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Abstract

We demonstrate scaffolding of plasmonic nanoparticles by topological defects induced by colloidal
microspheres to match their surface boundary conditions with a uniform far-field alignment in a liquid
crystal host. Displacing energetically costly liquid crystal regions of reduced order, anisotropic
nanoparticles with concave or convex shapes not only stably localize in defects but also self-orient with
respect to the microsphere surface. Using laser tweezers, we manipulate the ensuing nanoparticle-
microsphere colloidal dimers, probing the strength of elastic binding and demonstrating self-assembly of

hierarchical colloidal superstructures such as chains and arrays.

Starting from the development of facile synthetic methods, gold nanoparticles have been the focus in the
quest for understanding and exploiting their extraordinary optical properties arising from the localized
surface plasmon resonance (SPR).'” Strong absorption and local field enhancement observed in such
nanoparticles are of great interest for applications in nanophotonics, solar cells,* photothermal therapies,
and imaging.>® Nonspherical particles can exhibit SPR tunable throughout the visible and near-infrared

spectral regions®® and their plasmonic properties can be further enhanced by the collective behavior when



the interparticle separation becomes comparable to their size.? For example, multipole SPRs® and well-
defined assemblies’ of nanoparticles give simple ways of obtaining a nontrivial magnetic response,
making plasmonic colloidal systems useful for the preparation of metamaterials.® Near-field proximity of
plasmonic nanoparticles can also alter the fluorescent behavior of semiconductor and dielectric particles
as well as molecular dyes.”"" Precise arrangement of metal nanoparticles can yield highly desirable
functionality for applications such as nanoantennas.'*'* These examples demonstrate the great potential
of noncontact manipulation and trapping techniques that would allow for precise positioning of plasmonic
and other particles with respect to each other in fluid host media.

Although spatial manipulation of colloids of most compositions can be accomplished using
optical trapping, this technique requires continuous focusing of high-intensity laser beams and has
diffraction-limited minimum interparticle distance (typically hundreds of nanometers) at which two
particles can be stably localized with respect to each other. Furthermore, optical trapping of metal

13718 s limited by heating,'’ the relationship between trapping and SPR wavelengths,™® poor

nanoparticles
control of anisotropic particle orientation, and other factors. In anisotropic fluids such as liquid crystals
(LCs),”® which are of great interest for introducing tunability into the dispersions of plasmonic

nanoparticles,'>*

manipulation becomes even more complicated as the electric field of the trapping
beam can cause local realignment and induce phase transitions in the LC host.

In this Letter, we use topological singularities (defects) for elastic scaffolding of small plasmonic
nanoparticles next to bigger colloidal microspheres. These microparticle-induced defects in a nematic LC
elastically trap nanoparticles with concave and convex anisotropic shapes. Nanoparticles are attracted to
defects to displace the energetically costly defect core regions of reduced order parameter surrounded by
strong long-range elastic distortions of the LC. By means of dark-field microscopy and polarization-
sensitive two-photon luminescence (TPL) imaging, we demonstrate that anisotropic gold colloids such as
nanoplatelets and elongated rodlike octagonal, pentagonal, and starfruit-like prisms not only self-localize
within topological defects but also exhibit well-defined orientation with respect to the neighboring
microparticle and the uniform far-field LC alignment. Using laser tweezers, we manipulate the dielectric
colloidal microspheres along with the defect-bound plasmonic nanoparticles next to them. We explore the
strength of nanoparticle-defect interaction forces and show hierarchical self-assembly of metal and
dielectric colloids into chains and two-dimensional arrays. The demonstrated control of position and
orientation of the plasmonic nanoparticles allows for the creation of new nanoscale systems with
interesting potential applications in the areas of nanoscale imaging and nanoscale energy conversion.

We use a single-compound LC material 4-pentyl-4’-cyanobiphenyl (5CB, obtained from Frinton
Laboratories, Inc.) and nanoparticles with different anisotropic shapes, dimensions (characterized by the

axial diameter D,, and length L,;), and surface chemistry (Table 1). Ethanol dispersions of microgolds



(MGs), starfruits (SFs), nanobursts (NBs) and nanorods (GNRs) with NSol(akyl acrylate) polymer
conjugation (Figure la—d) were obtained from Nanopartz, Inc. (Colorado, U.S.A.). The smallest gold
nanorods (sGNRs) with polystyrene capping were obtained by means of an esterification reaction
between mercaptophenol-functionalized nanorods and  carboxyl-terminated polystyrene
(MW = 5000 g/mol) as described elsewhere.??* Silica microspheres of 3 um in diameter were obtained
from Duke Scientific as a powder and treated with a surfactant [3-(trimethoxysilyl)propyl]octadecyl-
dimethylammonium chloride (DMOAP) to set vertical surface boundary conditions for the LC molecular
alignment.”® Melamine resin spherical particles of 2 um in diameter and with tangential surface boundary
conditions®® were obtained in an aqueous dispersion (from Sigma-Aldrich) and turned into a powder via
slow water drying. These microparticles were then dispersed in the LC by direct mixing and a 15—30 min
sonication to break apart pre-existing colloidal aggregates. Gold nanoparticles were dispersed from
ethanol to toluene and then added to the mixture of LC and microspheres; toluene was evaporated
afterward. This colloidal dispersion was sonicated for 30—60 min while slowly changing the samples’
temperature from isotropic to the LC state to obtain isolated microspheres and metal nanoparticles in the
nematic host. Using capillary forces, LC colloidal dispersions were filled into ~5—10 um thick cells
formed by substrates spaced by glass fiber spacers and treated to provide planar or vertical boundary
conditions. In order to set homogeneous planar boundary conditions, glass plates were spin-coated with
polyimide P12555 (HD Micro-System) on their inner surfaces, unidirectionally rubbed, and then glued
together by epoxy while aligned to have “antiparallel” rubbing directions at the opposite plates. Surface
treatment of substrates with DMOAP was used to set the vertical surface boundary conditions for the LC
molecules.

We have used dark-field, bright-field, and polarizing modes of optical imaging with an inverted
Olympus microscope 1X81 integrated with a holographic optical trapping (HOT) setup?’ operating at
wavelength A = 1064 nm. The strong scattering of metal nanoparticles® in the dark-field microscopy***®
(Figure le—g) allowed us to visualize individual colloids of size smaller than the diffraction limit. The
adjustable numerical aperture (NA) of the high magnification oil objective 100x was selected to be
smaller (NA = 0.6) than the NA of the dark-field condenser (NA..¢ = 1.2). The interaction between gold
nanoparticles and topological defects was monitored with a PointGrey CCD camera at a frame rate of 15
fps using dark-field microscopy, enabling a direct measurement of elastic interaction forces.?®

Orientation-sensitive imaging of SGNRs and GNRs was performed using their polarized TPL.**%
We used a tunable (680—1080 nm) Ti:sapphire oscillator (140 fs, 80 MHz, Chameleon Ultra-11, Coherent)
to generate TPL from sGNRs and GNRs (Figure 1h,i). To enhance the polarization dependence of TPL,
the excitation of gold nanorods was performed at wavelengths in the proximity of the longitudinal SPR

peak (850 nm for SGNR and ~650 nm for GNR), and the TPL signal from a single nanorod was detected



within the spectral range of 400—700 nm (Supporting Information) by a photomultiplier tube (H5784-20,
Hamamatsu). The in-plane position of the focused excitation beam was controlled by a galvano-mirror
scanning unit (FV300, Olympus) and its polarization was varied using a half-wave retardation plate
mounted immediately before the 100x oil objective. The average power of the fast-scanning excitation
beam in the sample plane was ~100—200 uW (see Supporting Information for details), low enough to be
insufficient to change the temperature of LC and affect its local ordering due to the laser-induced heating
of gold nanoparticles.*’

The unique property of colloidal dispersions of all studied anisotropic gold nanoparticles in LCs
is that they exhibit well defined alignment with respect to the uniform far-field director n, that can be
controlled on large scales via treatment of confining substrates (like in flat-panel LC displays).
Nanoparticle shape and capping can promote vertical or tangential alignment of the LC molecules at its
surface. Particles disturb the initially uniform average local molecular alignment along the LC director n
describing the average local orientation of the rod-like molecules,® and induce spatial distortions
described by the director field n(r) and dependent on the type and strength of anchoring at their surfaces.
The ensuing equilibrium orientation of anisotropic nanoparticles depends on their size and the type and
strength of surface anchoring and can be characterized by a dimensionless parameter®* o ~ Ry, W,/K,
where W, is a surface anchoring coefficient at the nanoparticle-nematic interface, Ry, = Dy,/2 is a radius of
nanoparticle, and K is an average Frank elastic constant.® Taking typical values of K = 10 pN and W, ~
107°-10"* J/m® and sizes of studied nanoparticles, we find that @ ~ 0.001—1 varies within a wide range.
Although NSol coatings at flat surfaces promote vertical boundary conditions while polystyrene coatings
promote planar boundary conditions at flat LC-solid interfaces, the resulting spatial distortions of n(r) due
to nanoparticles also depend on their shape (i.e., concave vs convex). Since the ensuing n(r) structures
appear on submicrometer scales, their details cannot be resolved by polarizing optical microscopy.
However, by means of dark-field microscopy, we directly observe nanoparticles as bright diffraction-
limited scattering spots on a dark background of the nonscattering aligned LC (Figures 1e—g). Dark-field
imaging reveals the orientation of nanoparticles: pentagonal MG nanorods (Figure 1a) align perpendicular
to the far-field director n, (Figure 1e) while SFs align along n, (Figure 1f) and NBs align with their large-
area flat faces normal to n, (Figure 1g).

The orientation of small octagonal SGNR and GNR nanorods was determined using polarized
TPL (Figures 1h,i and 2). The TPL intensity from these particles depends on the polarization direction of
the excitation beam as cos’s, where f is the angle between the long axis of the nanorod and the
polarization of the excitation light (see Supporting Information for details).*® Figure 2 shows a polar plot
of TPL intensity versus g for a nanorod aligned along n,. The TPL intensity from both SGNR and GNR

particles is at minimum for the polarization of excitation light perpendicular to ny (Figure 1h) and



maximum for their parallel orientation (Figure 1i), allowing us to unambiguously establish that SGNRs
and GNRs align parallel to ny (Figure 1m,n). Figure 1j—n show the corresponding schematics of n(r) and
defects induced in the LC by studied gold nanoparticles, as established based on the known boundary
conditions at their surface and the comparative analysis of different types of optical images, such as the
dark-field and polarizing microscopy images shown in Figure 1f for the case of SFs shown in Figure 1b.
MG nanoparticles (Figure 1a) have the shape of a pentagonal prism and align in the nematic LC with their
long dimension L,, normal to n, (Figure 1j). Because of the homeotropic surface anchoring, they are
encircled by a disclination loop of strength k = —1/2 (Figure 1j), where k is defined as a number of
director turns by 2z when the defect core is circumnavigated once. MGs freely rotate around n,. NB
nanoplatelets (Figure 1c) with multiple irregular sharp edges and vertical surface boundary conditions
align with their flat sides normal to no, inducing a k = —1/2 disclination loop around their perimeter
(Figure 11). The SFs have complex elongated shape with the concave base in the form of a star (Figure
1b). They align with their long axes along ny and, as can be seen from polarizing microscopy textures
(inset of Figure 1f), induce n(r) of quadrupolar symmetry with two surface point defects called
“boojums” at their ends (Figure 1k). This n(r) structure can be explained by the grooved surface relief of
the rodlike SF nanoparticles with star-shaped base (Figure 1b). Bulk elastic energy is minimized when the
LC director locally follows these grooves instead of satisfying antagonistic surface boundary conditions
exerted by the complex ribbed surface relief of these nanoparticles (Figure 1f,k), explaining the observed
n(r)-configuration. GNR and sGNR particles have octagonal cross sections. GNRs promote vertical
alignment of LC molecules at their surface and align with their long axes along n, with the k = —1/2
disclination loop encircling them in the plane normal to their long axis (Figure 1m). Since w is small, one
can expect that this disclination loop is “virtual” or located at the particle surface.”>* The anchoring at
SGNR polystyrene-capped surfaces is tangential, causing weak n(r)-distortions of quadrupolar symmetry
with two boojums (Figure 1n). These findings for complex-shaped colloids are consistent with the studies

of colloidal cylinders in LCs,*****7

which showed that their orientation can be both along and
perpendicular to ny for normal boundary conditions and that rods with tangential boundary conditions
typically align parallel to n,.

To enable and control spatial localization of fluid-borne nanoparticles of varying sizes and
shapes, we use colloidal microspheres also dispersed in the LC. These solid microspheres induce much
stronger distortions of n(r) compared to the nanoparticles, causing well-defined singular point and line
defects.®®*° Depending on the strength,40 the vertical surface anchoring at silica spheres causes either
dipolar distortions of n(r) with a hyperbolic point defect'® of topological charge N = —1 (Figure 3a,b,d,f)
or quadrupolar distortions of n(r) with k = —1/2 disclination loop (“Saturn ring”)** encircling the sphere

along its equator in the plane normal to n, (Figure 3i,j). In our experiments, spherical particles with the



hedgehog defect were commonly observed in thicker (10 um) thick cells and particles with the Saturn
ring defect were observed predominantly in thinner (5 pm) thick cells.* In dark-field microscopy, the
hyperbolic point defect is seen as a weakly scattering spot near a strongly scattering silica sphere (Figure
3a and Figure 4a, marked by a yellow arrow). The Saturn ring (Figure 3j) appears as a weakly scattering
line that is clearly seen at the microsphere edges (Figure 3i, marked by a green arrow).

839 that arise due to

Colloidal particles suspended in LCs experience anisotropic interaction forces
minimization of the elastic free energy driven by sharing of director distortions introduced by neighboring
particles. Attraction of nanoparticles into topological singularities induced by microspheres is of similar
nature and arises due to the displacement of energetically costly regions of distorted n(r) and “melted”
isotropic defect cores by the nanoparticles. We have used the HOT system?’ to translate the microspheres
to the vicinity of metal nanoparticles. Dark-field video microscopy then tracked the motion of colloids
after releasing the microparticles in the vicinity of nanoparticles. The sGNRs, GNRs (Figure 3a,i), and
NBs (Figure 4a) were attracted toward point and line defects within a couple micrometers and eventually
trapped by them (Figures 3a,c,e,g,h and 4a—c). Figures 3a and 4a show such nanoparticles being attracted
into the point defect in the direction roughly along no. The entrapment of nanorods by the Saturn ring
defect around microsphere is demonstrated in Figure 3i,j. At large distances, the directionality of the
elastic interactions between the microsphere and GNR is similar to that of two quadrupolar LC colloids

with Saturn rings and the same curvature of n(r)-distortions, 3%

repelling at center-to-center separation
vectors parallel and perpendicular to ng but attracting at intermediate angles (Supporting Information
Figure S4).%394 Even when released with center-to-center vector orientation corresponding to repulsion
(Figure 3j), the GNR slowly drifts to the attractive angular sector and attracts toward the microsphere
roughly along the expected direction of maximum attraction between such quadrupoles.®*2**“? Once in the
vicinity of the microsphere, the GNR slides around its surface by continuously displacing increasingly
stronger director distortions and eventually localizes in the defect (Figure 3j). In contrast, the
directionality of the elastic interactions between microsphere with the Saturn ring and sGNR with two
boojums (Figure 3j) is similar to the case of two quadrupolar LC colloids having opposite distributions of
defect signs and opposite curvature of n(r)-distortions,* attracting at center-to-center separation vectors
parallel and perpendicular to ng but repelling at the intermediate angles (Supporting Information Figure
S4). When released having the center-to-center separation vector perpendicular to no, SGNRs head
straight to the disclination until entrapped (Figure 3j). Once trapped in the point defect, sSGNRs and GNRs
spontaneously orient orthogonally to the sphere surface and along no, as revealed by polarized TPL.
GNRs and sGNRs trapped in disclinations align along the defect lines, minimizing the total free energy
by maximizing the volume of melted defect core that they displace at this orientation.

Figure 4 shows that NB nanoplatelets are attracted to the point defect not only from close



proximity (Figure 4a) but even when released at distant initial locations on the side of the microsphere
opposite to that of the defect, moving down the path corresponding to the strongest gradient of n(r)
(Figure 4e). Defect-trapped NBs orient to have their large-area faces locally parallel to the surface of the
microsphere (Figure 4b,c and Supporting Information Figure S3). Several NBs can be collected in the
region of the point defect simultaneously while preserving this orientation with respect to the microsphere
(Figure 4e).

By tracking positions of colloids with video microscopy (Figure 4a), one can measure the time
dependent center-to-center separation re(t) between the nanoparticle and the microsphere (inset of Figure
4d). In the regime of low Reynolds numbers (Re <« 10" in our case), the inertia effects are negligible and

the attractive elastic force is balanced by the viscous drag force® * Fq

= cqvi(t), where ¢4 is an average
drag coefficient in an anisotropic fluid and v,(t) = dr./dt is a relative velocity of the nanoparticle with
respect to the center of the microsphere. To estimate ¢4, we have measured self-diffusion constants Dy and
D, of the nanoparticle for the diffusion directions along and perpendicular to no, respectively.* Using the
estimated cd and measured v,(t) (see, for example, the inset in Figure 4d), one determines the separation-
dependent attractive potential (Figure 4d), the minimum of which yields the attraction energy W, of a
nanoparticle to the defect before being entrapped in the defect core; the interaction energies increase with
the nanoparticle size (Table 1). MG and SF colloids also experience attraction toward the silica
microsphere (Figure 5a). However, in contrast to GNRs, SGNRs, and NBs they do not self-localize into
the hyperbolic hedgehog core but rather in the region of distorted n(r) at a distance to the point defect
comparable to their size, forming weakly bound microsphere-nanoparticle pairs with the r,. changes due
to thermal fluctuations within ~0.5 um. The same is true in the vicinity of boojum defects induced by
melamine resin microparticles (Figure 5e,f): SFs do not localize in the boojum regions, but stay elastically
bound in the nearby region with strongly distorted n(r), with r.. also changing due to thermal fluctuations
up to ~0.5 um. Their behavior 1is consistent with the elastic dipole—quadrupole and
quadrupole—quadrupole interactions that was previously explored for microspheres.””**%** Tq locate MG
and SF nanoparticles more precisely within the defects, we have used optical manipulation. Laser beams
of moderate power (20—50 mW) focused between the point defect and the nanoparticle lead to trapping of
MGs and SFs at the bulk point defects (Figures 5b,d) or surface boojums (Figures 5f,g). Dark-field
microscopy (Figure 5b,f) reveals that defect-trapped MGs and SFs orient perpendicular to the
microsphere surface.

The shape- and size-dependent oriented attraction and trapping of metallic nanoparticles by
topological defects are driven by the minimization of director distortions and corresponding elastic
energies. They can be qualitatively understood by comparing anisotropic particle dimensions Ry, Ly, and

the so-called surface extrapolation length I, = K/W, ~ 0.1-10 um." The surface anchoring effects are



negligible for particles with Ry, < I, so that they are simply driven toward regions with the strongest
gradients of n(r) and eventually trapped while displacing LC regions with increasingly stronger and
stronger elastic distortions. One can roughly estimate the maximum free energy reduction AW ~ KRegs
due to replacing the energetically costly volume of the distortions by a particle of volume V,, = n'anZan/4
as the elastic energy of distortions in the region limited by an “equivalent” sphere of volume V,, and
radius Reqs (Table 1). As expected, the estimated energy reduction AW is larger or comparable to the
attraction energy W, between the SGNR, GNR (Regs < l,) and defects measured near the contact with the
singularity at a distance limited by a ~10 nm resolution of videotracking (Table 1). When Regs = |5, the
director field around the nanoparticle is highly dependent on the boundary conditions at its surface, and
such a nanoparticle may induce additional elastic distortions if placed into the region with the nonuniform
n(r), so that the superposition of pre-existing and nanoparticle-induced director distortions may not
always lead to lower elastic energy. This is the case for MG and SF nanoparticles, which are driven
toward the region with strongly distorted n(r) around the microparticles (Figure 5a) until the mismatch of
n(r) around the microparticle and nanoparticles causes an energetic barrier > kgT and localizes them next
to the topological singularity in a location that is likely a metastable state. Laser tweezers help to
overcome this energetic barrier when the trapping beam is placed in the region between the point defect
and MG or SF, further distorting n(r) and dragging MGs and SFs into the stable trapping position
coinciding with the core of the point defect (Figures 5b,d,f,g). Although Rees 0f NBs is comparable to that
of MGs and SFs, NB colloids spontaneously localize in the defect cores, which is because the elastic
distortions induced by these nanoparticles are weak and distributed around their perimeter, so that they do
not result in significant elastic energy barriers as the particle traverses toward defect cores. This finding
indicates that oriented trapping of nanoparticles by topological defects is highly dependent on their shape,
in addition to the particle size.

Topological singularities entrap nanoparticles with nanoscale precision on the order of the defect
core radius (~10 nm) with respect to the center of the defect core, better than in the conventional optical
traps (dependent on laser power but on the order of the diffraction limit, i.e., about hundreds of
nanometers) and even better than in the case of plasmonic optical traps.” The changes of the center-to-
center distance between the microsphere and entrapped nanoparticles are smaller or comparable to the
10 nm resolution with which we can localize the centers of these colloids by means of video microscopy.
At short distances < Ry, the topological defect trapping force Fy is expected to increase linearly with the
displacement®®?" Ar of the nanoparticle from the equilibrium position in the elastic trap following
Hooke’s law Fig; = xigiAr, Where xi 1S a trap stiffness. Fyg is maximized when Ar ~ Reg, and can be called
a “trap escape force” Fy in analogy with the case of optical trapping.”®*’ This escape force for the point

defect trap can be determined using the energy AW cost of displacing the nanoparticle from the elastic



trap by a distance Regs. The reduction energy AWk is equal to the sum of the defect core energy and the
elastic energy of director distortions in a volume of the defect occupied by the nanoparticle. In the case of
the hyperbolic point defect (Figure 3f), AWgr can be estimated using the expression
Whp = 87K (Regs — p)/3 + yrpc"“ , where Wy, is the elastic energy of the hedgehog defect, y ~ 10° J/m® is the
energy density of the isotropic core and r,. = [(8/9)(w/y)K]"* = 13 nm is its radius.” The first term in Wy,
corresponds to the elastic contribution and the second term describes the energy of a “melted” isotropic
core. In the case of the Saturn ring defect (Figure 3i,j), AWR can be estimated as an elastic energy of a
wedge disclination loop of the strength k = —=1/2, W, = Tk*KL In(R/rqe) + Wy, Where R is a characteristic
dimension of the considered system, L is the disclination length, rg. ~ 10 nm and W, are the radius and
the energy of the disclination core, respectively." For R comparable to the defect core size, the energy
reduction is mostly due to the energy of the displaced isotropic defect core, but the contribution of the
elastic part of the defect energy increases further with increasing R,,. Using the calculated reduction
energy AWg for different nanoparticles and defects (Table 2), one can roughly estimate the order of
magnitude of the corresponding trap escape forces as F ~ AWgr/Reqs (Table 2). Consistent with the range
of obtained values, optical tweezers at moderate laser powers of about 50 mW (corresponding optical
trapping forces of up to ~20 pN®’) at the sample plane do not exert optical trapping forces that would be
strong enough to remove nanoparticles from the topological defect traps once they are entrapped. The
stiffness of these topological defect traps is iy > kgT/Ar?, where Ar ~ 10 nm is the maximum
experimentally observed displacement of the nanoparticle from the center of the defect trap, precise
measurement of which is limited by the resolution of videomicroscopy. The estimated stiffness g for
different studied nanoparticles is 20—100 pN/nm, which is significantly larger than the stiffness of optical

13717 and plasmonic optical traps.*

tweezers trapping gold nanoparticles at relatively high laser powers

The mobility of nanoparticle-microsphere dimers in the LC can be used to assemble desired
photonic structures. Figure 6 shows examples of such assemblies levitating in the LC bulk because of the
repulsive elastic interactions between the colloidal dimers and confining substrates. Once nanoparticles
are trapped by defects, the dimers of plasmonic and dielectric particles can assemble into patterns dictated
by elastic interactions in the LC. For example, Figure 6a—c shows a pair of MGs trapped into the
hedgehogs due to two microspheres. Figure 6d—g shows a chain of MG-microsphere pairs along no; the
3 um spacing between MGs is defined by the diameter of microspheres. Nanoparticles can be also
assembled into two-dimensional arrays, such as the one composed of SF nanoparticles trapped into
boojums (Figure 6h,i). Interestingly, the alignment of SFs often changes as multiple microparticles self-
assemble into more complex structures, which may be promoted by sharing of individual anisotropic
nanoparticles by two boojums induced by the two interacting microspheres (Figure 6i). The distance

between nanoparticles and their alignment in such structures can be controlled by using microspheres



with different size and surface chemistry, depending on the need of specific photonic applications.
Although the surface boojums localize nanoparticles in direct contact with the surface of the
microspheres, the bulk point and line defects can localize nanoparticles at a well-controlled distance and
orientation with respect to the surface of the microsphere. The distance from the center of microsphere to

the hyperbolic point defect is known to be ~1.2a,**%

where a is the radius of the microsphere, while the
radius of the Saturn ring defect is typically ~1.1a.** By controlling the size of the colloidal microspheres
in the submicrometer and micrometer ranges as well as controlling the size and shape of entrapped
nanoparticles, one can use the demonstrated scaffolding of nanoparticles to form two-particle
nanoantennas with the distance between the surfaces of bigger and smaller colloids controlled within
10-100 nm. One can also envision the assembly of ring-shaped structures of multiple plasmonic
nanoparticles entrapped and oriented in the Saturn ring defect line encircling a bigger metallic or
dielectric colloidal sphere. In addition to microspheres, one can utilize bigger particles of other shapes,
like platelets and rings that are known to induce different types of defects.** Importantly, all of these
fluid-borne colloidal microparticles with scaffolded nanoparticles can be further used for self-assembly or
light-guided hierarchical superstructures with a host of potential applications, such as fabrication of novel
types of tunable metamaterials.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated oriented trapping of plasmonic gold nanoparticles by
topological singularities in nematic LCs. The defect traps induced by colloidal microspheres allow for
highly precise, oriented spatial localization, strong maximum trapping potentials of 100—5000 kgT, and
large trap stiffnesses that depend on the shape and size of trapped nanocolloids and are of great interest
for fundamental studies in nanophotonics and plasmonics. The demonstrated elastic scaffolding of smaller
nanoparticles by elastic distortions and defects due to bigger microparticles yields an interesting colloidal
system with the anisotropic nanoparticles at well-defined orientation with respect to the surface of
microparticles and the far-field LC director. The ensuing colloidal dimers of plasmonic metal
nanoparticles and dielectric microparticles can be assembled into a number of one- and two-dimensional
arrays of desired configuration, as needed for applications in nanoscale photonics and plasmonics. The
use of metal microparticles instead of dielectric ones may enable applications in nanoantennas as well as
in nanoscale energy conversion systems. Similar approaches may be used for nanoscale trapping of other
types of nanoparticles, like semiconductor nanocrystals, which are important for imaging and energy
conversion. Since self-assembled structures of plasmonic nanoparticles can exhibit a broad range of
magnetic and electric resonances,” plasmonic nanoparticle self-assemblies in a fluid LC medium with
facile response to electric fields may offer a means for low voltage control of their optical response and

enable self-assembly based fabrication of tunable bulk metamaterials.



Acknowledgments

This work was supported by the Division of Chemical Sciences, Geosciences, and Biosciences, Office of
Basic Energy Sciences of the U.S. Department of Energy under Contract No. DEAC36-08G028308 with
the National Renewable Energy Laboratory (J.vdL and J.S.E.), by the International Institute for Complex
Adaptive Matter (B.S.), and by NSF Grants DMR-0847782, DMR-0820579, and DMR-0844115 (I.1.S.,
B.S., PJ.A,, and T.L.). E.R.Z. acknowledges financial support by NSF (DMR-0547399, DMR-1105878).
We thank Christian Schoen and Shelley Coldiron from Nanopartz, Inc. for providing gold nanoparticles
along with the corresponding TEM images (Figure 1a,c,d). We acknowledge discussions with Nick
Abbott, Noel Clark, and Victor Pergamenshchik.

References

(1) Lal, S.; Link, S.; Halas, N. J. Nat. Photonics 2007, 1, 641-648.

(2) Jain, P. K.; Huang, X.; El-Sayed, I. H.; EI-Sayed, M. A. Acc. Chem. Res. 2008, 41, 1578—1586.
(3) Sau, T. K.; Rogach, A. L.; Jackel, F.; Klar, T. A.; Feldmann, J. Adv. Mater. 2010, 22, 1805—1825.

(4) Morfa, A. J.; Rowlen, K. L.; Reilly, T. H.; Romero, M. J.; van de Lagemaat, J. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2008,
92, 013504.

(5) Perassi, E. M.; Hernandez-Garrido, J. C.; Sergio Moreno, M.; Encina, E. R.; Coronado, E. A;
Midgley, P. A. Nano Lett. 2010, 10, 2097-2104.

(6) Habteyes, T.; Dhuey, S.; Cabrini, S.; Schuck, P. J.; Leone, S. R. Nano Lett. 2011, 11, 1819—-1825.

(7) Fan, J. A.; Wu, Ch.; Bao, K.; Bao, J.; Bardhan, R.; Halas, N. J.; Manoharan, V. N.; Nordlander, P.;
Shvets, G.; Capasso, F. Science 2010, 328, 1135-1138.

(8) Shalaev, V. M. Nat. Photonics 2007, 1, 41—48.
(9) Romero, M. J.; van de Lagemaat, J. Phys. Rev. B 2009, 80, 115432.
(10) Ni, W.; Ambjornsson, T.; Apell, S. P.; Chen, H.; Wang, J. Nano Lett. 2010, 10, 77—84.

(11) Johnson, J. C.; Reilly, T. H.; Kanarr, A. C.; van de Lagemaat, J. J. Phys. Chem. C 2009, 113,
6871-6877.

(12) Khatua, S.; Chang, W.-S.; Swanglap, P.; Olson, J.; Link, S. Nano Lett. 2011, 11, 3797-3802.

(13) Dorfmiiller, J.; Dregely, D.; Esslinger, M.; Khunsin, W.; Vogelgesang, R.; Kern, K.; Giessen, H.
Nano Lett. 2011, 11, 2819-2824.

(14) Alvarez-Puebla, R. A.; Agarwal, A.; Manna, P.; Khanal, B. P.; Aldeanueva-Potel, P.; Carbo-
Argibay, E.; Pazos-Perez, N.; Vigderman, L.; Zubarev, E. R.; Kotov, N. A.; Liz-Marzan, L. M. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 2011, 108, 8157—-8161.

(15) Hansen, P. M.; Bhatia, V. K.; Harrit, N.; Oddershede, L. Nano Lett. 2005, 5, 1937-1942.
(16) Guffey, M. J.; Scherer, N. F. Nano Lett. 2010, 10, 4302—4308.
(17) Seol, Y.; Carpenter, A. E.; Perkins, T. T. Opt. Lett. 2006, 31, 2429-2431.

(18) Pelton, M.; Liu, M.; Kim, H. Y.; Smith, G.; Guyot-Sionnest, P.; Scherer, N. F. Opt. Lett. 2006, 31,
2075-2077.



(19) Chaikin, P. M.; Lubensky, T. C. Principles of Condensed Matter Physics; Cambridge University
Press: Cambridge, 1995.

(20) Liu, Q.; Cui, Y.; Gardner, D.; Li, X.; He, S.; Smalyukh, I. I. Nano Lett. 2010, 10, 1347—1353.

(21) Khatua, S.; Manna, P.; Chang, W.-S.; Tcherniak, A.; Friedlander, E.; Zubarev, E. R.; Link, S. J.
Phys. Chem. C 2010, 114, 7251-7257.

(22) Ezhov, A. A.; Shandryuk, G. A.; Bondarenko, G. N.; Merekalov, A. S.; Abramchuk, S. S;
Shatalova, A. M.; Manna, P.; Zubarev, E. R.; Talroze, R. V. Langmuir 2011, 27, 13353—13360.

(23) Khanal, B. P.; Zubarev, E. R. Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 2009, 48, 6888—6891.

(24) Slaughter, L. S.; Chang, W.-S.; Swanglap, P.; Tcherniak, A.; Khanal, B. P.; Zubarev, E. R.; Link, S.
J. Phys. Chem. C 2010, 114, 4934—4938.

(25) Koenig, G. M.; Lin, I.-H.; Abbott, N. L. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 2010, 107, 3998—4003.

(26) Smalyukh, 1. I.; Kachynski, A. V.; Kuzmin, A. N.; Prasad, P. N. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 2006,
103, 18048—18053.

(27) Trivedi, R. P.; Engstrom, D.; Smalyukh, I. I. J. Opt. 2011, 13, 044001.

(28) van de Hulst, H. C. Light Scattering by Small Particles, 2nd ed.; Dover Publications, Inc.: New York,
1981.

(29) Koenig, G. M.; de Pablo, J. J.; Abbott, N. L. Langmuir 2009, 25, 13318—-13321.

(30) Wang, H.; Huff, T. B.; Zweifel, D. A.; He, W.; Low, P. S.; Wei, A.; Cheng, J.-X. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. U.S.A. 2005, 102, 15752—15756.

(31) Zijlstra, P.; Chon, J. W. M.; Gu, M. Nature 2009, 459, 410—413.

(32) Burylov, S. V.; Raikhner, Yu. L. Phys. Lett. A 1990, 149, 279-283.

(33) Burylov, S. V.; Raikhner, Yu. L. Phys. Rev. E 1994, 50, 358—367.

(34) Ruhwandl, R. W.; Terentjev, E. M. Phys. Rev. E 1997, 56, 5561-5565.

(35) Andrienko, D.; Allen, M. P.; Skacej, G.; Zumer, S. Phys. Rev. E 2002, 65, 041702.
(36) Matthias, H.; Kitzerow, H.-S. Mol. Cryst. Lig. Cryst. 2009, 508, 127-136.

(37) Tkalec, U.; Skarabot, M.; Musevi¢, I. Soft Matter 2008, 4, 2402—2409.

(38) Poulin, P.; Stark, H.; Lubensky, T. C.; Weitz, D. A. Science 1997, 275, 1770—1773.
(39) Poulin, P.; Weitz, D. A. Phys. Rev. E 1998, 57, 626—637.

(40) Ognysta, U.; Nych, A.; Nazarenko, V.; Musevi¢, I.; Skarabot, M.; Ravnik, M.; Zumer, S.; Poberaj, L;
Babi¢, D. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2008, 100, 217803.

(41) Gu, Y.; Abbott, N. L. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2000, 85, 4719-4722.

42) Skarabot, M.; Ravnik, M.; Zumer, S.; Tkalec, L; Poberaj, 1.; Babic, D.; Osterman, N.; Musevic, L.
Phys. Rev. E 2008, 77, 031705.

(43) Ognysta, U. M.; Nych, A. B.; Uzunova, V. A.; Pergamenschik, V. M.; Nazarenko, V. G.; Skarabot,
M.; Musevi¢, 1. Phys. Rev. E 2011, 83, 041709.

(44) Lapointe, C. P.; Mason, T. G.; Smalyukh, I. I. Science 2009, 326, 1083—1086.
(45) Grigorenko, A. N.; Raberts, N. W.; Dickinson, M. R.; Zhang, Y. Nat. Photonics 2008, 2, 365—370.



Figures
(a)

2000 nm 1000 nm

(m) H
KL LI

Figure 1. Gold nanoparticles in a nematic LC. (a,c,d) TEM images of MG, NB and GNR nanoparticles,
respectively. (b) SEM image of SF nanoparticles. (e—g) Dark-field microscopy images of MGs, SFs, and
NBs in 5CB, respectively. Inset in (f) shows the texture of director distortions around SF between crossed
polarizer “P” and analyzer “A”. (h,i) TPL images of an sGNR nanoparticle (in the area outlined by yellow
dashed line) taken with the polarization of excitation beam (1. = 850 nm) perpendicular (h) and parallel
(i) to ng. (j-n) Schematic diagrams of n(r) (black lines) around MG, SF, NB, GNR, and sGNR
nanoparticles, respectively. Red lines in (j,I,m) and blue semispheres in (k,n) show a k = —1/2 defect line
and an m = —1 boojum point singularities, respectively. Green and white double arrows show the in-plane
direction of the far-field director ng; white circle with the point in the middle show ny normal to the field
of view. Red double arrows in (h,i) show the polarization direction of the excitation beam. Blue arrows in
(j—n) show the allowed rotations of aligned nanoparticles.
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Figure 2. TPL intensity from a sGNR nanorod in a nematic LC vs the angle 8 between its long axis and
the polarization of excitation beam, revealing its alignment along n,. The red line shows the best fit of
experimental data (black filled circles) with the expected angular dependence of TPL ~ cos’g.
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Figure 3. Attraction of GNRs and sGNRs to topological singularities in a nematic LC. (a) A sequence of
dark-field images showing an sGNR nanorod (marked by a blue arrow) moving into an N = —1 point
defect (marked by a yellow arrow) near the microsphere. (b) A bright-field image of the microsphere with
the point defect. (c—e) Bright-field, polarizing, and dark-field images, respectively, of silica microsphere
with the point defect displaced by an sGNR. (f) A schematic diagram of the dipolar n(r) around the
microsphere; black filled circle shows the point defect. (g) A schematic diagram of n(r) with the nanorod
(yellow) displacing the defect. (h) An enlarged schematic view of the nanorod (yellow cylinder) in the
defect. (i) Dark-field images showing attraction of a GNR (marked by a red arrow) to a Saturn ring defect
(marked by a green arrow). (j) Trajectories of GNR (red filled circles) and sSGNR (blue filled circles)
nanoparticles attracting to the “Saturn ring” (black line). ng is shown by white double arrows and n(r) in
(f-h,j) is shown by blue lines. Inset in (j) shows the polarizing microscope texture of the microsphere
with the Saturn ring defect.
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Figure 4. Attraction of a NB nanoplatelet to a microsphere-induced point defect in a nematic LC. (a)
Dark-field images show the NB (marked by a blue arrow) moving toward the point defect (marked by a
yellow arrow). (b) A schematic diagram of dipolar n(r) with NB nanoparticle (yellow) displacing the
defect. (c) An enlarged schematic view of the NB platelet in the trap. (d) The elastic interaction potential
as a function of a center-to-center separation between particles r., derived from the inset plot of r vs
time t. (e) Dark-field video frames showing motion of NB to a point defect from the initial position
“behind the microsphere,” with its sliding around the microsphere surface toward the defect.
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Figure 5. Entrapment of MGs and SFs by point singularities assisted by optical tweezers. (a) Dark-field
image showing MG (marked by a blue arrow) in the initial local-minimum-energy location away from a
bulk point defect (marked by a red arrow). (b) A dark-field image of an MG nanoparticle stably trapped in
a point defect region after the use of optical tweezers to overcome the elastic energy barrier. (c) A bright-
field image of the microsphere with dipolar n(r) and a point defect. (d) A bright-field image of an MG
nanorod (pointed by a blue arrow) displacing the bulk point defect. (e) A polarizing microscopy image
showing the quadrupolar n(r) around melamine resin microsphere. (f) A dark-field image of SF nanorod
(marked by the blue arrow) entrapped by a surface point defect (the boojum is marked by a green arrow)
with the assistance of optical tweezers. (g) A schematic of n(r) (blue lines) around a microsphere with
tangential anchoring and SF nanoparticle (yellow) corresponding to (e) and (f); the black filled semicircle
in (g) shows the boojum.



\

Figure 6. Colloidal superstructures of gold nanoparticles and dielectric microspheres. (a—c) Polarizing
and dark-field microscopy images and a schematic diagram showing microsphere-MG pairs assembled in
antiparallel direction, respectively. (d—g) Polarizing, bright-field, and dark-field microscopy images and a
schematic diagram showing chains of microsphere-MG dimers aligned along no, respectively. (h,i) A
darkfield image and a schematic diagram of an array (accentuated by a dashed line) formed by SF
nanorods trapped in distorted regions next to melamine resin microspheres.



Table 1. Properties of gold nanoparticles in a nematic liquid crystal

nanoparticles capping axial diameter  length Ly, elastic energy of attraction energy

Dy, (nm) (nm) distortions in an near contact with
“equivalent” sphere AW  point/line defects ¥,
(ksT) (ksT)

Microgold (MG) NSol(akyl acrylate) 150 800 235 -

Starfruit (SF) NSol(akyl acrylate) 100 500 153 -

Nanoburst (NB) NSol(akyl acrylate) ~500 100 262 ~40/-

nanorods (GNR) NSol(akyl acrylate) 25 60 30 (3-5)/20

nanorods (SGNR)  polystyrene 10 45 15 (3-5)/20

Table 2. Properties of topological defect traps for different gold nanoparticles

nanoparticles reduction energy AWy (kgT) trap escape force . (pN)
point defect line defect point defect line defect

MG 1854 3817 51 105

SF 1170 2335 49 99

NB 2078 4318 51 107

GNR 132 334 29 73

sGNR 59 136 27 62




Supporting Information

1. Two-photon luminescence of gold nanorods sGNR and NB nanoparticles

We determined the orientation of small nanorods sGNR and GNR using a polarization dependent two-
photon luminescence (TPL) of gold nanorods.*"** Here, as an example, we present the study of TPL from
sGNRs (dimensions 45 x 10 nm). Nanorods were spin-coated from an organic solvent solution on a clean
glass substrate. Two glass substrates were assembled into the cell with a gap set by nanorods.

A tunable (680-1080 nm) femtosecond Ti:sapphire oscillator (140 fs, 80 MHz, Chameleon Ultra-II,
Coherent) was used to generate TPL from sGNRs. The excitation of gold sGNRs was performed at
wavelengths corresponding to their longitudinal surface plasmon resonance peak (Ao = 850 nm) and the
TPL signal was detected within the range 400-700 nm by photomultiplier tube (H5784-20, Hamamatsu).
The in-plane position of the excitation beam was controlled by a laser scanning unit (FV300, Olympus)
coupled to the inverted Olympus microscope IX81 capable of dark-field imaging as well. The polarization
of excitation beam was changed using the half-wave retardation plate mounted before an 100x (NA = 1.4)
oil objective, which both focused the excitation light into the sample and collected light emitted from
nanorods. To measure the TPL spectrum we used a fiber optic spectrometer USB2000 (Ocean Optics,
Inc.) and the average excitation power Py was in the range 10-100 mW at the laser output.

We measured the dependence of TPL intensity on the average excitation power (Fig. S1). The TPL
intensity increased as the excitation power increased (Fig. S1a). The slope of the linear fit in Fig. S1b was

1.95, which is indicative of two-photon excitation process.®"*
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Figure S1. Dependence of TPL intensity on excitation power: (a) TPL spectra at different excitation

powers; (b) Log-Log plot of TPL intensity vs. excitation power. The slope of the fit is 1.95, which

indicates a two-photon excitation process.



For TPL imaging, the power of excitation beam before focusing by objective was just ~100-200 uW.
Scanning the area of the cell with the excitation beam we obtained TPL images of single nanorods (Fig.

S2). The TPL from nanorods is excitation polarization dependent.®">

Figure S2 shows TPL images taken
for two orthogonal polarizations of excitation beam. The brightest spots correspond to nanorods aligned
parallel to the polarization of excitation beam and, from a superimposed image (Fig. S2¢), one can

distinguish the orthogonally oriented nanorods.

Figure S2. TPL images of nanorods sGNR spin-coated on glass cover slip taken at two orthogonal
polarizations of excitation beam: (a) TPL image at vertical polarization; (b) TPL image at horizontal
polarization; (c) superimposed image of (a) and (b). White double arrow shows the polarization of

excitation beam. Excitation wavelength was 850 nm.

It is relatively difficult to determine the orientation of NB platelets at the surface of microsphere using
the polarized dark-field microscopy as the scattering from microsphere usually overshadows the
scattering from NB. Therefore, we also use TPL imaging with excitation at 850 nm to verify the
orientation of NB nanoparticles nearby the microsphere surface (Fig. S3). The plasmonic response of NB
is rather complicated due to the complex irregular shape of their edges. Nevertheless, the intensity of
emission from NB is strongly dependent on the polarization of the excitation beam (Fig. S3). The
emission intensity is maximum for the laser excitation with linear polarization perpendicular to the
director (parallel to the flat surface of NB) (Fig. S3a) and minimum when the polarization of excitation is
parallel to the director (perpendicular to the flat surface of NB) (Fig. S3b). This, along with the
consideration of the known surface boundary conditions for the LC director, allowed us to conclude that

the flat surfaces of NB nanoparticles orientate parallel to the surface of colloidal microsphere.



Figure S3. TPL images of the NB nanoparticle elastically entrapped in the hedgehog defect region
created by a microsphere with vertical surface boundary conditions. (a,b) The images are obtained for two
orthogonal polarizations of the excitation laser light: (a) TPL image at horizontal polarization; (b) TPL
image at vertical polarization. Red double arrow shows the polarization of excitation laser beam.
Excitation wavelength was 850 nm. White dashed circle delineates the boundary of the microsphere. The
area inside the dashed circle is darker than the outside area with liquid crystal due to the weak three-

1.53

photon self-fluorescence from the used LC material.” The color bar shows the color-coded scale of

intensity Itp of the detected TPL signal.

2. Interaction between elastic quadrupoles formed by colloidal microspheres and GNR and sGNR

nanorods

Colloidal particles introduced into the uniform nematic LC cell cause distortions of director field
n(r)**® that can have dipolar or quadrupolar symmetry. There are two types of elastic quadrupoles
observed in our experiments. Elastic quadrupoles with a disclination loop called “Saturn ring” are formed
by microspheres and GNR nanorods (Fig. S4b). The elastic quadrupole with two surface point defects
called “boojums” (Fig. S4a) is formed by sGNRs. The colloids with “Saturn ring” and “boojums” have
opposite distributions of signs of defects in their quadrupolar structures.®® The directionality of elastic
forces between two elastic quadrupoles depends on whether they have similar or opposite distributions of
the defect signs. Figure S4a schematically shows that colloids with a “Saturn ring” and “boojums” have
elastic quadrupoles of the opposite defect sign distributions and opposite curvatures of elastic distortions;
therefore, they exhibit the strongest attraction when separated along the directions normal and parallel to
the far field director ny; particles repulsion takes place at intermediate angles.>® However, microsphere
and GNRs have the same curvatures of elastic distortions and distributions of defects (Fig. S4b) and, thus,
repel for center-to-center separations along and normal to n, but attract at intermediate angles.>** This

behavior can be qualitatively understood using simple considerations of minimization of elastic energy



due to matching or mismatching of elastic distortions as the nanoparticles approach the colloidal
microsphere from different directions (Figure S4).
(a) (b)
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Figure S4. Schematic diagrams showing directionality of interactions between elastic quadrupoles

!

N

induced by a microsphere and (a) SGNR and (b) GNR nanorods (yellow rectangles). Cyan lines and a
double black arrow show the director field n(r) and far field director ny, respectively. Green and red
arrows show the directions of attraction and repulsion of the nanoparticles, respectively. Two blue
semispheres in (a) show two surface point defects boojums at the ends of sGNR. Black line around a

sphere and a black line across a yellow rectangle in (b) show disclination loops called “Saturn rings”.
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