBT
= — = ——1In(20/b). )
C= gy Do = Gy YY) (4.14)

In the dilute limit (¢ < 1/1%), considering the end ef-
fects, the tranlational diffusion constant of the centre of
mass of a rigid rod is given by[46], [47]

kT
Dcom = 2= (Inp + v) (4.15)

3mnl

Velocity Magnitude

where p = 1/b and v is end-effect correction, and a poly-
nomial approximation, 48]

v =0.312 4 0.565p~ " — 0.100p 2. (4.16)

The translational diffusion coefficients as a function of
rod length [ are shown in figure[9] for different values of 4.
A closer look reveals that the behaviour of D is closer
to the curve with no hydrodynamic interaction consid-
ered, see figure El(b)7 while there is minimal deviation of
D) from the curve with hydrodynamic interaction, fig-
ure El(c) Thus, the effect of hydrodynamic interaction
among monomers is significant for the motion parallel to
the rod axis, which is expected as the hydrodyanamic
interaction among the monomers of a rod reduces the
friction parallel to the rod axis[I7]. Since Dcow is the
combination of both of D, and D) the dominant contri-
bution comes from the parallel component for monomer-
ically thin rods[22] and hence, the closeness of overall
diffusion coefficient (Dcom) to the reference level with
hydrodynamic interaction considered.

Since the rotational diffusion constant Dy is directly
related to D [I7], for the case of rotation of rods per-
pendicular to its axis, the hydrodynamic interaction be-
tween the monomers of the same rod will be signifi-
cantly reduced. As noted earlier, for rotational motion
7, /7w ~ 10?2 — 104, while for the translational motion we
find that 7. /7, ~ 10—10%, with 7, the relaxation time of
the rod’s translational motion. This result is in contrast
to the study by Tsay et al.[49], which predicted a faster
rotational relaxation time in comparison to the corre-
sponding translational relaxation time. This may be due
to the fact that the nanorods used in fluorescence correla-
tion spectroscopy (FCS) are coated with functional group
like phytochelatin-related peptides which may have hin-
dered the motion along the rod axis. The anisotropic
constant, k = Dy /D_, is also calculated and plotted as a
function of rod length, see figure Ekd) As expected, the
deviation from k& = 2 gets stronger with the increase of
rod length, also the deviation is larger for rods in more
size-polydisperse fluid systems. Note that the value of
k < 2 and approaches 1 for rod length [ = 2b (resembles
dumbel) where | matches the mean particle size of the
fluid. The value of k = 1 is expected for isotropic tracer
like spherical nano-particles.

V. EFFECT OF DENSITY

The change in size-polydispersity changes the volume
fraction (¢) of the system if the pressure and the temper-
ature of the system remains unchanged (i.e., NPT condi-
tions). In order to decouple the effect of changing ¢ from
that of §, we compare the rotational dynamics of the
rods embedded in size-polydisperse HS fluids with those
in monodisperse counterparts at the same/comparable
value of ¢ by considering rod of length | = 12b (longest
in this study). As detailed in section [[I} for system with
constant volume fraction, irrespective of the § value the
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FIG. 9: The translational diffusion constant as a function of rod length [ for (a) centre of mass of the rod, Dcowm, (b) motion

perpendicular to rod length, D, (c) motion along the long axis

of the rod, Dy. In figure (a)-(c), the dashed-dot lines represent

theoretical prediction for the reference monodisperse fluid with hydrodynamic interaction among the beads of a rod (see eq.
eq. and eq. , while dashed line (~ I™') represents absence of hydrodynamics interaction. (d) The anisotropic constant,
K vs | at different values of § indicated in the figure. The horizontal dashed line at k = 2 corresponds to the continuum limit.
(e) IDy vs I and (f) ID) vs I are plotted as a function of . Here, horizontal dashed line corresponds to [D; = constant and
ID) = constant for the case of full hydrodynamic screening among the beads belonging to a rod.

value of ¢ is held constant by adjusting volume. In fig-
ure (a), we plot Dgr as a function of ¢ for two dif-
ferent values of ¢ (20% and 40%) along with the refer-
ence monodisperse system (6 = 0%). The rods in size-
polydisperse fluids are more duffusive compared to the
rods in monodisperse counterpart of comparable volume
fractions and Dy is larger for larger 4.

Again, in figure b), we compare Dg as a function
of ¢ for the rods in monodisperse HS fluid (§ = 0) and
that in size-polydisperse fluid prepared under constant
pressure (P = 1) where the volume fraction naturally
varies in the range 0.44 — 0.53 approximately as we vary
0 from 0 — 40%. For the size-polydisperse system, as ¢
increases, we observed increased positive deviation of Dg
from the monodisperse counterpart, although the tracer
diffusivity decreases with increasing §. It may be due to
the inherent increase of volume fraction under constant
pressure. In order to confirm this, we prepared a set of
size-polydisperse systems with fixed ¢ (equal to that of
reference monodisperse system) and fixed pressure (NPT
in the figure) and compare their Dy as a function of J,
see figure [10}(c).

Note that under the condition of fixed ¢, increasing
size-polydispersity leads to lower pressure (or larger sys-

tem volume to maintain constant ¢) than the monodis-
perse counterpart and thus the viscosity decreases [50],
thereby increasing the value of Dp in more polydisperse
liquids. At the same time, we also observe that sys-
tem with higher ¢ value have more absolute free volume,
Viree = (1 — @) X system volume, compared to those with
lower § value for comparable values of ¢ under NPT con-
ditions. In figure[10](d)-(f) the change in Vjee correpond-
ing to figure [10| (a)-(c), respectively, are shown.

Comparasion of figure[I0}(a) and [L0}(d) reveal that, at
comparable ¢, higher polydispersity implies greater free
volume under constant pressure. In figure [I0}(b) and
(e), the NPT curve reveals, that increasing ¢ under
fixed pressure (P = 1) increases ¢ as well as Vieo. Again
comparison of figure [10}(c) and (f) shows that in both
size-polydisperse systems, i.e. fixed ¢ and fixed pressure,
Viree increases with increasing 4, but it is relatively large
for system with fixed ¢. And consequently a larger diffu-
sivity with increasing § for tracers in size-polydisperse HS
fluid under constant volume fraction. Similar behaviour
is observed for the translation motion also.
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FIG. 10: (a) Dgr vs ¢ for the rod in monodisperse and size-polydisperse HS fluids shown for § = 20%,40%. Under constant
volume fraction diffusivity increases with increasing size-polydispersity. (b) Comparison of Dgr vs ¢ for the rod (I = 12b) in
reference monodisperse HS fluid under constant volume fraction and the rod in size-polydisperse fluid whose ¢ changes with
changing § under constant pressure (NPT in the figure). (¢) Comparion of Dg vs ¢ for the rod (I = 12b) embedded in two sets
of size-polydisperse fluids: one under fixed ¢ and other with constant pressure. The error in the determination of Dgr values
are at most £107°. (d)-(f) Free volume, Viree vs @, corresponding to the systems in figure (a)-(c), respectively.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have studied the dynamics of stiff rods embed-
ded in size-polydisperse HS fluids, focussing on the
effect of degree of size disparity of the fluid particles
(characterized by the polydispersity index, §) on the
dynamics of the rods. The existing power law depedence
of rotational and translational diffusion coefficients on
the rod length as well as hydrodynamic interactions are
also investigated.

Rotational dynamics slows down with increasing rod
length in both size-polydisperse and reference monodis-
perse HS fluids. For the monodisperse case, the rota-
tional diffusion constant, Dg o< 7%, with @ = 3 in agree-
ment with the theoretical predictions. Also, the effect of
hydrodynamic interactions among the beads of the rods
are observed to be minimal in the case of rotation. Inter-
estingly, for size-polydisperse HS fluid, D o ™%, where
the exponent « varies in the range 3.0 — 3.2 when the
polydispersity index § varies from 0 — 40% (for system

under constant NPT condition). We have ensured the
accuracy of the simulated data by taking average of at
least 15 replicas for each system; however, a much wider
range of rod length may have to be considered to ver-
ify this power law dependence. It is evident from this
study that the exponent « increases upon increasing the
size-polydispersity of the fluid medium indicating slow-
ing down of rod dynamics. It is due to the fact that with
increasing size-polydispersity the system’s volume frac-
tion also increases and hence the drag force on the rods.
Furthermore, translational motion also slows down with
both the increase of rod length and §, and the transla-
tional diffusion coefficient Doonm o< {~¢, with o < 1. The
value of a = 1 represents the full hydrodynamic screening
between the beads of the stiff-rod. The observed value
of a < 1 indicates partial screening of the hydrodynamic
interaction between the beads of the rod which is in con-
trast to that observed in the rotational motion.

Since the volume fraction of the system inherently
changes with changing size-polydispersity under constant
pressure, we isolated the effect of varying ¢ by preparing



samples at fixed volume fraction of the system. This
study further reveals that under both constant volume
fraction and constant pressure conditions the system’s
absolute free volume increases with increasing §. In-
terestingly, with increasing §, the rotational dynamics
slows down for system under constant pressure, whereas
a faster dynamics is observed for the system with fixed
¢. Similar trend is also observed for the translational
motion also.

In conclusion, increasing size-polydispersity inhibits
tracer diffusion if the pressure of the system is held con-
stant, while it enhances if the volume fraction is fixed.
The current study provides a way to test the existing
conflicting theories on dynamics of rod-like polymers in
dynamically evolving crowded fluid-like medium, also it
may have implications on the design of nano-rods with
desired diffusivity.
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