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The status of work on the influence of nonadsorbing polymers on depletion dynamics in colloidal dispersions is
reviewed. In the past focus has been paid to equilibrium properties of colloid–polymer mixtures. In practice the
dynamical behaviour is equally important. Dynamic properties including colloid diffusion, sedimentation and
suspension rheology as affected by polymer-induced depletion attraction are discussed.
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1. Introduction

Colloid–polymer mixtures have gained increasing attention since
the 1980s for both practical and fundamental reasons. Inmany industri-
al products such as food [1], and paint [2], polymers and colloids are
mixed together so studies on colloid–polymermixtures are very helpful
for giving insight into for instance the conditions that keep themixtures
stable. Fundamentally, it is understood that adding nonadsorbing
polymers to a colloidal dispersion allows tuning the range and strength
of the attractive pair interactions and alters the colligative properties of
colloidal mixtures. In practice however the nonequilibrium behaviour
is at least as important. In this review we focus on the dynamics of
relatively dilute and stable colloidal dispersions.

In contrast to equilibrium properties of colloid–polymer mixtures
set by thermodynamics [3], there are relatively few investigations on
dynamics that couples Brownian motion, hydrodynamic interaction,
polymer transport and microstructure evolution in colloid–polymer
mixtures. Dynamical properties such as diffusion, sedimentation, and
suspension rheology have been studied in well-defined colloidal
(hard-sphere and adhesive hard-sphere) suspensions in great detail
hysical and Colloid Chemistry,
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[4–6], and these are highly relevant for understanding suspensions con-
taining colloidal particles plus nonadsorbing polymers. Phase transition
phenomena have drawn quite some attention [7,8]. The demixing
process of an unstable colloid–polymer mixture can proceed in several
ways. Both spinodal decomposition [9–11] as well as nucleation and
growth coarsening can take place.

Before reviewing the dynamics, the key aspects of equilibrium
properties in colloid–polymer mixtures are briefly summarized. Adding
non-adsorbing polymers to a dispersion of colloidal spheres effectively
induces attractive forces between them [3]. The attraction originates
from the presence of depletion zones around the colloidal spheres,
each having a volume vc = 4πa3/3, with sphere radius a. The depletion
zone results from a loss of conformational entropy of the polymer
chains close to the surface of the colloidal particles. Overlap of depletion
zones causes an inhomogeneous osmotic pressure distribution by the
polymers around the neighbouring particles, first understood by
Asakura and Oosawa [12]. The Asakura–Oosawa–Vrij (AOV) expression
for the depletion interaction [12,13] between two colloidal hard
spheres, each surrounded by a depletion layer with thickness δ is:

W rð Þ ¼
∞ rb2a
−Π Vov rð Þ 2a≤r≤2 aþ δð Þ
0 rN2 aþ δð Þ

8<
: : ð1Þ

The osmotic pressure of the polymer solution Π depends on the
polymer concentration c and can, for ideal (non-self-interacting)
depletants, be written asΠvcq

3/kT= c/c* in the case of a dilute polymer
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Fig. 1. Illustration of the convective depletion effect on the polymer segment concentra-
tion profile between two nonadsorbing parallel walls that are permeable for solvent.
The solvent flow goes from left to right. For small flow rates of solvent through the walls
the polymer segment concentration attains the (symmetric) equilibrium profiles (dashed
curve). For higher flow rates the polymer concentration profiles get distorted and become
asymmetric (solid curve).
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solution, where q = δ/a and c* is the polymer overlap concentration.
The interparticle dependent overlap volume of depletion layers,

Vov rð Þ ¼ 4π
3

aþ δð Þ3 1−3
4

r
aþ δ

þ 1
16

r
aþ δ

� �3� �
;

is a function of the size of the polymers in solution [13]. The mini-
mum value of the potential appears at r = 2a, where W(r = 2a)/kT =
(1+ 3a/2δ)c/c*.

Hence the resulting attractive interaction can be tuned by polymer
size and concentration. In the last few decades research on depletion
forces focused on equilibrium aspects of colloid–polymer mixtures:
the depletion interaction, phase behaviour, and scattering properties
were primary focus areas [3]. A key quantity that influences colligative
properties such as osmotic pressure, phase stability, diffusion and sedi-
mentation is the second osmotic virial coefficient B2, defined as

B�
2 ¼ 12

Z ∞

0
1−exp −W r�ð Þ

kT

� �� �
r�2dr�; ð2Þ

where r* = r/2a and B2⁎ = B2/vc.
Next we review polymer-depletion induced dynamics in colloid–

polymer mixtures and challenges encountered in systematic studies.
The discussion starts in Section 2 with a relatively simple case of unidi-
rectional flow of a polymer solution next to a planar nonadsorbingwall.
Then the subject is shifted towards the effect of a depletion layer on the
friction experienced by a single sphere in Section 3, followed by the
dynamics of two interacting particles in Section 4. The volume fraction
dependence of the diffusion coefficient, sedimentation and viscosity as
mediated by depletion effect is discussed subsequently in Sections 5, 6
and 7 and this paper ends with concluding remarks.

2. Polymer depletion dynamics at a wall and in a slit

When a solution containing nonadsorbing polymers is sheared next
to a planar wall at constant shear stress, both the shear rate and viscos-
ity depend on the position from thewall surface. Once the viscosity pro-
file is determined, the (apparent) slip velocity and slip (or Navier)
length b can bederived. It has been shown [14] that the viscosity follows
the segment density profile. The equilibrium segment density profile
near a single planarwall reads [15] ρ(x)≃ tanh2(x/δ),with the depletion
thickness δ characterizing the length scale over which polymer chains
are depleted from the wall; ρ = 0 at the wall (x = 0) and ρ = 1 in
the bulk (x → ∞). For a dilute polymer solution at a planar wall an
analytical expression for the slip length was obtained [14]:

b ¼ δ
ηp
η0

−1
� �

≃δ
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
η½ �cb

p
tan−1 ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

η½ �cb
p� �

: ð3Þ

This result describes the slip measured with computer simulations
with ideal polymers [16] quite well. An analytical expression for b for
polymer chainswith excluded volume interactions can also be obtained
[17]. In practice, these results are relevant to predicting fluid flow with
dissolved or dispersed polymers, micelles or colloids through pipes, in
interpreting measurements of the viscosity of a colloidal dispersion or
polymer solution using capillary rheometry [18], pore flow [19] or
using polymer solutions to sweep out oil out of natural porous media.

Taniguchi et al. [20] theoretically investigated the fluid flow of a
nonadsorbing polymer solution across a slit. It was assumed that the
walls of the infinitely long slit are permeable to solvent only. The
work revealed non-equilibrium polymer segment concentration pro-
files distorted by convection for a given solvent condition, polymer
size and concentration, and slit width, see the schematic illustration in
Fig. 1. Extending this nonequilibrium model to higher dimension flow
fields is challenging.
Flow around a spheremediated by the depletion effect is considered
next for it is important for estimating transport properties such as diffu-
sion [21] or sedimentation [22] of colloidal particles and proteins
through a solution containing macromolecules. This is related to the
long-time or zero-frequency limit in microrheology [23], and diffusing
wave spectroscopy measurements [24], for which it is essential to un-
derstand theflow induced by a colloid through a complexmediumfilled
with polymer chains.
3. Motion of a sphere through a polymer solution

Brownian motion of a colloidal particle in a solvent originates
from the stochastic bombardment with solvent molecules. The ki-
netic energy of a colloidal particle gained from thermal fluctuations
is dissipated due to hydrodynamic friction. The typical Brownian
time scale tB is approximately m/6πη0a, with particle mass m and
solvent viscosity η0. At time scale t ≫ tB the translational frictional
coefficient 6πη0a can be obtained by linear Stokes flow around the
spherical particle. As a colloidal sphere moves through a polymer
solution it ‘senses’ a fluid with non-uniform viscosity, resulting in
an effective viscosity that the sphere experiences. This effective
viscosity identifies how strongly sphere motion is retarded. Since
the 1980s studies have been performed on dilute spheres translating
through a polymer solution, see for instance refs [22,25–29], using
experimental techniques such as dynamic light scattering, NMR,
electrophoresis and sedimentation. The translational friction coeffi-
cient is often interpreted in terms of the Stokes approximation in a
polymer solution 6πηpa, where ηp is the viscosity of the polymer
solution. The obtained effective viscosity ηeff that follows from the
measured diffusion coefficient D0′ = kT/6πηeffa lies, however, in
between the values for the viscosity of a pure solvent η0 and of the
bulk polymer solution, ηp, implying a slip-like behaviour at the parti-
cle surface.

Fan et al. [30] derived analytical results for the effective viscosity
a sphere experiences by including the depletion layer via a simplified
two-layer approximation for both the translational and rotational
motion. The results depend on depletion thickness, sphere radius
and the solvent and polymer bulk solution viscosity, and have been
compared to an asymptotic model and numerical results [31],
where a continuous viscosity profile is fully accounted for (see data
points in Fig. 2).

For δ/a b 0.3, the two-layer approximation is very accurate. For
depletion thickness significant deviations occur, especially if δ gets



Fig. 2. Correction function to the translational friction coefficient gt = ηeff/η0 as a function
of the relative depletion thickness δ/a for three polymer concentrations as indicated. Data:
numerical results obtained using the full depletion and hence viscosity profiles around the
sphere from [31]. Solid curves follow the analytical two-layer results [30].
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close to a. In the limit of a thin depletion layer the asymptotic slip length
b that follows from the two-layer model [30] is

b ¼ δ
ηp
η0

−1
� �

1−3
δ
a
þ…

� �
: ð4Þ

Apart from the first-order curvature correction term,− 3δ/a, this re-
sult is identical to Eq. (3). The depletion layer results in slip so that the
sphere experiences an effective viscosity that is smaller than the bulk
viscosity. For rotational motion the slip effects are more pronounced
[30]; when a sphere rotates it mainly drives the nearby fluid within
the depletion layer around the sphere.

For the semi-dilute polymer concentration regime, the transport
coefficients are often used in semi-empirical correlations, discussed
for instance by Odijk [32]. Tuinier and Fan [33] rationalized these
relations using the theoretical approach by Fan et al. [31], providing
theoretical values for the scaling parameters under the assumption
that the depletion zones are not distorted for long-time self-diffusion.
As mentioned above, when fluid flow strongly interacts with depletion,
the polymer segment distribution is no longer in equilibrium. Such con-
vective depletion effect was first discussed by Odijk [34] who described
a thin depletion boundary layer in front of a fast moving sphere.

In order to understand the short-time behaviour Ochab-Marcinek
et al. [35] presented a theoretical description of momentum relaxation
based on an assumption that the random motion of a surrounding
depletion envelope and sphere itself are independent. This ‘walking’
confined diffusion model is different from anomalous diffusion [36]
but experimental data generated from this model have features of
anomalous diffusion. Dynamic light scattering and fluorescence correla-
tion spectroscopy experiments on various dilute suspensions of colloi-
dal spheres plus nonadsorbing polymers could be described quite well
using this model [35,37].

4. Dynamics of two spheres in a polymer solution

Vliegenthart and vander Schoot [38] investigated the time evolution
of the depletion potential between two spheres using Browniandynam-
ics simulations and scaling theory. Their results imply that the instanta-
neous potential should be handled with care in kinetic studies. Krüger
and Rauscher [39] investigated the nonequilibrium fluid structure
mediated forces between two colloids driven through a suspension of
mutually noninteracting Brownian particles. They found an enhance-
ment of the friction experienced compared to the friction an isolated
particle feels for two colloids driven side by side. Under the assumption
of instantaneously formed depletion layers the hydrodynamic interac-
tion between two colloids mediated by non-adsorbing polymer chains
were considered for two colloidal hard spheres moving along their
centre-to-centre line [40]. The resulting effective viscosity asymptotical-
ly approaches the single sphere limit for large interparticle distances. As
the particles get closer the effective viscosity decreases and finally
approaches the lubrication limit, where the friction equals that of two
close-approached spheres in a pure solvent. The flow analysis shows
that the circulation pattern, a characteristic for the presence of the
depletion layer, expands upon approach of the particles, see Fig. 3.

Karzar-Jeddi et al. [41] theoretically studied the stochastic interac-
tions of a pair of Brownian hard spheres in a nonadsorbing polymer
solution, including a complete pair mobility analysis. The hard spheres
were hypothetically trapped by optical tweezers and allowed for
random motion near the trapped positions. The polymer solution was
simplified by a two-layer solvent; layers with a solvent viscosity η0 sur-
rounding the spheres and a bulk with a polymer solution viscosity ηp.
From the mobility analysis it followed that the presence of depletion
layers around the hard spheres affects the hydrodynamic interactions
and particle dynamics as compared to the pure solvent and uniform
polymer solution cases. The reduction of the viscosity in the depletion
layers around the spheres and the entropic force due to the overlapping
of depletion zones have a significant influence on the auto- and cross-
correlated Brownian interactions. This method offers the possibility to
effectively simulate the dynamic properties of a collection of spheres
plus depletants. Below the focus shifts towards the colligative dynamic
properties of colloidal spheres mixed with nonadsorbing polymers.

5. Concentration-dependant diffusion

In this section the volume fraction dependence of diffusion of
spheres through a polymer solution is considered. The influence of an
attractive potential on the diffusivity was investigated theoretically
based on sticky spheres [42] or using an effective direct attraction [43],
and experimentally using dynamic light scattering [11,42]. However, a
theoretical description of the diffusion processes in colloidal suspen-
sions with interacting particles in the presence of nonadsorbing poly-
mers is not yet available. Beyond the dilute limit the diffusion process
becomes dependent on the experimental length scale. In the limit
where the ‘size’ of the concentration fluctuation of colloidal particles is
sufficiently larger than a particle diameter, the particles undergo a
collective diffusion on a time scale t ≫ tB. Collective diffusion (CD) is a
process during which concentration gradients gradually disappear due
to Brownianmotion of the particles. When focusing on a smaller length
scale than that of the concentration fluctuation, the motion of a tagged
colloidal particle is monitored and self-diffusion is observed. Self-
diffusion (SD) refers to the Brownian motion of a tagged particle in a
dispersion. In scattering experiments, where the relevant length scale
regime is set by the inverse of the scattering wave vector Q, one may
distinguish collective diffusion at small Qa → 0 from self-diffusion at
Qa ≫ 1. One may further sequester short-time and long-time self-
diffusion [44]. If one would label a small fraction of particles and only
study their SD behaviour this corresponds to long-time self-diffusion.
When measuring the averaged diffusion coefficients of all particles the
short-time behaviour is attained.

Theoretical understanding of the dynamics of concentrated colloid–
polymer mixtures remains a great challenge. A promising approach
is the combination of the two-fluid model and the dynamic self-
consistent field theory [20]. This has been applied to describe flow of a
polymer solution through a slit and allows computing the deformation
of the polymer depletion zones as mediated by fluid flow. The calcula-
tion of physical properties at higher dimensional flow profiles and
many particles is however quite expensive computationally, even at
the mean-field level.

At present most theories for CD and SD were derived for (adhesive)
hard spheres. Since the polymers induce an effective attraction it is



Fig. 3. Flow and vorticity patterns in a nonadsorbingpolymer solution near a hard sphere close to another hard sphere. Polymer segment concentration profiles are approximated asmean-
field equilibrium profiles.
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interesting to compare the influence of polymer-mediated attraction
with those of sticky hard spheres, spheres with short-ranged attrac-
tions, of which the diffusion has been studied experimentally [45]. The
sticky sphere model of Baxter [46] for particles interacting via an
extremely short-ranged attraction can be employed providing simple
expressions for the second osmotic virial coefficient and the equation
of state. In the Baxter model the stickiness parameter τ plays the role
of an effective temperature. For 1/τ = 0 the sticky spheres are hard.
The effective temperature or stickiness parameter τ is connected to B2⁎

via

B�
2 ¼ 4−1

τ
: ð5Þ

This allows to link any short-ranged attraction to τ by connecting
Eqs. (2) to (5). One possibility to connect short-ranged depletion forces
to the τ parameter is via Cichocki and Felderhof's expressions [47] for
diffusivities of adhesive hard spheres. Specifically, the lowest order
volume fraction dependence of the collective diffusion coefficient is:

D
D0
0
¼ 1þ 1:454−1:125=τð Þϕ; ð6Þ

whereas for self-diffusion the results are

D
D0
0
¼ 1− 1:8315þ 0:295=τð Þϕ short

1− 2:0972þ 0:562=τð Þϕ long :

	
ð7Þ

Here the diffusion coefficient of a single hard sphere through a pure
solvent is denoted by D0, and in a polymer solution D0′. The results sum-
marized in Eqs. (6) and (7) might well hold in general for spherical
particles with a hard core and a short-ranged attraction. For these SD
and CD processes it is clear that attractions slow down particle motion
in dilute dispersions. The attractive interactions tend to induce transient
clusters because the probability that two particles are close to each
other is larger for sticky spheres as for hard spheres. This leads to addi-
tional hydrodynamic interaction which increases the effective friction,
hence slows down diffusion. For dilute sticky silica spheres this expres-
sion could quantitatively describe measured short-time self-diffusion
coefficients [45]. CD of spherical particles in a colloid–polymer mixture
has been measured by Ramakrishnan et al. [48]. Bodnár et al. [42]
studied the Q-dependent collective diffusion coefficient of hard-sphere
like silica particles in a solution of nonadsorbing PDMS polymers in
cyclohexane near the spinodal curve. In these studies it was shown
that depletion-induced attractions slow down self-diffusion tremen-
dously. The theoretical results for diffusion coefficients of hard and
sticky hard spheres have been verified also formore practical situations.
In a seminal paper, de Kruif [49] verified that the self- and collective-
diffusion coefficients of casein micelles in skim milk can be accurately
described using Eqs. (6) and (7) for 1/τ=0 and that removing the sta-
bilizing brush layer of casein micelles (making them attractive and in-
duces gelation for cheese-making), which makes them attractive,
modifies the diffusion coefficient in linewith Eqs. (6) and (7) for finite τ.

Since for sticky spheres the influence of the direct attraction is
known, see Eqs. (6) and (7), this might also hold for depletion interac-
tions. It should be realized that the depletion interaction arises indirect-
ly as a result of the direct interactions between hard spheres and
polymer chains, the direct interactions between hard spheres and the
interactions between the polymer chains. One can debate whether
this effective interaction alone suffices to describe the dynamics of col-
loid–polymer mixtures. If that would be correct it means one is allowed
replacing a mixture of hard spheres and polymers with an effective one
component fluid; a mixture of spheres interacting through a depletion
potential. For the equilibrium properties, Dijkstra et al. [50] showed
that this is only correct for hard spheres mixed with polymers when
δ b 0.15a. Juárez-Maldonado and Medina-Noyola [51] demonstrated
that the presence of the polymers as separate component strongly influ-
ences the dynamics for a dense colloidal suspension. This result implies
that the above effective one-component approach might not suffice to
describe the dynamics of colloidal particles. The coupling of competing
effects of osmotic, hydrodynamic resistance and depletion induced
slip-like behaviours needs to be investigated thoroughly by a combined
systematic experimental, theoretical and preferably, coarse-grained
many particle Brownian simulation approach.

6. Sedimentation and creaming

The sedimentation velocity of a single sphere in a solvent follows
from the balance of Stokes friction and the gravitational and buoyant
forces as U0 = 2a2gΔρ/(9η0), where Δρ is the density difference
between particle and solvent. For a single sphere sedimenting through
a nonadsorbing polymer solution, U0′ = U0η0/ηeff. The general expres-
sion for the ensemble-averaged sedimentation velocity 〈U〉 of a dilute
particle suspension in a pure solvent to the lowest order in volume
fractionwas derived by Batchelor [52]. For sticky spheres the expression
becomes [53]

Uh i
U0

0
¼ 1− 6:55−0:88=τð Þ ϕ: ð8Þ
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For sticky silica spheres this result has been confirmed experimen-
tally [53]. Moncho-Jordá et al. [54] performed mesoscopic computer
simulations on spherical particles including hydrodynamic
interactions and verified that Eq. (8) holds up to about ϕ ≈ 0.03 for
various strengths of the short-ranged attraction giving various values
for the stickiness parameter τ. Up to at least ϕ≈ 0.13 the qualitative in-
fluence of attractions on the sedimentation velocity remains similar: in-
creasing attraction enhances the sedimentation speed.

Whitmer and Luijten [55] examined the interplay of colloidal attrac-
tions and gravitational force in determining the structure of particle
sediments. They showed that for weak attractions between the spheres,
too low to induce cluster formation during sedimentation, the density
profiles of the colloidal sediment are similar to those at equilibrium.
For stronger attractions, dense colloidal clusters form during sedimen-
tation, which settle into loosely packed, disordered structures. Tong
et al. [22] measured the sedimentation of small calcium carbonate
particles stabilized with surfactant through a solution containing
polyethylene propylene (PEP) polymers in decane. Interpretation of
the measured data was involved. The creaming of emulsion droplets
in a solution containing nonadsorbing polysaccharides has been
measured by Tuinier and de Kruif [56]. They describe the creaming
rate by using a semi-empirical generalized Stokes–Einstein equation
for sedimentation. A theoretical prediction for the creaming rate,
however, remains a challenging problem.

7. Rheology

Systematic studies on the rheology of colloidal dispersions plus
nonadsorbing polymers are quite limited. The experimental investiga-
tions of rheological properties were mainly related to fractal aggregates
formed [57–60], mainly to relate this to and study fractal aggregation. In
practice it is important to understand the interplay of rheology modifi-
cationwith the attractive depletion force by addingpolymers to a colloi-
dal suspension. This is not at all clear yet. Insights were obtained when
looking at the shear viscosity of sticky Baxter spheres forwhich Cichocki
and Felderhof [47] derived the low volume fraction result in the limit of
small Peclet numbers:

η
η

0
0

¼ 1þ 5
2
ϕþ 5:913þ 1:899=τð Þϕ2

; ð9Þ

where η0′ is the effective viscosity experienced by a single sphere. The
rheology of sticky spheres and a mixture of bidisperse hard spheres
were studied experimentally [61,62] with the shear viscosity described
by Eq. (9). Near the critical gas–liquid point of a colloid–polymer
mixture the viscosity diverges in line with Eq. (9) [63]. A review of
semi-empirical relations between the shearmodulus and the pair inter-
action and the visco-elasticity of colloid-polymermixtures can be found
in Quemada [64] and Meller et al. [65].

8. Concluding remarks

Recent developments that have led to better understanding of
polymer-depletion mediated dynamical properties are reviewed. For
the single particle case the presence of a polymer depletion zone leads
to an effective slip. In the presence of a second particle the slip effects
are enhanced. This implies that measurements of equilibrium proper-
ties such as the measurement of interparticle force using optical
tweezer contains information on both pair interactions and (hydro)dy-
namics. The colligative dynamic properties of a collection of colloidal
particles including diffusion, sedimentation and suspension viscosity
and the influence of nonadsorbing polymers are discussed. Illustrative
experimental works and limited theoretical approaches are outlined.
The needs and plenty of opportunities are indicated for both experi-
mental and theoretical systematic investigations.
Acknowledgements

We thank professor Jan K. G. Dhont for the support on this study at
the early stages and US NSF CMMI-0952646 and JSPS KAKENHI Grant
No. 23340121 for research funding. RT is indebted to DSM for support.

References

[1] Doublier J-L, Garnier C, Renard C, Sanchez C. Curr Opin Colloid Interface Sci 2000;5:
184.

[2] Haw MD, Gillie M, Poon WCK. Langmuir 2002;18:1626.
[3] Lekkerkerker HNW, Tuinier R. Colloids and the depletion interaction. Springer; 2011.
[4] Russel WB, Saville DA, Schowalter WR. Colloidal dispersions. USA: Cambridge

University Press; 1989.
[5] Dhont JKG. An introduction to dynamics of colloids. Amsterdam: Elsevier; 1996.
[6] Mewis J, Wagner NJ. Colloidal suspension rheology. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge

University Press; 2013.
[7] Anderson VJ, Lekkerkerker HNW. Nature 2002;416:811.
[8] Lu D, Zaccarelli E, Ciulla F, Schofield AB, Sciortino F, Weitz DA. Nature 2008;453:499.
[9] Aarts DGAL, Dullens RPA, Lekkerkerker HNW. New J Phys 2005;7:40.

[10] Verhaegh NAM, van Duijneveldt JS, Dhont JKG, Lekkerkerker HNW. Phys A 1996;
230:409.

[11] Tuinier R, Dhont JKG, de Kruif CG. Langmuir 2000;16:1497.
[12] Asakura S, Oosawa F. J Chem Phys 1954;22:1255.
[13] Vrij A. Pure Appl Chem 1976;48:471.
[14] Tuinier R, Taniguchi T. J Phys Condens Matter 2005;17:L9.
[15] Fleer GJ, Skvortsov AM, Tuinier R. Macromolecules 2003;36:7857.
[16] Mavrantzas VG, Beris AN. J Chem Phys 1999;110:628.
[17] Tuinier R, Dhont JKG, Taniguchi T, Fan T-H. AIP Conf Proc 2008;982:326.
[18] Barnes HA. J Non-Newtonian Fluid Mech 1995;56:221.
[19] Cheikh C, Koper GJM, van de Ven TGM. Langmuir 2006;22:5591.
[20] Taniguchi T, Arai Y, Tuinier R, Fan T-H. Eur Phys J 2012;35:88.
[21] Ullmann GS, Ullmann K, Lindner RM, Phillies GDJ. J Phys Chem 1985;89:692.
[22] Tong P, Ye X, Ackerson BJ, Fetters LJ. Phys Rev Lett 1997;79:2363.
[23] Mason TG, Weitz DA. Phys Rev Lett 1995;74:1250.
[24] Pine DJ, Weitz DA, Chaikin PM, Herbolzheimer E. Diffusing wave spectroscopy. Phys

Rev Lett 1988;60:1134.
[25] Lin TH, Phillies GDJ. J Phys Chem 1982;86:4073.
[26] Brown W, Rymdén R. Macromolecules 1988;21:840.
[27] Gold D, Onyenemezu C, Miller WG. Macromolecules 1996;29:5700.
[28] Radko SP, Chrambach A. Biopolymers 1997;4:183.
[29] Koenderink GH, Sacanna S, Aarts DGAL, Philipse AP. Phys Rev E 2004;69:021804.
[30] Fan T-H, Dhont JKG, Tuinier R. Phys Rev E 2007;75:011803.
[31] Fan T-H, Xie B, Tuinier R. Phys Rev E 2007;76:051405.
[32] Odijk T. Biophys J 2000;79:2314.
[33] Tuinier R, Fan T-H. Soft Matter 2008;4:254.
[34] Odijk T. Phys A 2004;337:389.
[35] Ochab-Marcinek A, Ho1yst R. Soft Matter 2011;7:7366.
[36] Höfling F, Franosch T. Anomalous transport in the crowded world of biological cells.

Rep Prog Phys 2013;76:046602.
[37] Ochab-Marcinek A, Wieczorek SA, Ziebacz N, Ho1yst R. Soft Matter 2012;8:11173.
[38] Vliegenthart GA, van der Schoot P. Europhys Lett 2003;62:600.
[39] Krüger MGH, Rauscher M. J Chem Phys 2007;127:034905.
[40] Fan T-H, Tuinier R. Soft Matter 2010;4:254.
[41] Karzar-Jeddi M, Tuinier R, Taniguchi T, Fan T-H. J Chem Phys 2014;140:214906.
[42] Bodnár I, Dhont JKG, Lekkerkerker HNW. J Phys Chem 1996;100:19614.
[43] Seefeldt KF, Solomon MJ. Phys Rev E 2003;67:050402.
[44] van Veluwen A, Lekkerkerker HNW, de Kruif CG, Vrij A. Faraday Discuss Chem Soc

1987;83:59.
[45] Rouw PW, de Kruif CG. J Chem Phys 1988;88:7799.
[46] Baxter RJ. J Chem Phys 1968;49:2770.
[47] Cichocki B, Felderhof BU. J Chem Phys 1990;93:4427.
[48] Ramakrishnan S, Shah SA, Ruggeri L, Chen YL, Schweizer KS, Zukoski CF. Langmuir

2009;25:10507.
[49] de Kruif CG. Langmuir 1992;8:2932.
[50] Dijkstra M, Brader JM, Evans R. J Phys Condens Matter 1999;11:10079.
[51] Juárez-Maldano R, Medina-Noyola M. Phys Rev Lett 2008;101:267801.
[52] Batchelor G. J Fluid Mech 1972;52:245.
[53] Jansen JW, de Kruif CG, Vrij A. J Colloid Interface Sci 1986;114:501.
[54] Moncho-Jordá A, Louis AA, Padding JT. Phys Rev Lett 2010;104:068301.
[55] Whitmer JK, Luijten E. J Chem Phys 2011;134:034510.
[56] Tuinier R, de Kruif CG. J Colloid Interface Sci 1999;218:201.
[57] Prestidge C, Tadros ThF. Colloids Surf 1988;31:325.
[58] Buscall R, McGowan IJ, Mumme-Young CA. Faraday Discuss Chem Soc 1990;90:115.
[59] Wolthers W, Duits MHG, van den Ende D, Mellema J. J Rheol 1996;40:799.
[60] Wolthers W, van den Ende D, Breedveld V, Duits MHG, Potanin AA, Wientjes RHW,

et al. Phys Rev E 1997;56:5726.
[61] Woutersen ATJM, Mellema J, Blom C, de Kruif CG. J Chem Phys 1994;101:542.
[62] Woutersen ATJM, de Kruif CG. J Rheol 1993;37:681.
[63] Bodnár I, Dhont JKG. Phys Rev Lett 1997;77:5304.
[64] Quemada D, Berli C. Adv Colloid Interface Sci 2002;98:51.
[65] Meller A, Gisler T, Weitz DA, Stavans J. Langmuir 1999;15:1918.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-0294(14)00142-3/rf0305

	Depletion and the dynamics in colloid–polymer mixtures
	1. Introduction
	2. Polymer depletion dynamics at a wall and in a slit
	3. Motion of a sphere through a polymer solution
	4. Dynamics of two spheres in a polymer solution
	5. Concentration-dependant diffusion
	6. Sedimentation and creaming
	7. Rheology
	8. Concluding remarks
	Acknowledgements
	References


