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Abstract. Particle-laden interfaces are ubiquitous nowadays. The understanding of their properties and
structure is essential for solving diﬀerent problems of technological and industrial relevance; e.g. stabilization of foams, emulsions and thin ﬁlms. These rely on the response of the interface to mechanical
perturbations. The complex mechanical response appearing in particle-laden interfaces requires deepening
on the understanding of physico-chemical mechanisms underlying the assembly of particles at interface
which plays a central role in the distribution of particles at the interface, and in the complex interfacial
dynamics appearing in these systems. Therefore, the study of particle-laden interfaces deserves attention to
provide a comprehensive explanation on the complex relaxation mechanisms involved in the stabilization
of ﬂuid interfaces.

1 Introduction
The ubiquity of particle-laden interfaces in both nature
and industry has driven, in the last thirty years, the development of an important research ﬁeld, which tries to
unravel the physico-chemical bases underlying the attachment of particles to interfaces, especially ﬂuid ones, i.e.
liquid/vapor and liquid/liquid interfaces [1–8]. The extensive research focused on the understanding of such systems has raised many questions, associated with the relationship existing between the interactions occurring at the
ﬂuid interface (particle-particle, particle-ﬂuids and ﬂuidﬂuid interactions), and the structure and properties of the
particle-laden interface [2,6,9–14]. The comprehensive understanding of the aforementioned aspects is mandatory
for developing processes and products for technological
purposes based on the interactions of particles with interface [5,8,14–18]. This is a challenge, involving both practical and theoretical eﬀorts, aimed to develop a framework
providing a description of complex interplay existing between diﬀerent physico-chemical properties, e.g. particle
wettability, size, shape, surface charge, and chemical na
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ture of the particles and the interface, with the relative
dielectric constant of the phases playing a main role on
the trapping of the particles at ﬂuid interfaces and the
interactions [12].
Among the ﬁelds in which particle-laden interfaces
play a key role are included: stabilization of dispersed
systems (foams, emulsions, or thin ﬁlms), ﬂotation processes, encapsulation, pharmaceutical formulations, food
technology and catalysis [2, 15, 19–24]. However, the important development of such ﬁeld has also raised diﬀerent
questions related to the toxicity for human and environmental health of particles, especially those in the nanosize scale [25–29]. Thus, further developments on this ﬁeld
deserve a detailed analysis of both the physico-chemical
bases underlying the fabrication processes and the potential risks associated with such processes and materials [30].
The assembly of particles at ﬂuid interfaces leads to
a broad range of structures, among which is possible to
ﬁnd crystalline 2D layers or fractal patterns of particle
aggregates [9, 10, 31–34]. It is expected that this variety
of structures aﬀects the mechanical performance of interfaces [6, 35], e.g. governing the collapse mechanism of
the interface through the appearance of buckling, jamming, or squeezing-out phenomena upon compression or
densiﬁcation of the layer [3, 36, 37]. This has been exploited in several applications which rely on the response
of particle-laden interfaces upon dilation and/or shear de-
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formations [7, 8, 38–41]. Furthermore, the understanding
of the interfacial relaxation processes of particle layers
against an external mechanical perturbation plays a central role for the stabilization of foams and emulsions. In
such systems, the coating of bubbles or drops by particle
layers provides mechanical stability to the interface, preventing destabilization phenomena, such as coalescence
and Ostwald ripening, thus hindering the drainage by a
gravitational ﬁeld. This has been exploited from the seminal works by Ramsden [42] and Pickering [43] more than
one century ago. Therefore, deepening on the physicochemical aspects underlying the performance of particleladen interfaces under dynamic conditions will result in
an improvement of their application in the fabrication of
consumer products [44].
Particle-laden interface can be prepared following two
diﬀerent approaches [1, 45]. The former one considers the
direct self-assembly at the interface of particles from bulk
dispersions leading to the formation of the so-called adsorbed monolayers [46,47]. Whereas, the latter is based on
the direct spreading at the ﬂuid interface of a controlled
volume of a particle dispersion, leading to the formation of
a spread monolayer [9,10]. The interfacial density of particles is controlled in the latter case by the spread amount,
while for the adsorbed monolayers it depends strongly on
the particle aﬃnity for the ﬂuid interface.
This review is focused on providing a comprehensive
understanding on the fundamental bases underlying the
relaxation mechanisms involved in the equilibration of
particle-laden interfaces. For this purpose, we will start
describing, ﬁrstly, the main physico-chemical aspects governing the attachment of particles to ﬂuid interfaces, and,
subsequently their response when they undergo mechanical deformations. The last part of this review will provide
a brieﬂy discussion on the application of particle-laden
interfaces on the stabilization of dispersed systems.
It is worth mentioning that particles at ﬂuid interfaces
behave in many aspects as surfactants [2, 48]. Thus, the
use of particles for replacing surfactants in technological
applications (foams and emulsions stabilization), has undergone a spectacular development in recent years. However, the diﬀerent length scales involved in particles and
surfactants, and the diﬀerent nature of the attachment
of particles and surfactant at the ﬂuid interface leads to
important diﬀerent in the physico-chemical behavior of
particles and surfactants at interfaces.

2 Contact angle: controlling the particle
attachment at interfaces
Despite the most fundamental bases governing the adsorption of particles at ﬂuid interfaces have been studied extensively in the last thirty years, several aspects still remain unclear and deserve further studies [1–3,6,12–14,44].
This is mainly due to the multiphasic character of particleladen interfaces which makes necessary to take into account the role of three interfaces: two ﬂuid/solid and one
ﬂuid/ﬂuid (see ﬁg. 1 for a schematic representation).
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Fig. 1. Sketch representing the typical situation of a particle attached to an arbitrary ﬂuid interface in which θ represents the contact angle or relative wettability of the particle
by the interface, R is the particle radius, and γf1 f2 , γpf1 and
γpf2 are the interfacial tensions corresponding to the ﬂuid/ﬂuid
interface and the two ﬂuid/solid (ﬂuid/particle) interfaces,
respectively.

The accumulation of particles at ﬂuid interfaces results from the complex balance between diﬀerent types of
interactions, with the electrostatic and capillary interactions playing a central role [1, 12, 34]. The result of such
balance drives the particles until their equilibrium position in relation to the separation plane between the two
phases deﬁned by the interface, and allows one to deﬁne
the relative wettability of solid particles by the two ﬂuid
phases, i.e. the three phase contact angle θ or simply contact angle (see ﬁg. 1).
The contact angle plays a role for the adsorption
of particles at ﬂuid interface similar to that of the
HLB (hydrophilic-lipophilic balance) in molecular species,
deﬁning the preferential partition of particles between
both phases [48, 49], which is related to an asymmetric distribution of the interactions through the two ﬂuid
phases [50, 51]. This leads to two limits cases, when the
ﬂuid phases present very diﬀerent nature: θ = 0–10◦ and
θ = 170–180◦ . In those cases, the adsorption at the ﬂuid
phase is hindered and particles remain preferentially in the
hydrophilic and in the hydrophobic phases, respectively.
Therefore, it is possible to assume that partial wetting of
particles for both ﬂuid phases is a key factor on their adsorption at the ﬂuid interface. Figure 2 shows a schematic
representation of the preferential distribution of particles
between the ﬂuid phases as the contact angle changes.
The position of the particle in relation to the interfacial
plane allows deﬁning its hydrophilicity-hydrophobicity.
When water/oil interfaces are considered, it is frequently
to deﬁne particles as hydropilic for angles θ < 90◦ , becoming hydrophobic when θ > 90◦ . It is worth mentioning that the preferential distribution of particles between
the ﬂuid phases plays an important role in the control of
the relaxation mechanisms of particle-laden interfaces and
consequently in their technological applications [52, 53].
The contact angle θ can be deﬁned assuming the existence of a mechanical equilibrium between the diﬀerent
forces operating at the particle-laden interface. This con-
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Fig. 2. Idealized representation of the relative position of an
arbitrary particle in relation to the interfacial plane deﬁned by
the ﬂuid interface as function of its contact angle.

dition is given by Young’s equation [54, 55]
0 = γpf2 − γpf1 − γf1 f2 cos θ,

(1)

which can be reordered as follows:
cos θ =

γpf2 − γpf1
.
γf1 f2

(2)

Despite the role of the contact angle has been neglected in
studies on particle-laden interfaces, from its deﬁnition it is
evident its importance for controlling the balance of energies at the interface. Thus, a reliable determination of the
contact angle of particles attached at ﬂuid interfaces is a
key for deepening on the complex phenomelogy occurring
in this type of systems. This has stimulated the interest
for developing methodologies allowing for the determination of this important parameter [4, 46, 47, 56–67]. It is
worth mentioning that the above deﬁnition of the contact
angle neglects the roles of the particle roughness and of
the line tension, which aﬀect signiﬁcantly the adsorption
at ﬂuid interfaces of nanosized particles [68, 69]. In particular, the line tension modiﬁes the energetic landscape
associated with the attachment of particles at the interface. However, the role of the line tension decreases fast
with the increase of the particle size and, for most practical cases, the attachment of particles at ﬂuid interface
can be described without considering the role of the line
tension. For these reasons, no further discussion about its
role will be included in this review. Further details on the
eﬀect of the line tension in the attachment of particles to
ﬂuid interfaces can be found in refs. [67, 70, 71].
The attachment of particles to ﬂuid interfaces is deﬁned by the diﬀerence between the energies of a particle in
the bulk suspension and at the interface. For small spherical particles, in which gravity eﬀects can be neglected, the
attachment energy, μw , is given by the following expression:
2
μw = −πR2 γf1 f2 (1 ± cos θ) ,
(3)
where R is referred to the radius of the particle and the
± sign indicates the position of the particles in relation to
the interfacial plane. Therefore, (+) is used for hydrophobic particles that are centered above the interfacial plane,
and (−) indicates the hydrophilicity of the particles which

Fig. 3. Dependence of the attachment energy on the contact
angle for the adsorption of colloidal particles with diﬀerent
sizes, R = 1 μm (a) and R = 10 nm (b), at an arbitrary
ﬂuid/ﬂuid interface (γf1 f2 = 50 mN/m). Note the diﬀerences
in the values of the energy scale.

appears centered below the interfacial plane. Figure 3 represents the attachment energies at an arbitrary ﬂuid/ﬂuid
interface corresponding to colloidal particles with two different sizes.
Particles at ﬂuid interfaces present an attachment energy that overcomes in most cases several times the thermal energy kB T , with kB being the Boltzmann constant
and T the absolute temperature [34]. The analysis of
eq. (3) evidences clearly that the reversibility or irreversibility of the particle attachment depends on the size,
R, chemical nature of the particles, θ, and on the nature of
the interface, γf1 f2 . In general, microparticles are trapped
at ﬂuid/ﬂuid interfaces with energies 106 –107 times kB T
which almost ensure the irreversibility of their attachment.
However, the situation is more complex when nanoparticles are considered, and the irreversibility of their adsorption is strongly dependent on particles size, appearing
for the smallest particles adsorption-desorption equilibria
similar to those found for conventional surfactants [72].
Wi et al. [73] pointed out that the attachment at ﬂuid
interfaces of particles with diameter above 10 nm can be
considered irreversible. It is worth mentioning that the
revesibility or irreversibility of the adsorption of particles
at ﬂuid interfaces represents a key role on the control of the
particle interactions within the interface and consequently
determines the equilibrium structure of the particle assembly [74]. The existence of an irreversible attachment does
not mean that particles remain constrained at ﬁxed position in a quasi-2D layer. They are free to diﬀuse along the
2D plane deﬁned by the interface. In addition, particles at
ﬂuid interfaces are undergone to continuous ﬂuctuations
around their equilibrium positions due to thermal and/or
capillary deformation of the interface.
The above discussion evidences the importance of particles wettability on their adsorption at ﬂuid interfaces.
Particles wettability can be tuned through any methodology enabling for their surface modiﬁcation [3], involving
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also changes on the chemical or physical nature of the particles. The chemical modiﬁcation is generally based on the
irreversible attachment of ligands to the particles surface
through a chemical reaction that leads to the formation of
covalent bonds, e.g. thiol onto gold surfaces or silanization
reactions of SiO2 [75–77]. The modiﬁcation of particles
wettability using physical procedures involves the interaction between particles and chemical species, generally
surfactants (molecular or polymeric ones) [78, 79] but in
some cases it can be used even low molecular weight alcohols [80], through diﬀerent types of interactions, e.g. electrostatic, van der Waals or hydrogen bond interactions.
It is worth mentioning that in recent years the preparation of particles with asymetric wettability, i.e. Janus
particles and patchy colloid, is attracting growing technological interest in the preparation of particle-laden interfaces [81–84].

3 Energetic landscape on the adsorption of
particles at ﬂuid interfaces
The control of the interfacial self-assembly of particles requires a detailed analysis of the energetic landspace because the ﬁnal microstructure and dynamics of particleladen interface results, as was aforementiones, from an intricate balance involving diﬀerent interactions [85,86]. For
particles attached at ﬂuid interfaces, it is possible to deﬁne
the energetic balance in terms of the diﬀerence between
the chemical potentials of the particles at the interface,
μint , and in the bulk, μb [3]
Δμ = μint − μb ,

(4)

3.1 Direct interactions
The direct interactions occurring between colloids are correlated to the speciﬁc nature of the particles. In the following, it is provided a brieﬂy description of the most commonly found in particles systems. There are other types
of interactions that can appear as consequence of speciﬁc
properties of the particles, e.g. magnetic or elastic. A detailed discussion on its eﬀect can be found in the work by
Oettel and Dietrich [51].
3.1.1 Van der Waals interactions
For particle-laden interfaces, the analysis of the van der
Waal interactions is more complex than for particles in the
bulk, and can be performed deﬁning an eﬀective Hamaker
constant that depends on the volume fraction of particle
immersed in the ﬂuid 2 (f = (1−cos θ)/2) [3,50,87]. Thus,
considering an arbitrary interface the eﬀective Hamaker
constant A reads as follows
A = Apf1 + f 2 (3 − 2f )(Apf2 − Apf1 ),

which can be splitted in diﬀerent contributions
Δμ(φ, ϑ) = μw + μi (φ, ϑ) + μe (φ, ϑ),

In this section we brieﬂy describe the role of the most
important contributions aﬀecting μi . These contributions
can be grouped in two diﬀerent categories [51]. The ﬁrst
group is related to the interactions appearing in bulk systems, which are modiﬁed due to the presence of an interface. This is generally called direct interaction and involves
electrostatic, hydrophobic and van der Waals interactions.
The second group includes the interactions appearing due
to the presence of an interface, with the capillary one being its paradigm.

(5)

where μw , μi and μe are the components due to the particle wettability, interactions and entropic contributions,
respectively. φ and ϑ are the volume fraction of particles
in the bulk and the interfacial coverage, respectively. μw
is associated with the eﬀect of the contact angle deﬁned
by eq. (3) and μe is the unfavorable entropic contribution
associated with the reduction of freedom degrees of the
particles resulting from their attachment to the interface.
μi considers the diﬀerent interactions occurring between
particles at ﬂuid interfaces: van der Waals, electrostatic,
capillary, ﬂuctuations or hydrophobic. Such interactions
emerge from the inter-particle coupling and are strongly
dependent on the inter-particle distance, i.e. particle density. Attractive interactions favor the attachment of particles at ﬂuid interfaces, whereas the opposite is true when
repulsive interactions are considered. It is worth noting
that the control of the assembly of particles at the interface is challenging because the inter-particle interactions occur through a discontinuous environment (interface), which deﬁnes an asymmetric distribution of the interaction through the diﬀerent phases [51]. The balance
between the aforementioned contributions determines the
equilibrium coverage of the interface, ϑeq .

(6)

where Apf1 and Apf2 deﬁne the Hamaker constants across
ﬂuid 1 and ﬂuid 2, respectively. This allows one to assume
that the strength of van der Waals interactions of particles attached at the ﬂuid interfaces can depend on f , i.e.
of the particle wettability. The average van der Waals interaction between a pair of particles at a ﬂuid interface
can be approximated as


a
A
EvdW = −
,
(7)
12 R − a
where a deﬁnes the inter-particle distance. Recently, Dias
et al. [88] have pointed out that a similar interaction potential to that provided by eq. (7) accounts for the changes
on the growth mechanism of particle domains associated
with the assimetric distribution of interactions appearing
in interfaces formed by anisotropic particles [89, 90].
3.1.2 Electrostatic interactions
Electrostatic interactions occur for charged colloids, and
are the result of an intricate balance between the screened
coulombic repulsion, typical of particles in bulk suspensions, and the long-range dipole-dipole interations due
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to the particles attachment at the ﬂuid interface. The
dipolar interactions depend on the nature of the ﬂuid
phases across which occur and, thus, they present a clear
asymmetry associated with the presence of the interfacial plane [34]. For the part of the particles immersed in
the aqueous phase, the dipole is formed by the charges
on the particles surface and the counterions dissociated in
the bulk, whereas for the part of the particles inmersed in
the non-polar phase the dipole is formed between surface
charges and image charges appearing in the water [50].
The total interaction potential combining the electrostatic
and the screened Coulomb interaction reads [91]
Eelectrostatic =

a1 kB T −κr a2 kB T
e
+
,
3r
r3

(8)

where a1 and a2 are prefactors determining the role of
the screened Coulomb potential and the dipolar interaction, respectively. For inter-particle distances long enough
(κr  10, where κ is the inverse Debye screening length),
the role of the dipolar interaction is predominant [92, 93].
It is worth mentioning that electrostatic interactions are
linked to the appearance of electrocapillary interactions
associated with the deformation of the interface due to
the action of electrostatic stresses [50].

3.1.3 Hydrophobic interactions
Hydrophobic interactions present special importance as
the size of the particles become smaller. This is explained
assuming that in such scale length the molecular details
of the solvent and the interface start playing an important
role. Thus, the hydrophobic interactions appear as result
of the necessity to minimize the unfavorable contacts between the particles and the solvent [94–96]. Despite its
importance, no systematic discussion on the role of the
hydrophobic interactions in particle-laden interfaces can
be found in the literature yet.

3.2 Interactions due to the presence of the interface
The main interactions due to the presence of the interface
are the capillary ones. These interactions emerge from the
deformation in the direction perpendicular to the ﬂuid interface associated with the adsorption of particles. This
originates strong lateral interactions (attractive or repulsive) between colloids. For big particles, gravity is able to
induce the deformation of the interface, leading to the socalled ﬂotation forces which decrease strongly with size.
These forces are irrelevant when particles are smaller than
the interface capillary length because the weight of the
particles is too small to induce any signiﬁcant deformations of the interface. However, for small particles the appearance of other type of capillary forces, the so-called immersion forces, is found. These forces are the consequence
of the perturbation of the interface, and present an attractive character over a broad range of length scales. The

capillary interactions can be written as a function of the
deformation amplitude of the interface H as follows [97]:
Ecapillary (R) = −12πγf1 f2 H 2 ζ

r4
,
R4

(9)

where ζ is a factor depending on the particle orientation.
For charged colloids, electrocapillary forces can appear
due to diﬀerences in the dielectric constant between the
two phases, leading also to an the interface deformation
comparable to that resulting from the gravity [51, 98].
The above discussion presents so far the most important aspects related to the interactions of particles at ﬂuid
interfaces. There are other types of interactions that can
emerge from the speciﬁc properties of the colloids, e.g.
elastic, steric or magnetic. However, a comprehensive explanation of the role and origin of the diﬀerent types of
interactions involved in the energetic balance of particleladen interface is far from the scope of this review, further
details on this topic can be found in previous works by
Garbin et al. [3], Bresme and Oettel [51] and Deshmukh
et al. [99].

4 Thermodynamics and structural aspects of
particle-laden ﬂuid interfaces
It was discussed above that probably the most important
feature determining the attachment of particles at ﬂuid
interfaces is their surface nature, i.e. their HLB. However,
particles adsorption presents a main diﬀerence with the
adsorption of surfactant at ﬂuid interface, which comes
from the almost irreversible character of the attachment of
particles to the ﬂuid interface [72]. Furthermore, the significant diﬀerence existing between the sizes of particles and
solvent molecules is an additional diﬃculty for providing
an accurate theoretical description of the thermodynamics
behavior of particle-laden interfaces. The aforementioned
aspects limit the application of the classical equations of
state, e.g. Langmuir, Frumkim, etc., in particle monolayers [100]. Hence, the development of new thermodynamics models accounting for the physico-chemical behavior
of particle-laden interfaces is required [101, 102].
According to our knowledge, the ﬁrst thermodynamics
model accounting for the behavior of particle-laden interfaces was proposed by Binks [48]. This model was based on
the Volmer and van der Waals equations, assuming that
each single particle behaves as a surfactant molecule. This
leads to consider that the area occupied by a single particle at the interface is equivalent to its geometric area, and
consequently it may be expected that the surface pressure
Π = γ0 − γ (with γ0 and γ being the surface tension of
the bare ﬂuid interface and of the particle-laden interface)
remains close to zero until the system present hard-sphere
behavior (close-packed monolayer). Such contradiction between experiments and theoretical predictions evidences
that the role of the interactions occurring at the interface
cannot be neglected. Thus, the strong diﬀerences existing between particles and common surfactants, especially
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follows:
Π=

Fig. 4. Comparison between experimental results (symbols)
and theoretical predictions (lines) for particle-laden interfaces
formed by bare particles (Δ) and steric-stabilized particles ().
Reprinted with permission from ref. [102]. Copyright (2006)
American Chemical Society.

related to the diﬀerent length scales involved in their interactions, leads to unrealistic predictions of the dependence of the surface tension on the interfacial coverage,
e.g. according with the commented model it is expected
that only small particles (diameter < 1 nm) at relative
high interfacial coverage (50–70% of the total interfacial
area) can lead to a signiﬁcant change of the surface pressure. Some of the limitations of the aforementioned model
were overcome by Miller et al. [101]. Their description of
the interfacial behavior of particle-laden interfaces follows
theoretical assumptions similar to previous models used
for the description of protein layers [103], including parameters regarding the particle nature. This model provides an expression for the surface pressure isotherm of
particle-laden interfaces that reads as follows:
Π=

ω   ω 
kB T  
ln 1 −
+
− Πcoh ,
ω0
A
A

(10)

ω
where A
is a term accounting for the coverage of the interface and ω0 represents the area of a particle. Πcoh is
the so-called cohesion pressure, which measures the interactions occurring within the particle-laden interface. Even
though the above discussed model has been used for a reduced number of systems, the available results foretells
a good agreement between experimental results and theoretical predictions, at least for particle monolayers well
below of collapse, independently on the nature or size of
the particles (see ﬁg. 4).
A more recent model enabling for the description of the
thermodynamic behavior of particle-laden interface was
proposed by Groot and Stoyanov [104]. They developed
a model which included features of the interaction potential on the dependences of the surface pressure on the
interfacial coverage, leading to an expression that reads as

4kB T
πd2



byZ
− b2 y 2 ,
λ

(11)

where d represents the distance within the occuring longrange √interactions, Z is the compressibility factor [105,
106], λ represents the eﬀective diameter of the particles, y represents the interfacial coverage and b and b2
are interaction parameters associated with the used potential. This theoretical model has been applied satisfactorily by Deshmukh et al. [107] for describing the behavior of soft particles attached at ﬂuid interfaces. It is worth
mentioning that the aforementioned models are applicable
in most cases to spread monolayers in which the relationship between surface pressure and interfacial coverage is
known [78, 79, 105, 108–112].
A complete description of the interfacial behavior
of particle-laden interfaces requires some considerations
about morphological and structural aspects. For the study
of these aspects, it is possible to assume two diﬀerent approachs: the ﬁrst one relies on the determination of the
particle distribution within the quasi-2D interfaces, i.e.
the study of the interfacial morphology. The second approach requires the analysis of the position of the particles
in relation to the interfacial plane, i.e. the determination
of the contact angle.
Santini et al. [46] study the interfacial morphology of silica nanoparticles decorated with CTAB (hexadecyltrimethylammonium bromide) using Brewster Angle Microscopy (BAM), and conclude that particles hydrophobicity plays a key role on the control of the layer
coverage, as was evidenced from the diﬀerences in the interfacial textures. Following with the same system Maestro et al. [47] showed that the wettability of the particles,
and consequently the position of the particles in relation
to the interfacial plane, could be also modiﬁed by the degree of hydrophobicity of the particles. Similar results were
found by Zang et al. [56] using silica hydrophobized by
chemical silanization. These above results conﬁrm that the
importance of the particles wettability in their position in
relation to the interfacial plane.
The study of the adsorption of monolayers of silica
nanoparticles decorated with palmitic acid at the water/vapor interface showed results in agreement with those
discussed above [113]. For particles with the lowest hydrophobicity, isolated aggregates of particles were found
at the interface which coalesce as their hydrophobicity is
increased, leading to the formation of close-packed particle
monolayer. Such behavior is associated with the increase
of the interfacial coverage which leads to a sharp decrease
of the surface tension with a strong decrease of the surface tension. Figure 5 shows the interfacial textures, surface tension isotherm and thicknesses of monolayers of silica nanoparticles decorated with palmitic acid at the water/vapor interface obtained increasing the concentrations
of palmitic acid, i.e. particles with increasing hydrophobicity. Santini et al. [110], using ellipsometry, showed that
the densiﬁcation of the layer evidenced by BAM was associated with an increase of the layer thickness, i.e. of the
surface concentration of particles at the interface. This lat-
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5 Anisotropic particles at ﬂuid interfaces

Fig. 5. Interfacial textures obtained by BAM, layer thickness, h, and surface tension for the adsorption of dispersions
of silica nanoparticles decorated with diﬀerent concentrations
of palmitic acid at the water/vapor interface. Adapted from
ref. [56]. Reproduced by permission of the PCCP Owner Societies.

ter is in qualitative agreement with the results found by
the group of Noskov [114–118] for polystyrene sulfate latex micro- and nanoparticles and silica nanoparticles decorated with CTAB at both water/vapor and water/alkane
interfaces. The above results allow concluding that the increase of the particles hydrophobicity drives the transition
from layer with a lost packing to close-packed particleladen interfaces.
The main problem when nanoparticles are considered is the impossibility to analyze the packing of each
single particle at the interface. However, this is solved
when microparticles are studied because their sizes allow
characterizing their positions using microscopy analysis.
Bonales et al. [10] carried out an interesting phase diagram of microparticles of polystyrene sulfate latex at the
water/octane interface. Their results agree qualitatively
with the above discussion on the densiﬁcation of the interfacial layers of nanoparticles. However, they were able
to observe the appearance of transitions between several
phases as the interfacial coverage increases. Such transitions appear independently of the particle size, and only a
slight shift of the critical coverage needed for the transition is observed with the change of the particle size.
Similar studies were carried out by Parolini et al. [119],
leading to conclusions in good agreement with those previously obtained by Bonales et al. [10]. Studies on binary
monolayers of colloidal particles were also carried out by
Bonales et al. [9], and their results pointed out that the
phase behavior of the mixed systems appear as intermediate between that of the individual systems. An interesting
way to modify the structure of particle-laden interface is
by the mean of physico-chemical stimuli. This was shown
by Martı́nez-Pedrero et al. [120] using the magnetic response of superparamagnetic microparticles.

The above discussion has mostly concerned to the behavior of spherical and nearly spherical particles trapped at
ﬂuid interfaces. However, in recent years a growing interest on the study of the interfacial behavior of anisotropic
particles has been developed [121, 122]. Asymmetry deﬁnes the orientation-dependent interactions at the interface which modify the particle assembly and, consequently, the properties of particle-laden interfaces. Furthermore, the stability of particles trapped at ﬂuid interfaces is correlated to the geometry, existing a critical aspect ratio beyond which particles are not stable
at ﬂuid interfaces. In general, elongated particles present
less stability at the interfaces than particles having any
other geometries. This behavior is ascribable to the higher
values of line tension [50]. Loudet et al. [123] evidences
that the wetting properties, i.e. mainly the line tension,
is strongly correlated to the aspect ratio of nanoparticles. This has driven an important research for optimizing the organization of rod-like particles and carbon nanotubes at ﬂuid interfaces which requires controlling the
surface chemistry of the particles to reduce the line tension below a threshold value about 0.1 nN [50]. Kim
et al. [124] studied the phase behaviour at interfaces of
BaCrO4 nanorods and evidenced the existence of rich
phase behaviour (isotropic, 2D nematic, 2D smectic and
3D nematic) as the interfacial density increases. Similar
studies were carried out by Hernández-López et al. [125]
using carbon nanotubes.
Considering the interactions involved in monolayers of
anisotropic particles, it is expected that at short distance
the shape can inﬂuence the steric and van der Waals interactions. However, the behaviour becomes more complex
at long distance mainly due to the eﬀect of the particle
geometry in the deformation of the interface, i.e. in the
capillary forces [50]. Loudet et al. [126] studied the assembly of micron-sized ellipsoidal particles at ﬂuid interfaces
and found that the asymmetry of interactions occurring at
the interface determines the formation of open branched
aggregates of particles with a high tendency to the formation of particles chains due to the directionality of
the interactions existing at interface [121]. This behaviour
contrasts with that found for spherical colloids at ﬂuid
interfaces in which the formation of close-packed structures is found [10]. The shape dependence of the interfacial organization of colloids at the interface is explained
assuming the diﬀerent nature of the capillary interactions
involved. For non-spherical particles, a long-range capillary interaction of quadrupolar origin, largely exceeding
the thermal energy (kB T ), accounts for the complex interfacial assembly [126, 127]. It is worth mentioning that
capillary interactions in anisotropic particles at ﬂuid interfaces overcome several times than in the case spherical
particles [121, 122, 126]. The above landscape evidences
that interactions between non-spherical particles is much
richer than that found for spherical colloids, leading to a
more complex interfacial organization [50].
Deepening on the assembly of anisotropic particles at
ﬂuid interfaces, Botto et al. [128] showed that the speciﬁc
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geometry of the particles aﬀects dramatically the energetic landscape and, consequently, the interfacial assembly. This drives the assembly of ellipsoidal particles following a side-to-side conﬁguration to form ﬂexible chains,
whereas the assembly of cylinders occurs in an end-to-end
conﬁguration that leads to the formation of rigid chains.
This is explained considering that capillary interactions
are strongly inﬂuenced by the geometry of the particles,
which can be exploited to obtain interfaces with a broad
range of properties.
An additional aspect to take into account when the
assembly of anisotropic particles at ﬂuid interfaces is considered is the preferential orientation. The existence of a
preferred direction for the adsorption of colloidal particles
at ﬂuid interfaces was demonstrated by Isa et al. [129] using contact angle measurements of polymeric dumbbells
in which each lobe presents a diﬀerent wettability for the
phases. The results evidence that the preferred orientation
for the adsorption of dumbbells was in tilted conﬁguration.
In a similar way, the adsorption and assembly of patchy
colloids present a preferential orientation which is associated with the opening angle of the patches [130–132].
It is worth mentioning that the progresses on the understanding of the interfacial organization and properties
of assemblies of anisotropic particles is more diﬃcult than
for spherical particles, mainly because of the complicated
fabrication process of anisotropic shapes particles under
controlled conditions.

6 Dynamics of particles at ﬂuid interfaces
The understanding of the dynamics of particle at ﬂuid interfaces requires considering both the inter-particle and
the particle-solvent interactions. Therefore, the motion of
colloids attached to ﬂuid interfaces is strongly dependent
on the hydrodynamics constrains associated with the presence of the surrounding ﬂuid, which determine, in most of
the cases, the time-scales governing the behavior of particle attached at ﬂuid interfaces [133–139].
At the shortest time, the ﬂuid phase presents a
compressible-like behavior and the colloidal motion leads
to a density ﬂuctuation similar to a sound wave, with its
characteristic time being deﬁned by ts = R/cs , where R
and cs represent the radius of the colloid and the velocity
of sound, respectively. The time-scales involved in this motion are extremely short around 10−1 ns, and thus it cannot be measurable with most of conventional techniques.
A second time, th , is associated with hydrodynamics
interactions. The colloidal motion origins a tranverse momentum diﬀusing away from the particles. The originated
velocity ﬁeld induces a drag force between the particles.
The time-scale involved in this process is around 10 ns
that is equivalent to the time required for the tranverse
momentum to diﬀuse along the typical inter-particle distance which is comparable to the diameters of the colloids. Coupled with the motion due to the hydrodynamics
interactions appear other dynamics associated with the
decay of the initial velocity of a colloid. These are a consequence of the eﬀects provoked on the particles by the
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action of time-dependent velocity ﬁelds appearing in ﬂuids
due to particle motion. The time-scales of these dynamics
are governed by the diﬀusion coeﬃcient of the transverse
momentum of the ﬂuid.
When colloids are considered, they present a diﬀusioncontrolled motion with a typical diﬀusion constant deﬁned
by D0 = kB T /g, where g is the Stokes friction coeﬃcient.
The characteristic time for the motion of colloids at the
interface along a distance similar to their radius appears
in the range 10−3 –1 s. This evidences clearly the separation between the diﬀusion of colloids and other motions.
Thus, it is possible to assume that the motion of colloids
can be considered as an uncorrelated Brownian motion in
the long-time limit. However, it is worth mentioning that
this approach presents some limitations because the diffusion of each single colloid depends signiﬁcantly on the
conﬁguration of its neighbor due to the occurring interactions.
The analysis of the particles trajectories at ﬂuid interfaces by videomicroscopy provides information related to
the dynamics involved in the particle-laden interface. This
information can be obtained from the calculation of the
mean square displacement, MSD (Δr2 (t)), which is related to the diﬀusion coeﬃcient, D, and the characteristic
length of the translational motion, as follows:
Δr2 (t) = 2dDtα ,

(12)

where α is a scale exponent. Considering particle monolayers with low coverage, it can be expected a linear dependence of the MSD on t, and the characteristic diﬀusion
time can be easily obtained according to eq. (12) from
the slope of the representation [6, 140, 141]. However, the
densiﬁcation of the monolayers drives the transition to a
more complex dynamics regime, and a clear diﬀerentiation between the short-time and long-time dynamics appears. This diﬀerence is characterized by a change of the
slope which can be explained assuming that in the shorttime limit, particles diﬀusion is constrained to the region
limited by their closer neighbor, leading to a short-time
self-diﬀusion coeﬃcient deﬁned as follows:
Δr2 
.
t→0
4t

Ds = lim

(13)

The diﬀusion coeﬃcient in the short-time limit decreases
as the surface coverage, ϑ, of the particle-laden interface
increases as result of the interactions Ds = αD0 (1 −
μϑ), where μ is a parameter depending on the interactions [142]. In the long-time limit, the collective motion
of particles start to play a role on the dynamics of the
particle-laden interface and it is possible to deﬁne a diﬀusion coeﬃcient in the long-time limit as follows:
Δr2 
,
t→∞
4t

Dm = lim

(14)

The process deﬁned by the long-time dynamics response
on particle-laden interfaces can be rationalized by particles escaping from their cage, delimited by their nearest neighbors, the so-called α-relaxation [143–145]. When
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the interfacial density is high, the inter-particle repulsions
leads to arrested dynamic within the experimental accessible time windows. Under these conditions there are no
analytical results and the results are analyzed in terms of
the harmonically bound independent Brownian oscillator
(BHO), in which particles behavior obeys to the Langevin
equation including an elastic force [146, 147]
dv
= −gv + F (t) − kx,
m
dx

lim Δr2 (t) (t → ∞) =

(15)

with m being the mass of a particle, v represents its velocity and k the characteristic force constant of the elastic
force acting on the particle. F (t) represents the random
force. Considering the overdamped limit, and neglecting
the role of the inertia, the model leads to the following
solution [143, 144]:


2
Δr2 (t) = 2dδ 2 1 − e−D0 t/δ ,
(16)
where δ 2 = kB T /k. The characteristic time is deﬁned as
tBHO = δ 2 /D0 = g/k. Several ad hoc corrections have
been introduced to the above equation in order to describe the dynamics of interacting Brownian particles. A
more complete description is given by the following equation that accounts for a non-expontial character of the
decay [148, 149]:



2 c
D0 t
Δr2 (t) = 2dδ 2 1 − e−(D0 t/δ )
1 + 2 . (17)
δ
Equation (17) introduces a stretching exponent c, and a
term accounting for long-term dynamics of particles escaping from particles groups, which recovers the linear
dependence on time. The stretching exponent is a ﬁtting
parameter, assuming values lower than 1 and accounts for
the width of the spectrum of relaxation time.
For monolayers showing a solid-like character, the
above model is no longer applicable, and it is needed to develop a new model. The Overdamped Bead-Spring model
(OBS) accounting for particle dynamics under high density conditions reads as follows [150, 151]:
dvi
= −gvi (t) + Fi (t) − k
m
dt

nn

[uj (t) − ui (t)] ,

factor, with qb being the b-th wave vector of the relaxation
mode q, and nj takes into account a vector pointing from
the point i of the lattice to its closer neighbor j. The OBS
model leads to a similar slope in the MSD than the BHO
one in the initial stages, and tends to a limit value deﬁned
by

(18)

j

where ui (t) is the displacement of the particle i at time t,
and nn is the number of nearest neighbors of particle i.
The high density of particles existing in solid-like monolayer hinders the escaping dynamics of particles from the
groups, and thus the MSD does not present any linear
increase at long times. The solution of the above model
reads

1 
2dkB T
Δr2 (t) =
1 − e−kL(qb )t/b . (19)
kN
L(qb )
b

The above equation only considers the interaction between
nn
closer neighbors. L(qb ) = j [1 − cos(qx nj )] is the lattice

t→∞

2dkB T
kN

b

1
,
L(qb )

(20)

The long limit depends on both the strength of the harmonic force and the lattice factor.

7 Rheological response of particle-laden ﬂuid
interfaces
This section is devoted to explain the response of particleladen interfaces against mechanical perturbations, paying
special interest on the relaxation mechanisms of micro and
nanoparticles [6, 40, 41, 152–155]. A deep understanding
on the mechanical properties of particle-laden interfaces,
hence, might be a key to understand and improve many
technological applications associated with the interaction
of particles and interfaces, e.g. phase transfer catalysis,
encapsulation, enhanced oil recovery or emulsiﬁcation and
foaming [156].
7.1 Dilational rheology
Dilational rheology experiments provide information on
the changes induces on the surface tension due to the
modiﬁcation on the interfacial area. Thus, it is possible
to assume that inﬁnitesimal changes of the area of the
interface, δA(t), due to an uniaxial stress leads to a timedependent change of the surface pressure deﬁned by δΠ(t),
which could be deﬁned as follows [157]:
δΠ(t) = Π(t) − Π0 =

∂Π
δA = −ε(t)u(t)
∂A

(21)

with ε(t) = −A0 (∂Π/∂A)T representing the timedependent dilational modulus. The above equation is a
general time-dependent response function, where the surface stress δΠ results from a perturbation given by a compression strain u(t) = δA/A0 . For ﬂuid ﬁlms at equilibrium, the dynamic modulus is equal to the Gibbs elasticity
ε0 :


∂Π
,
(22)
ε(t) → ε0 = Γ
∂Γ eq
where Γ = 1/A is the surface concentration. For smallamplitude oscillatory deformation with frequency ω, the
complex modulus reads as
ε(ω) = ε (ω) + iωκ(ω).

(23)

where the real part ε (ω) corresponds to the storage modulus and the imaginary part ε (ω) = ωκ(ω) is referred to
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the loss modulus, being κ the interfacial dilational viscosity. The deﬁnition of the viscoelastic dilational modulus
allows expecting modiﬁcations either on the adsorption
state of the particles at the ﬂuid interface or on the structure of the interface as a consequence of the stress induced
by the deformation. Diﬀerent relaxation dynamics characterized by diﬀerent time-scales can appear as response to
a dilational perturbation of the interfacial area [109, 158].
Despite the big number of experimental and theoretical
studies dealing with the response of particle-laden interfaces against dilational stresses, there are many aspects
that remain unclear, especially when theoretical predictions and experimental results are compared [6, 11, 101,
109].
On the best of our knowledge, the ﬁrst study dealing
with the response to dilational stresses of particle-laden
interface was carried out by Miller et al. [101]. They studied the relaxation of particle-laden ﬁlms on the basis of
theoretical models similar to those generally used for describing the interfacial behavior of proteins and proteinssurfactant systems [159, 160]. This framework provides a
description of the mechanical response of particle-laden
interfaces on the bases of the information obtained from
their adsorption isotherms. However, this study remains
as a mainly theoretical one and no further advancements
on the application of the aforementioned model to experimental results have been performed yet.
As was already mentioned, the attachment of particle
to ﬂuid interfaces is strongly correlated to their wettability, thus it is expected that this parameter may present
an important eﬀect on the dilational response of particleladen interfaces. Safouane et al. [161] explored the dilational response of fumed silica nanoparticle monolayers
at the water/vapor interface using capillary waves in the
frequency range 200–990 kHz and found that the rheological response was inﬂuenced by the interfacial morphology.
However, they carried out that independently of the hydrophobization degree of the nanoparticles and the surface
coverage, the elastic component of the response was higher
that the viscous one and increases with the hydrophobicity
of the particles due to their favored incorporation to the
interface. This rigidiﬁcation of the ﬁlm associated with its
densiﬁcation is explained considering an enhancement of
the inter-particle interactions as was pointed out by Zahn
et al. [162]. When the loss modulus is analysed, no dependences on the wettability or interfacial concentration of
the layer were found.
Zang et al. [45] extended the studies by Safouane et
al. [161] to the low frequency range and found the existence of a relaxation process on a time-scale comparable
to 1000 s. This process was associated with the reorganization of particles at the interface and becomes faster as the
hydrophobicity of the nanoparticles decreases. This could
be explained assuming the smaller surface coverage of the
interface as the particles hydrophobicity decreases, thus
it is expected a favoured reorganization of the particles
at the ﬂuid interface due to the reduced steric hindrance.
Furthermore, they found that spread layers present lower
rigidity than compression one. This is explained consider-
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ing that the latter present non-equilibrium arrested states
that lead to the emergence of additional relaxation processes to the particle-laden interface [45, 163].
Beyond silica nanoparticles, the rheology of latex
micro-particles spread at ﬂuid interfaces have been widely
studied in recent years [114, 115, 155, 164]. Kobayashi and
Kawaguchi [164] studied latex particles spread at the water/vapor interface and found that the particle-laden interface presents a viscoelastic behavior independently of
the strain rate. In addition, they found a certain hysteresis that is associated with the lost connection between
particles in the monolayers. The increase of the storage
and loss moduli was found with the densiﬁcation of the
monolayer. However, once the coverage reaches a critical
value (at Π ∼ 15 mN/m), both start to decrease steeply.
This is explained considering the possible buckling of the
monolayer that distorts the 2D packing of the monolayer.
From the frequency dependences of the storage and loss
moduli the transition from a mainly ﬂuid-like behavior
to a solid-like one was found, which is correlated to the
structural scenario found by Bonales et al. [10]. Deepening on the correlations between the dilational response
and structural richness of the particle-laden interfaces, del
Rio et al. [165] found that the dilational modulus presents
an important correlation to the region of the phase diagram studied, with the storage modulus being always
higher that the loss modulus. For low surface pressure,
the storage modulus increases with the monolayer densiﬁcation whereas the loss modulus remains constant at
values close to that of the water. This could be explained
on the basis of the important role of the repulsive electrostatic interactions between particles. The storage modulus presents a sharp increase till values around 350 mN/m.
This results in the formation of close-packed a monolayer
as was evidenced by BAM imaging. When the electrostatic repulsion is so high, the storage modulus can reach
values until 600 mN/m. This is explained assuming the
presence of a small number of defects in the close-packed
monolayer. In agreement with the result by Kobayashi and
Kawaguchi [164], del Rio et al. also found a decrease of the
storage and loss moduli for the highest surface pressures
due to the breaking of the 2D packing of the interface.
Qualitative similar results to those found for water/vapor
interfaces were found when latex monolayers at water/oil
interface were considered [114, 115]. It is worth mentioning that particle-laden interface present a relatively small
range of linearity on their dilation response, which makes
necessary to apply low strains deformations on the studies
of particle-laden interfaces [155].
The dilational rheology of monolayers formed by the
mixture of particles and surfactant has been studied
in more detail than that of monolayer formed only by
nanoparticles. This can be in part ascribed to the versatility of the use of surfactants for modifying particles
wettability [11]. It is expected that the interaction of
two components bearing oppositely charged in solution
can presented important eﬀects on the interfacial properties of such mixture, e.g. the appearance of synergetic
eﬀects on the surface tension decrease due to the adsorption of the complexes formed in the bulk [166–169].
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cles and the interactions between particles in the bulk and
at the interface [46, 47, 170].
It is also important to consider the rose of the interfacial aging on the mechanical response of particle-laden
interfaces. This leads frequently to an increase of the dilational elasticity for layers at both water/vapor and water/hexane interfaces [108, 116, 117]. Despite this rigidiﬁcation process induced by the aging, no changes on surface tension was evidenced which is ascribable to the irreversible attachment of the particles at the interface. The
rigidiﬁcation results from the formation of solid-like layers as was evidenced by BAM images [116]. The elastic
modulus found for solid-like monolayers is comparable to
those found in latex monolayers [164,165]. This result well
agrees with the results found in order systems by Whitby
et al. [171] and by Santini et al. [108].
Other particle-laden interfaces that deserve special
attention are those formed by lipid and nanoparticles.
These systems present big interest due to their usefulness as model for studying the potential toxicity of inhaled particles. However, a detailed discussion of the rheology of such systems is far from the scope of this review [25, 26, 172–180].
Fig. 6. Wide range dilational response of silica nanoparticles
(1 wt%) decorated with CTAB (0.05 mM) at the water/vapor
interface as were obtained combining diﬀerent experimental
techniques. (a) Dependence of the elastic modulus on the deformation frequency. (b) Dependence of the viscous modulus
on the deformation frequency. Reproduced from ref. [109] with
permission from The Royal Society of Chemistry. Copyright
(2011).

However, this is not always true as was evidenced by
Ravera et al. [78] studying mixtures of silica nanoparticles and CTAB. Other noticeable eﬀects of the interactions were found in the dilational response in the low
frequency limit (0.005–0.2 Hz): 1) higher elasticity of the
particle-laden interface than the monolayer of pure surfactant and 2) strong dependence of the viscoelastic response
on frequency. Furthermore, it was found a stronger effect of the particles adsorption at the water/oil interface
than in the water/vapor interface. A more detailed study,
concretely in a broad frequency range (10−3 –103 Hz), of
the rheological response of the aforementioned system evidenced two diﬀerent relaxation processes of the interfacial layer related to the diﬀusion of the particles from the
bulk to the interface and the reorganization of adsorbed
material at the interface [108, 109] (see ﬁg. 6). The results
were described in terms of a mixed rheological mechanism
considering a diﬀusion process and arbitrary kinetics occurring at the interface.
There are other works dealing with the study of the
rheological response of mixtures formed by CTAB and
silica nanoparticles which have evidenced the role of the
complex balance of interactions in the control of the rheological response. The most important interactions can be
ascribed to the CTAB depletion, the electrostatic and hydrophobic interaction controlling the wettability of parti-

7.2 Shear rheology
Shear deformations are completely decoupled from any
other interfacial mode, i.e. their amplitude and time evolution are independent [181, 182]. For a typical in-plane
deformation it is possible to provide a deﬁnition of the
shear elasticity as the constant of proportionality between
the applied strain (uxy ) and the stress (σxy ). It is expected that the description of “solid” ﬁlms can be carried
out in terms of a Hookean behaviour characterized by the
aforementioned proportionality: σxy = G uxy . For totally
“ﬂuid” ﬁlms, the behaviour is described by it viscous character: σxy = η duxy /dt, where duxy /dt deﬁnes the strain
rate and η the interfacial viscosity. The viscoelastic parameters (G, η) are increased by the presence of attractive interaction between the species at the interface. This
can be explained considering that part of the energy is
needed to overcome the interaction, allowing the ﬂow of
the surface elements. Considering an oscillatory deformation, it is possible to deﬁne the complex shear modulus
G∗ as follows:
G∗ (ω) = G (ω) + iG (ω) ≡ G + iωη

(24)

with G and G representing the storage and loss moduli,
respectively. For small-amplitude oscillatory deformations
with a ﬁxed frequency ω it is possible to correlate the
loss modulus and the viscous friction G = ωη, where
η is the interfacial shear viscosity. The understanding of
the response against shear perturbation of particle-laden
interfaces has been strongly developed in the last years due
to their recognized impact in many aspects involving these
systems [6,12]. This has fostered the research on this ﬁeld
to provide a detailed explanation about the correlation
existing between the response against shear of particleladen interfaces and the morphology of the layers. It is
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worth mentioning that the interactions between particles
are the main parameters aﬀecting the shear response of
the monolayers [183].
One of the ﬁrst studies dealing with the characterization of the shear response of particle-laden interfaces was
carried out by Cicuta et al. [184]. They studied monolayers of polystyrene latex (3 μm of diameter) at the water/decane interface and found that, in contrast with that
found when the dilational response was analysed, the layers present a mainly viscous character with G > G . This
is diﬀerent to that found for β-lactoglobulin layers which
present a mainly elastic behaviour due to the possibility
to be deformed and compressed as response to the compression. Furthermore, it was found a sharp increase of
the viscoelasticity of particle-laden interface for surface
coverages overcoming the 75–80% of the total area, which
is associated with a jamming of the 2D ﬁlm. It is worth
mentioning that the diﬀerences in the existing interactions
between particle-laden interfaces and particles in the bulk
deﬁne the diﬀerent shear behaviour between particle-laden
interfaces and their bulk counterparts [185].
Reynaert et al. [186] explored the correlations existing
between interfacial structure and rheological response in
particle-laden interfaces and found that an interfacial aggregation leads to a shear response similar to that found in
the bulk systems, which conﬁrms the important eﬀect of
the interactions in the control of the rheological response.
This was later conﬁrmed by Wijmans and Dickinson [187]
by Brownian dynamic simulations.
Imperiali et al. [188] studied the eﬀect of the interfacial
coverage on the shear response of asymmetric particles as
graphene oxide, and found that the diﬀerent freedom of
the particles to reorganize at the ﬂuid interface plays a
central role on their shear response. Thus, at low fraction
of coverage, the interface presents a reminiscent behaviour
of 2D-platicized systems, whereas close-packed monolayers evidenced a perfectly elastic behaviour. Similar dependences of the shear response on the interfacial coverage were found by Barman and Cristopher [189]. They
found a transition from shear thinning behaviour to yielding one with the increase of the interfacial density. This is
explained on the bases of the diﬀerences in the mechanism
involves in the dissipation of the viscous stresses. Furthermore, the response becomes non-linear with the increase of
the surface coverage; with the viscoelastic modulus following a power law dependence on the surface coverage [186].
Deepening the role of the particle morphology on the
interfacial shear response, Madivala et al. [190] studied ellipsoidal polystyrene particles at both water/decane
and water/vapor interfaces. They found that the diﬀerent
strength of the electrostatic interactions determined diﬀerent interfacial structures. In the case of water/decane interfaces, particles arrange forming structures in which individual particles coexist with linear aggregates, whereas
at the water/vapor interface particles are organized forming ﬂower-like aggregates. The diﬀerences in particles organization leads to strong diﬀerences in the response
against shear of the particle-laden interface, which is an
additional evidence of the correlations existing between
the self-assembly of particles at the ﬂuid interface and the
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mechanical response of particle-laden interfaces. In contrast to that found for spherical particle, the response of
asymmetric particle monolayers at the water/decane interface to shear deformation is mainly elastic, with a viscoelastic modulus increasing with the packing modulus.
When particles at the water/vapour interface are considered, lower values of the shear elasticity were found. It is
worth mentioning that the elasticity of ellipsoidal particles
at ﬂuid interfaces is relatively high, even when the surface
coverage is small, which diﬀers from the above discussed
behaviour when spherical particles are considered [184].
These diﬀerences between ellipsoidal and spherical particles are associated with diﬀerences on the interfacial relaxation mechanisms [191]. Ellipsoidal particles present a
buckling transition, which does not appear for spherical
particles, when the interfacial coverage is high. Such diﬀerences on the rheological response are associated with the
richness of the interfacial phase behaviour of non-spherical
particles. The complex balance of interactions given the
particular aggregation pattern at ﬂuid interfaces governs
the rheological response of particle-laden interfaces, e.g.
the shear modulus of colloidal crystals formed by paramagnetic particles was found to increase with the strength
of the inter-particle repulsion [162].
The role of particles morphology on the shear response
was also studied by Brown et al. [192] using non-spherical
particles with diﬀerent aspect ratio. In all the cases, shear
thickening phenomena were found. However, the increase
of the asymmetry of the particles leads to a decrease of the
threshold coverage in which interfacial particles jamming
occurs. Furthermore, asymmetric particles can present a
behaviour that may be reminiscent of the formation of
non-equilibrium trapped layers, aﬀecting the shear ﬂows
at the interface. This is correlated to the particle charge
and the interfacial coverage [193, 194].
Another important parameter aﬀecting the rheological response of particle-laden interface is the roughness of
the particle surface [195]. The roughness presents diﬀerent
eﬀects on the rheological response of the particle-laden interface depending on the interfacial coverage. For low density monolayers, the surface roughness reduces the shear
viscosity, whereas the opposite is true when monolayers in
the vicinity of the jamming transition are considered. This
is explained as result of the inter-particle friction as was
demonstrated by Brown et al. [192], which plays an important role for emulsion behaviour [196]. The importance
of the heterogeneity of particle surface for its trapping to
ﬂuid interfaces have been recently demonstrated by Zanini
et al. [197]. They showed that surface roughness can lead
to the attachment of particles in metastable positions due
to the pining of the contact line, with such metastable
positions being able to be far from the real equilibrium
position. Thereore, the surface roughness may induce that
hydrophilic particles behaves as hydrophobic ones and the
opposite situation, providing the bases for stabilizing water in oil or oil in water emulsions in the same water-oil
mixture using only a single type of particles.
As can be expected from the above discussion, particle wettability plays also a relevant role on the rheological response of particle-laden interfaces due to its im-
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portance for the attachment of particle to the ﬂuid interface [161]. Safouane et al. [161] compared the shear
moduli of monolayers of fumed silica with diﬀerent hydrophobicity degree at the same coverage, ﬁnding the increase of both the storage and the loss moduli with the
particle hydrophobicity. The behaviour of particles with
low hydrophobicity was found mainly elastic, whereas the
increase of the hydrophobicity leads to a mainly viscous
behaviour with a gel point (G = G ) found for particles with contact angle around 90◦ . The eﬀect of the hydrophobicity on the aforementioned system was extended
by Zang et al. [45, 52, 198]. They found that the storage
modulus does not present any dependence on the strain
amplitude for low values of the strain amplitude, with the
storage modulus being almost two orders of magnitude
higher that the lost modulus. The monolayers present a
melting transition when the strain amplitude overcomes a
certain value (yield stress), with the loss modulus becoming maximum and the storage modulus dropping. When
the deformation frequency is small a mainly viscous behaviour was found, becoming mainly elastic for high frequencies. The crossover appears for frequencies close to
those in which G is maximum. This behavior is reminiscent to that observing in 3D soft solids that is the consequence of the decrease of the characteristic time of the
structural relaxation due to the increase of the strain-rate
amplitude [199]. Similar reminiscence was also found in
the quasi-linear dependence of the relaxation time on the
shear rate. An interesting aspect of this monolayer is its
self-healing character upon the stress release. This shows
an important dependence on the coverage and wettability
of the particles, with wettability playing a critical in the
control of the yield and melting stresses of particle-laden
interfaces. Similar behavior to the above discusses were
found independently by Vandebril et al. [200].
Beyond the understanding of the response against
shear of the formed layers, the study of the evolution of the
rheological properties during the formation of the layers
present certain interest [201]. The study of the adsorption kinetics of silver nanoparticles (10–50 nm of diameter) at the water/toluene interface by rheological measurements evidences the increase of G and G with time.
This is compatible with a densiﬁcation during the equilibration process of the layer. The equilibrium ﬁlms present
a mainly elastic behavior and the negative slope found
for the dependence of G on the deformation frequency
evidence the 2D glassy nature of the adsorbed layers. Furthermore, a signiﬁcant dependence of the response on the
strain amplitude was found in this system. Using strain
sweep measurements shear thickening phenomena in G
were found at large strain amplitudes, whereas no dependence of G on the strain amplitude were found until
the shear thickening point. This shear thickening is described by a power law with relation 2:1 on the exponents
of the storage and loss moduli. For gold nanoparticles at
the water/vapor interface a rather diﬀerent behavior was
reported [36,37,202,203]. The shear response of the above
mentioned system presents a gel-like behavior characterized by a strain induced softening. Furthermore, the rheological response was independent of the applied strain
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Fig. 7. Experimental (lines) and calculated (symbols) dependences of the interfacial shear stress σ on the amplitude of
strain γ at a constant frequency ω = 0.628 rad s−1 for silica
nanoparticles decorated with CTAB, using diﬀerent concentrations of surfactant Cs (expressed in mM). Reproduced from
ref. [202] with permission from The Royal Society of Chemistry.
Copyright (2017).

until a threshold value close to 0.1%. Once the strain overcomes the aforementioned threshold the storage modulus
drops. The dependence of the viscoelastic moduli on the
interfacial coverage for this system can be described in
terms of a power law with an exponent assuming a value
around 0.65, which is reminiscent of a percolating system [158, 204, 205].
Minor attention has been paid so far to the shear response of mixtures of particles and surfactants at ﬂuid
interfaces. Maestro et al. [199] explored the eﬀect of the
surfactant concentration on the shear rheology of silica
nanoparticle-laden interfaces. Strain-sweep experiments
shown in ﬁg. 7 revealed that silica nanoparticles trapped
at air-water interface form a 2D solid state with amorphous order. Further, they proposed a theoretical model
to describe how this solid-like state deforms under a shear
strain ramp up to and beyond a yielding point which
leads to plastic ﬂow [200]. The model accounts for all the
particle-level and many-body physics of the system: nonaﬃne displacements, local connectivity, and its evolution
in terms of cage-breaking, and inter-particle interactions
mediated by the particle chemistry and colloidal forces. In
addition, the yielding behavior of surfactant-decorated silica nanoparticles has also been studied by large-amplitude
oscillatory rheology [201].
The interfacial interaction of lipids and silica with different degrees of hydrophobicity was analyzed by Mass et
al. [206]. They found two-step adsorption kinetics at the
water/oil interface. The ﬁrst step appears in time-scale
around 1 hour. During this step G increases due to the
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formation of an elastic layer presenting high cohesion. The
second step is much slower and characterized by a slow increase of both G and G due to the accumulation of material at the interface. This continues until the steady state
is reached. The values of the storage and loss moduli of
the layers are several orders or magnitude above those expected for pure surfactant monolayers in agreement with
other studied [161, 207, 208].

8 Active particles at ﬂuid interfaces
In general, active colloids use as external input for their
autonomous motion energy obtained from the environment [209–221]. There are several propulsion mechanisms
for these materials, among them chemical reactions and
external ﬁelds are probably the most extended [220]. Many
of that is known about active particles in relation to their
bulk behavior. However, the understanding of the eﬀect
of its conﬁnement at interfaces presents particular interest because the restrictions associated with the reduced
dimensionality can drive signiﬁcant diﬀerences on their
autonomous motion [220]. In the following some aspects
of the interfacial behavior of active colloids trapped at
ﬂuid interfaces will be discussed.
The main diﬀerence associated with the attachment of
particle to ﬂuid interface is that the interface constrains
the particle motion to 2D. Thus, the motion of particles
in the direction perpendicular to the interface is forbidden, and the motion along the interface leads to drag
forces similar to those appearing for the particles in the
bulk [222]. When water/vapor interfaces are considered,
the vapor phase presents an important role on the conﬁnement eﬀects because it induces an almost negligible
stress tangent to the interface. This is similar to that happening for active particles moving in an unbounded ﬂuid
presenting a plane of mirror symmetry which enables for
the application of similar propulsion mechanisms for the
active particles at the interface than in the bulk [223–225].
Another important aspect is associated with the hydrodynamic ﬂows that accompany the particles. These
are strongly dependent on the proximity of particles to
the ﬂuid boundaries. They enable the hydrodynamic coupling between translation and rotational motions which
allow particles to move linearly due to the action of
torques associated with external ﬁelds, e.g. electric or
magnetic [221,226]. These torques lead to a rolling motion
of the particles along the ﬂuid interface describing the socalled colloidal moonwalk [221]. In general, the motion of
active particles at ﬂuid interface occurs with the particles
rotating toward the viscous ﬂuid [227].
The role of capillary forces on the motion of particles attached to ﬂuid interfaces is essential, constraining
furtherly the rotation of particles. For self-phoretic colloids, capillary forces enhance almost one order or magnitude the persistence length of their swimming motion.
This is associated with a reduction of the rotational diffusion due to the enhanced drag mediated by thermally
activate ﬂuctuations of the contact line [228, 229]. Furthermore, capillary forces also limit the rotation of particles around the two axes parallel to the interface, thus
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the motion is strongly correlated to the initial orientation
of particle which is correlate to the surface properties of
particles [230].
The motion of active particles at ﬂuid interfaces can
be modulated by the surface tension and the parameter allowing its modiﬁcation, e.g. temperature or surfactant concentration. This enables for the motion of a particular types of active particles, the so-called Marangoni
surfers [231,232]. Marangoni surfers use energy originated
by chemical reactions or external energy inputs to induce surface tension gradient at the interface. This leads
to forces and torques that provide the bases for a high
speed motion of particles to regions of high surface tension. Thus, particle motion is accompanied by Marangoni
ﬂows that induce interactions between particles and the
system boundaries [233]. These interactions can be either
attractive or repulsive, leading to the formation of assemblies and particle swarms. Further details on the behavior
of active colloids trapped at ﬂuid interfaces can be found
in the work by Fei et al. [220] and references therein.

9 Particles at ﬂuid interfaces on the
stabilization of dispersed system
The stabilization and properties of dispersed systems
(foams, emulsions and thin ﬁlms) is considered to be
closely correlated to the interfacial and mechanical properties of single interfaces, especially when particles are
used for their stabilization. This is because particle-laden
interface allows hindering, at least partially, the processes determining the destabilization of dispersed systems, mainly emulsions and foams, e.g. creaming (or sedimentation), ﬂocculation, coalescence, and Ostwald ripening [8, 14, 234–237]. When the stabilization of dispersed
systems is considered, the stability of the liquid ﬁlm
formed between drops or bubbles is essential. An important aspect of this stability is related to their mechanical
properties, the adsorbed ﬁlm must be able to dampen external perturbations in order to avoid the destabilization
of the dispersed systems and its breaking.
Particle are very interesting for the stabilization of
drops and bubbles, because, as was discussed above,
they can remain irreversibly trapped at the ﬂuid interface leading to particle-stabilize foams and RamsdemPickering emulsions [42, 43, 66, 238]. Especially interesting
are those systems in which drops or bubbles are highly
coveraged. Several authors have conﬁrmed the role of
this latter aspect on the stabilization of dispersed systems [193, 239, 240]. Their results showed that beyond the
importance of the mechanical stability of the particleladen interface, the steric hindrance associated with the
formation of a suﬃciently dense layer is essential for stabilization purposes. Stratford et al. [241] and Maestro
et al. [242] showed that jammed particle-laden interfaces
present the highest eﬃciency on the stabilization of emulsions and foams, respectively which agrees with the results of the studies of dispersed systems stabilized by silica nanoparticles carried out by Frith et al. [243]. This latter showed that the formation of a close-packed particle
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layer is mandatory to confer rigidity to drops or bubbles,
favoring the stabilization processes. Jamming of particleladen interface arrests the interfacial tension driven coarsening, enhancing the stability of the interfaces. It is worth
mentioning that there is no linear correlation between the
solid concentration and the stabilization of dispersed systems. The rheological properties of the particle-laden interface are also inﬂuenced by the coverage as was above
discussed. Thus, the viscoelastic properties of the layers
play also an important role on the stabilization of the
foams and emulsions because they control the ﬁlm thinning processes. The importance of the mechanical properties was conﬁrmed in the studies by Sullivan and Kilpatrick [244]. They showed that the stabilization of the
dispersed system was enhanced by particles forming rigid
and stagnant ﬁlms. Therefore, it is possible to assume
that the understanding of the inter-particle interactions
is essential for controlling the stabilization of dispersed
systems [245]. This is evidenced because particle bridging
can lead to a further stabilization of foams and emulsions,
especially when the coverage is small. These conditions
allow the direct aggregation of drops or bubbles causing
stable ﬂocs. These interfaces in close contact can lead to
the formation of long regions of particle bridges, the socalled particle zips. This leads to the formation of networked monolayers that provide additional stabilization
to the dispersed systems [240, 246].
From the above picture, it is clear that the presence of
particles attached to ﬂuid interfaces is essential to prevent
drops and bubbles coalescence, enabling the stabilization
of emulsions and foams. It is worth mentioning that the
morphology and droplet size distribution is governed by
dimension and contact angle of particles at the ﬂuid interface. The stabilization requires a partial wettability of the
particles by both phases. Considering particles at an arbitrary ﬂuid interface, two diﬀerent situations can appear.
For relatively hydrophilic particles (θ < 90◦ ) the formation of oil(air)/water dispersions is preferred for mixtures
containing equal volumes of both ﬂuid phase. The opposite is true for hydrophobic particles (θ > 90◦ ). Thus,
θ = 90◦ must be considered as an inversion point which
is deﬁned by the equal aﬃnity of the particles for both
ﬂuid phases [238]. It is worth mentioning that the stability of foams and emulsions can be controlled by the addition of surfactants that can favor the ability of particles
to reside at the ﬂuid interface [247]. This is understood
clearly from the results by Binks et al. [248]. They found
that for emulsions stabilized by silica nanoparticles and a
bicatenary cationic surfactant the concentration of surfactant allows tuning the transition between diﬀerent types
of emulsions as a consequence of the hydrophobization degree of the nanoparticles. The study of this phenomenon
was extended by measurements of the contact angle of
particles at the ﬂuid interface as function of the surfactant concentration, and they found that, for low surfactant
concentrations, particles remain hydrophilic with contact
angle lower than 90◦ stabilizing oil in water (o/w) emulsions, whereas for intermediate surfactant concentrations
the particles become hydrophobic (θ > 90◦ ) and water in
oil emulsions (w/o) were favored. For the highest surfac-

Page 15 of 21

tant concentration, a rehydrophilization of the particles
occurs and the contact angle drops to values lower than
90◦ and the emulsions becomes o/w again [249]. Similar
eﬀects have been reported using particles chemically modiﬁed to present diﬀerent degrees of hydrophobicity [250].
The eﬀect of the changes of particle wettability can be also
used for foam stabilization [251–253]. However, no studies
of the transition from aqueous foams to structures formed
by free aqueous drops surrounded by a particle shell using
surfactant to tune the hydrophilicity of the particles are
present in the literature. However, these latter structures,
dry water or liquid marbles, have been obtained using hydrophobic particles [254, 255].
It is also important to consider the role of the menisci
formed by the contact line. Diﬀerent studies have pointed
out that the non-uniform wetting of the particles can affect the energetic landscape and the ability of particles to
stabilize dispersed systems [80, 97, 196]. Ally et al. [256]
demonstrate that the adhesion of particles to ﬂuid interfaces depends on the particle wettability and edge geometry, which is important for controlling the behavior
of particle-laden interface. Furthermore, the role of the
menisci deformation due to gravitational eﬀects for particles bigger enough cannot be neglected as a potential
source of destabilization [257].
The eﬀectiveness of colloidal particles in stabilising
emulsions and foams depends in part on the formation of
a suﬃciently dense layer of particles at the interface. The
rheological properties of the interfacial layers also change
as the concentration of particles at the interface increases
and complete surface coverage is achieved. For high particle concentration the interfaces exhibit viscoelastic behaviour. The viscous properties govern rheological properties at low concentrations, while the elastic properties
are dominant at high particle concentrations. The elastic
contribution to the viscoelastic behaviour is largely due
to the inter-particle interaction between particles. These
interactions become signiﬁcant at suﬃciently high particle concentration. The viscoelastic nature of the interfaces
aﬀects the stability by decreasing the rate of ﬁlm thinning
between coalescing droplets.
It was mentioned above that the mechanical behaviour
of interfaces, both shear and dilational, plays an essential
role for controlling the interfacial stability and the deformation properties of coated drops and bubbles. It can be
expected that the destabilization by drainage can be partially prevented by the increase of the shear viscosity and
the dilational modulus [194]. Several authors have tried to
deepen on the correlations existing between the interfacial
properties of particle-laden interfaces and the stabilization of dispersed systems [53, 66, 242, 258, 259]. CervantesMartı́nez et al. [258] proposed that particle-laden interfaces presenting high resistance to the compression allows
one to increase the stability of foams due to the decrease
of the shrinking of small bubbles. They used the Gibbs criterion to establish the conditions for the stabilization of
dispersed systems on the basis of the relationship between
the surface tension and the dilational elasticity. According
to the Gibbs criterion, only those particle-laden interfaces
verifying that E > γ/2, with E being the elastic modulus,
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can be stable. Stocco et al. [53] extended the application
of the Gibbs criterion to the description of the stabilization of emulsions. However, their results pointed out that
such approach is only valid when emulsions or foams are
formed by spherical drops or bubbles. Furthermore, the
studies by Stocco et al. [53] showed that gel-like interfaces present the better capacities to stability dispersed
systems in agreement with the above discussed eﬀect of
the interfacial jamming. However, recent works have contributed to the controversy about the correlations existing between the rheological properties and the stabilization of dispersed systems. Santini et al. [79, 110, 112, 260]
showed that the use of carbon particles allows one to
stabilize foams and emulsion, even though they do not
found any correlation between the stability of the dispersed systems and their rheological properties. This controversy is also feed by the studies of the stabilization
of foam and emulsions by mixtures of silica nanoparticles
and palmitic acid [111,258]. Silica nanoparticles decorated
with palmitic acid do not allow foam stabilization, even
though the dilational viscoelastic modulus present relative
high values (> 100 mN/m) [53]. However, the stabilization
of emulsions at the water/hexane interface was possible
with a poor dependence of the emulsion stability on the
rheological properties [111].
The above discussion concerns so far to the role of
the dilational modulus on the stabilization of dispersed
systems. However, the inﬂuence of the shear modulus is
clearly due to its close correlation to the interfacial structure and coverage. Several authors have shown that the
formation of gel-like layers is essential for a good stabilization of the dispersed systems [190, 200, 261]. This
was conﬁrmed by Brugger et al. [262] using poly(Nisopropylacrylamide) particles for the stabilization of
emulsions, pointing out that high values of G provides
good conditions for the emulsion stabilization, whereas the
opposite is true for high values of G .
The ability of particle-laden interface to provide a high
stability of foams and emulsions has provided the bases for
their use as template for the production of porous materials, e.g. solid foams. These materials can be obtained by
drying and sintering the wet system or directly by the solidiﬁcation of the bulk liquid phase [15, 16]. Gonzenbach
et al. [253, 263] take advantage of this idea for the stabilization of solid foams using liquid foams stabilized by
mixtures of particles and diﬀerent short length surfactant
as precursors. Zabiegaj et al. used similar approaches to
prepare particle stabilized solid foams with carbonaceous
and alumina particles [110, 264, 265].

10 Conclusions
The interest for understanding the physico-chemical bases
governing the formation and properties of particle-laden
interfaces has undergone a signiﬁcant growth in recent
years due to their implication in several technological and
industrial ﬁelds. Despite the noticeable experimental and
theoretical eﬀorts to unravel the complex physics underlying the behavior of these systems a comprehensive descrip-

Eur. Phys. J. E (2018) 41: 97

tion is diﬃcult. This is in part due to the many parameters
aﬀecting its behavior: particle size, chemical nature, morphology, nature of the interface. On the other side, this
allows controlling the morphology and mechanical properties of the formed layers. This has a big importance in the
preparation of complex and hierarchical systems bases on
particle-laden interfaces. Many experimental eﬀorts have
focused their interest on the understanding the equilibrium and dynamics properties of adsorbed and spread layers of particles at ﬂuid interfaces. However, there exists a
lack of theoretical work to correlate the experimental ﬁnding with accurate models. Thus, the fully understanding of
the behavior of particle-laden interface requires multidisciplinary eﬀorts. This review has tried to present critically
the state of art of the topic, showing the level of understanding achieved in recent years in the description of the
behavior of such intriguing systems.
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MP-1305. Authors thank R.G. Rubio, F. Ortega, L. Liggieri
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65. D.O. Grigoriev, H. Möhwald, D.G. Shchukin, Phys.
Chem. Chem. Phys. 10, 1975 (2008).
66. A. Stocco, W. Drenckhan, E. Rio, D. Langevin, B.P.
Binks, Soft Matter 5, 2215 (2009).
67. L. Isa, F. Lucas, R. Wepf, E. Reimhult, Nat. Commun.
2, 438 (2011).
68. I.B. Ivanov, P.A. Kralchevsky, A.D. Nikolov, J. Colloid
Interface Sci. 112, 97 (1986).
69. M. Zeng, J. Mi, C. Zhong, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 13,
3932 (2011).
70. A. Stocco, M. Nobili, Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 247, 223
(2017).
71. S.P. McBride, B.M. Law, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 196101
(2012).
72. S. Levine, B.D. Bowen, S.J. Partridge, Colloids Surf. 38,
325 (1989).
73. H.S. Wi, S. Cingarapu, K.J. Klabunde, B.M. Law, Langmuir 27, 9979 (2011).

Page 18 of 21
74. D.M. Kaz, R. McGorty, M. Mani, M.P. Brenner, V.N.
Manoharan, Nat. Mater. 11, 138 (2012).
75. P.D.I. Fletcher, B.L. Holt, Langmuir 27, 12869 (2011).
76. C. Petcu, V. Purcar, C.-I. Spataru, E. Alexandrescu,
R. Somoghi, B. Trica, S.G. Nitu, D.M. Panaitescu, D.
Donescu, M.-L. Jecu, Nanomaterials 7, 47 (2017).
77. E. Guzmán, H. Ritacco, F. Ortega, T. Svitova, C.J.
Radke, R.G. Rubio, J. Phys. Chem. B 113, 7128 (2009).
78. F. Ravera, E. Santini, G. Loglio, M. Ferrari, L. Liggieri,
J. Phys. Chem. B 110, 19543 (2006).
79. E. Santini, F. Ravera, M. Ferrari, M. Alfè, A. Ciajolo, L.
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Wüstneck, Colloid Polym. Sci. 288, 937 (2010).
153. F. Monroy, F. Ortega, R.G. Rubio, M.G. Velarde, Adv.
Colloid Interfaces Sci. 134-135, 175 (2007).
154. F. Ortega, H. Ritacco, R.G. Rubio, Curr. Opin. Colloid
Interface Sci. 15, 237 (2010).
155. H. Hilles, F. Monroy, L.J. Bonales, F. Ortega, R.G. Rubio, Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 122, 67 (2006).
156. C.P. Whitby, E.J. Wanless, Materials 9, 626 (2016).
157. B.A. Noskov, Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 69, 63 (1996).
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