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1. Introduction

T he behavior of charge{stabilized ocolloidal digpersions in extemal electric elds is a
classical topic of colloid physics [L]. Quantitative theoretical understanding is still
Incom plte today, although substantial progress has been achieved over the decades
2{9]. The di culty lies in the com plicated m any{body nature of the problem , and
hence only lim iting cases are well understood. Beyond the physics of the \standard
electroknetic m odel" [6], which is essentially Just a single{particle M ean F ield theory
(see below ), w hich nevertheless does describe a quite broad range of phenom ena, current
research focusesm ainly on situations where thism odel is not applicable, or at least its
applicability is not cbvious. These Include cases where non{M ean Fild e ects are
In portant, i. e. higher valency or non{negligbl size of the ions [/, 8, 10], or where
the sihgle{colloid picture is expected to break down, due to overlapping ionic clouds (or
Insu cient am ount of screening by sal) P]. T his Jatter issue has also triggered detailed
experin ents [L11{15]which m easured the electrophoreticm obility in the low {salt regin e.
Furthem ore, the problm has recently been studied by com puter simulations [L6{21].
The Investigations of Ref. R1] were speci cally targeted at the low {salt lin . The
purpose of the present paper is to provide som e m ore detailed theoretical and num erical
badkground m aterialwhich had to be om itted n Ref. R1]. W ewill start in Sec. 2 w ith
a brief review of the sim plest lin iting cases of electrophoresis, followed by a summ ary
of the ocbservations made n Ref. R1]. The new m aterial is then found in Secs. 3{5
(orie y outlined at the end of Sec. 2), whilk we conclude in Sec. 6.

2. Background: Review of lim iting cases, and previous sim ulation results

2.1. Singk colloid without sal

The sinplest case of collbidal electrophoresis is obviously a single charged sphere of
radiis R and charge Ze (e denotes the positive elem entary charge, and we assum e
Z > 0), mmersed in a solvent of viscosity  and dielectric constant . A ssum Ing zero
salt concentration, and zero colloidalvolum e fraction , the drift velocity v w hich results

as a reponse to an extemal electric eld E is just given by the Stokes formula,

6 Rv=Z&: 1)

This is the so{called Hudckel Iim it [, 3]. T he electrophoreticm cbility ofthe colloidal
Sohere, de ned via

v= E; @)

is hence given by
Ze
"6 r o
W e now Introduce the zeta potential as the electrostatic potential at the colloid surface
(w ith the understanding that it vanishes In nitely far away from the colloid):

_ e | @)
4 R
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This allow s us to re{wrte (3) as
=z : ©)

Based upon the them al energy kg T as typical energy scale (kg denotes Boltzm ann'’s
constant and T the absolute tem perature), we can Introduce the din ensionless (reduced)
zeta potential as

e .
ks T
O n the other hand, the them alenergy, com bined w ith electrostatics, provides a typical

length scale, the B grrum  length

eZ

k= 7 kT’ (7)
which is nothing but the distance between two elem entary charges such that their
electrostatic energy is Just kg T. This can be combined wih the Stokes formula to

de ne a usefulm obility scale for electrokinetic phenom ena:

©®)

red =

== ®)
0= ¢ 1
D e ning the reduced m cbility as
red = T 7 ©)
0
one sees that In the Hudkel 1in it one sim ply has
red = red-: (10)

2 2. Zeta potential vs. reduced charge

In a m ore general context, the electrostatic potential at the surface of the colloid w ill of
course no longerbe given by (4). twillratherbe din inished, asa resul ofthe In uence
of the other charges. In order to clkarly distinguish between the concepts of charge and
potential, we willcall

Ze e i

7 = _z® a1)
4 RkgT R

the reduced (re{param etrized) charge (regardless of the physical situation), while the
symbols and .4 are reserved for the actualvalue ofthe surface electrostatic potential
and is din ensionless counterpart. In the Hudckel Iin it (@and only in this lim it), ,q and
Z' concide.

2.3. Screening

An i portant aspect ofelectrophoresis is the screening ofnot only electrostatic, but also
hydrodynam ic Interactions. A s soon as one considers a system ata nite concentration,
one has to take into account that it must be charge{neutral, at least on su ciently

large length scals: The charges (colloid charges plus ion charges) that are contained in
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a sub {volum e of Iineardin ension substantially Jargerthan the colloid { colloid correlation
Jlength must add up to zero. The sam e is true (W ith arbitrary precision) in a com puter
sim ulation if one considers the sin ulation box as a whole (independently of the value of
any correlation length).

N ow , the basic m echanian of hydrodynam ic screening is the fact that the extemal
elkectric eld generates elctric currents in both directions, which In tum generate
hydrodynam ic ow s in both directions. In lading order, however, these ows cancel,
since the total net force acting on the system (or sub{volum e) is exactly zero. As a
resul, the ow around a m oving charged colloid w ill not decay lke 1=r Wwhich would
hold in the case of sedin entation, where the system responds to a gravitational eld
and the net foroe does not vanish), but m uch faster, 1=F P2]. The consequence is, on
the one hand, that nite size e ects In com puter sin ulations are m uch less severe than
in sim ilar studies of sedim entation [L0], and, on the other hand, that a singlk{partick
picture w ill apply whenever the electrostatic interactions are su ciently screened, as a
result of high salt concentration. Indeed, it is well{known that in the high{sal lim it
the screening of electrostatics [1] is govemed by the D ebye length } = !, where the
screening param eter  is proportional to the square root of the salt concentration ¢ :

=4 Lo a2)

To be precise, (12) assum es m onovalent salt jons, and ¢, denotes the total num ber of
salt ionsperunit volum e (such that the num ber of ion pairs per unit volum e is given by
c=2).Now, under conditionswhere }; is substantially sm aller than the typical colloidal
Interparticle ssparation, it is clear that m ost ofthe space betw een the colloids is charge{
neutral. C onsequently, these regions are also force{ free. In other words, in these regions
there isno net ow, and all the hydrodynam ic shear gradients and viscous dissipation
processes are con ned to the D ebye layer as well. In this situation, one obviously can
treat the problem in temn s of a sihgle{particke picture. H owever, even the problm of
a singlke sphere surrounded by a dcharge cloud, w ith boundary condition of vanishing
electrostatic potential, and nie salt concentration, orr ! 1 , can in general be
solved only num erically. T his is the so{called \standard electrokinetic m odel" [6]. The
reason for the m athem atical di culties is the non{lnearity of the underlying P oisson {
Bolzm ann equation, which determm nes the ionic cloud structure.

2.4. Sm oluchow ski Iim it

A sim pl analytic solution ishowever possible in the lin it ofvery high sal concentration
such that R . Here the geom etry isessentially planar, and one obtainsthe so{called
Sm oluchow skilim it [1]:

=- 7 13)
how ever, here the zeta potential is tiny, and In tem s of the reduced charge one has

—3Z(R)1- (14)
red_E .
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In the lm it of in nitely strong screening ( ! 1 ), the salt complktely shields the
ekctric eld from the particle, and correspondingly the m cbility tends to zero. Of
course, this is only a m athem atical 1im it, which can never be reached In practice, since
at a critical salt concentration the system of am all ions will crystallize. Beyond this
critical concentration the liquid{state Sm oluchow ski form ula cannot work.

2.5. Simulations of the Iow {sal case

W hile the case of high salt concentration can thus be considered as reasonably well
understood (@beit in general only within the fram ework of num erics), a com pltely
di erent situation arises when there is only little salt In the solution, or even none
at all. In this case the ionic clouds are m ainly form ed by the counterions, and these
will In general overlap. A1l the standard screening concepts, which are based upon
assum Ing a decay ofthe electrostatic potentialand ofthe charge density, on a length scale
an allerthan the colloid { colloid ssparation, are no longerexpected to work . N evertheless,
nam ely due to the weak screening, som e sin plifying assum ptions can stillbe m ade for
suspensions of strongly charged colloids. A s the colloids in this regin e strongly repel
each other, they are usually well ordered so that theirm Inim al ssparation am ounts to
the m ean interparticle distance d R 3. Thus, the screening at r < d will be
exclusively due to counterions and the phenom ena that happen on this length scale will
be govemed by the m ean counterion concentration. T hese ideas proved to be useful or
describing static structure and colloidal interactions at low salt R3].

W e have studied this case by com puter simulations. In essence, our m ethod is
M olecular D ynam ics M D) for the charged ocolloid, the explicit (counter or sal) ions,
and the solvent. H owever, for com putationale ciency the latter is replaced by a lattice
Bolzm ann (LB) system which is coupled to the particles by a Stokes friction coe cient.
T hism ethod, w hich hasbeen designed asan e cient and easy way of sim ulating system s
w ith hydrodynam ic interactions, hasbeen described in Refs. R4, 25], and isdiscussed In
detail in a forthcom Ing review articke R6]. Langevin noise is added to both the particles
and the LB system to keep the tem perature constant. The oolloid is m odeled as a
\raspberry" [19, 20], i. e. a Jarge central particle w ith a w rapping consisting of a tether
of an all particles. The m ost in portant resuls of this study have been com m unicated
in Ref. R1], and can be sum m arized as follow s:

(i) ,eq Is @ dinm ensionless quantity, and hence can only depend on din ensionless
param eters of the system . A s a starting point, we have m ade no fiirther theoretical

which we choose In such a way that two ofthem resemble m ost closely those quantities
which have proven useful In the \salty" case: thessarep; = R andp, = Z (cf. (10)
and (14)). In the present case, however, isnot calculated from the salt concentration,
but rather from the counterion concentration:

=4 Lg (15)
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w ith
N Z 3
c= =7
v 4 R3
whereV isthe system volum e, and N the num ber of sin ulated colloids. O bviously, (15)
and (16) In ply the relation

; 16)

(R)Y =32 ; a7)

In other words, R is nothing but a re{param etrized volum e fraction. It should be
em phasized that due to assum ed strong charge asymm etry between the colloids and
the counterions, which both constitute the screening m edium , the resulting charge
distribution is strongly inhom ogeneous and the standard D ebye screening concept cannot
be Inplied. The ram aining two scaling variabksarep; = =a and p; = k=R, where a
is the counterion radius.

(ii) For a reasonable choice of param eters ( =R not too large, and k =a of order
unity, as is typical for ions in water) the dependence on p; and p; can be ignored.

(i) In tem sofZ and R, quite good agreem ent can be achieved w ith experin ents,
provided Z is replaced by an e ective charge, caloulated from charge renomm alization
23,27, 28].

(Iv) Finite{size e ects are weak, and hence one can cbtain the data for a certain

nite volum e fraction by just sin ulating a single sohere In a suitably chosen nite box.

(v) The e ect ofadded sal is sim ilar to that of ncreased volum e fraction. It tums
out that it ispossbl, w thin good approxin ation, to jist combine these two e ects Into
one single param eter

=4}t o) 18)
whith has a certain justi cation within a sinpli ed lnhearized Poisson{Bolzm ann
theory R9].

T he purpose of the present paper is to provide a theoretical background for the
cbservations reported in Ref. R1] and derive som e essential relations needed for the
further analysis of the electrophoresis at nite colloidal concentrations. In particular,
we describbe our rescaling procedure In more detail. W e feel that this will becom e
particularly transparent when done In tem s of the electrokinetic equations [1], which
can be viewed as the M ean Field description of the system we have sin ulated | n
contrast to the sim ulation, the counterions are not considered as discrete particks, but
rather as concentration elds. Section 3 thus presents these equations, and outlines the
rescaling proocedure. An inportant result of this analysis is that the dependence on
P2 can Indeed be ignored on the level of the electrokinetic equations | this param eter
therefore describbes deviations from M ean F ield behavior, if there are any. Section 4
discusses the problem of linear response, i. e. how to check that the non{equilbbriuim
sinulations em ploy a su ciently weak extemal eld. W e have solved thisby com paring
the resuls with control calculations in strict them al equilbbrium , where the m obility
was calculated by G reen {K ubo Integration. A s faraswe know , this form ula hasnot yet
been presented in the literature, and we w ill derive it here. F inally, In Sec. 5 we present
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som e data which we have obtained by direct num erical solution of the electrokinetic
equations, using the comm ercial nite elem ent package COM SOL 3 3.

3. Rescaling of the electrokinetic equations

In the stationary state, the electrokinetic equations are given by

r v= 0; . 19)
rp+ rv e ) z;c = 0; (20)
D
r Di;r ¢ ez;(r )c;+ vg = 0; (1)
kg T
1 X
2 _
r° + —-e zcg= 0: @2)

Equation (19) is the Incom pressibility condition for the velocity eld v, whike (20) is
the Stokes equation for zero Reynolds number ow, where the forces resulting from
the hydrostatic pressure p and the visoous dissipation are balanced against the electric
force. Here, denotes the electrostatic potential, whilke ¢ ; is the concentration umber
of particles per uni volum e) of the ith ionic species. W e will adopt the convention
that i = 0 corresponds to the counterions, whilke i 1 denotes various types of salt
jons. EachP jon of species i carres a charge z;e. Hence, the total charge density is
given by e  z;cj; this term appears also in the Poisson equation for the electrostatic
potential, (22), where the boundary conditions for inplicitly de ne the extemal
driving eld. Finally, (21) isthe so{called N emst{P Janck equation (convection{di usion
equation) which describes the m ass conservation of ionic species i. Here D ; denotes the
collective di usion coe cient of species i, whilke D =k T) is (via the E nstein relation)
the corresponding ionic m cbility. T he jonic current consists of three contrbutions: the
di usion current, the drift relative to the surrounding solvent, induced by the electric
foroedensity ezcr ,and nally the convective current induced by the m otion ofthe
uid.

W e now jntroduzoe

M;= d’rcg; @3)

the num ber of ions of species 1 In the solution, where the integration extends over the
nite volum e V of the system . O bviously, the counterions just com pensate the colloid
charge, and hence we have

zM o= 7 ; 24)

note that z; < 0, and we consider only a single ocolloid in the volum e. Sim ilarly, the

charges of the salt ions com pensate each other, and hence
X
zM ;= 0: @5)

i1
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In the case w thout extemaldriving, wehavewv = 0, and the Stokes equation reduces
to an equation which detem ines the pressure. The Nemst{P lanck equation, together
w ith the Poisson equation, then jist becom es the P oisson {B oltzm ann equation:

r hg+ zirX~= 0; (26)
r?~+ 4 1, zic; = 0; @7)

where we have Introduced the abbreviation
e

= : 28
o T @8)
In accordance w ith Ref. R9] and (18), we introduce the param eter
P
.22.M .
I 29)

where however no direct connection to a lnearized Poisson{Bolzm ann equation is
inplied. W enow use ! asourelem entary unit of length and w rite

r= £; (30)

which transform s the P oisson equation into a flly non-din ensional form :
X
A ziq = 0; (31)

i

w here non-din ensional concentrations ¢; are introduced via

P

: M 5 32

G= 38T Ty % (32)
In these scaled variables, the condition ofm ass conservation of soecies i is given by
Z

1 5 M
— dreg=P——=1f (33)
Vv ijMj

(this equation de nes the param eters f;), where
X
Zif = 1: (34)
as a ¥ength unit also de nes a dim ensionless ekctric eld via
F= 7= —° | (35)
= r = M
ke T
and a din ensionless velocity v by requiring that the relation v = E transfom s Into

V= redE .

ks T

v = ¥ (36)
6 3

The di usion coe cientsD ; can be m apped onto length scales a; via a Stokes formula:
kg T

Dj= ——; (37)

i 6 a
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where a; is expected to be sin ilar to the ion radius. Neverthelss, i should be
em phasized that the di usion coe cient D ; is a collective di usion coe cient, not a
tracer di usion coe cient. W ith these rescalings, the N emst{P lanck equation reads

r £f@i £zi(f“)csi+ ve, = 0: (38)

1 al

F inally, we Introduce a dim ensionless pressure via

ke T a9)
p 13 <2
to re{w rite the Stokes equation in dim ensionless fom
r ¥=0; (40)
~ 2 ~ 2~ X
rp+ gr v ") zi = 0: 41)
Let us collect the nal set of non{dim ensionalized equations:
r ¥= 0; 42)
. 2 . X
Fp+ gr L2 A z.e = 0; 43)
r £fc’i Ezi(f Me;+ ¥, = 0; (44)
ai i
X
i+ zc = O: 45)

O ne sees that the only din ensionless param eters which rem ain In the equations
are the ratios k =a; and the charges z;. Therefore, In order to fully characterize the
problam , one needs to goecify three param eters per ionic species (k =a;, z;, and f;), plus
the param eters which pertain to the boundary conditions: The din ensionless colloid
radiis R, thedin ensionlessbox size L (notethatwe assum e a cubicbox w ith periodic
boundary conditions), and the non {dim ensionalized charge density at the colloid surface.
For the latter, we note that in conventionalunits the surface charge density is given by

_ Ze
=T (46)
and that an electric eld orented perpendicular to the surface will iimp by a value = .
The jimp n E" isthereregiven by ~= e =( kT), ie.
- @7)
-
Furthem ore, (17) is straightforwardly generalized in the m ulti{ion case to
£
52 (RY; @8)
3z

thism eans that speci cation of f5, Z°, and R isenough to know L.
W e can thus summ arize: Th the case of zero salt and m onovalent counterions, the
reduced m obility should be a function of just the threeparam etersp; = R, = 27, and
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p: = k=a. This result should be contrasted w ith straightforward din ensional analysis,
which wasthe basis of the treatm ent In Ref. R1]. H ere one does not assum e the validity
of the electrokinetic equations, i. e. the assum ption that the ionic cloud can be treated
as a continuum eld is not m ade. Rather, one starts from the observation that the
problem is fully characterized by the seven parameterskg T, ,L,Z2,R,},anda.We
then replace by o (== 8)), L by (= 29)), 2 by Z7 (see (11)), and a by Lk =a.
This results In a new but equivalent set of parameterskz T, o, ,Z2,R, %k, and k =a.
Fially, wereplace ; by ;=R andthen R by R to nd theparameter sest kg T, o, .,
Z, R,Lk=R and Lk =a.W e are thus keft with seven param eters, ofwhich kg T, o, and

are needed to de ne the fundam ental units of energy, tin e, and length, respectively.
Sihoe  ,oq is a dinensionless quantity, i must be a function of the ram aining four
din ensionless param eters, which arep; = R, = Z,p3 = k=a,and p; = E=R.
Sihce p1, P2 and ps; have also been identi ed on the basis of M ean Field theory (i. e.
the elkctrokinetic equations), we can only conclude that any non{trivial dependence
on py must be the result of deviations from M ean F ield theory, i. e. (m ost lkely) ion
correlation e ects. A s a m atter of fact, the successfiil com parison between sin ulation
and experin ental data for .4 that was done In Ref. R1] exclusively focused on the
dependence on p; and p,. The jasti cation for this procedure is that (i) p; is of order
uniyy both in sin ulation and experin ent, and that (i) this In plies a m oderate strength
ofelectrostatics. Thism eans that ion correlation e ects are expected to be weak, which
In tum m eans a rather weak dependence on p,, and adequacy of a description In temm s
of the electroknetic equations.

In the case of added sal, there are further param eters which enter the problm ;
how ever, In the degenerate case, which was sin ulated In Ref. R1]and where all ion types
have the sam e properties | i.e. allions arem onovalent, and have all the sam em obility
ork=a | there are e ectively only two ion types (the positive and negative ones), and
the only additional scaling variable which enters is f;, which speci es the fraction of
counterions relative to the sal ions. Apparently, .4 is only weakly dependent on f,
over a w ide param eter range R1].

In the case of nite salt concentration, we can consider the Iimit £, ! 0, which
Inplies ! OorL ! 1 . In thiscass, the present form ulation converges tow ards the
situation studied :n the \standard electroknetic m odel" [b]. In the case of zero sal, it
is not possbl to perform the Im it £, ! 0 within our rescaled fomm ulation, since then

11 1 , and this is not suitable for a length unit. H owever, the physics of just a free
colloid is anyways trivial (see Sec. 1).

Figure 1 dem onstrates again the general nding that salt{free system s can, w ithin
reasonable approxin ation, be m apped onto the corregponding \saly" system with the
sam e Z° and R . Fora dispersion wih charge Z = 20, we com pare the sin ulation data
for L4, asa function of colloid volum e fraction , w ith the theoretical prediction that
resuls from thism apping. Since it tums out that in the sim ulated regin e of volum e
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Figure 1. Reduced electrophoretic m obility of the colloidalparticle, as a function of
the colloid volum e fraction . The colloid charge isZ = 20. T he other param eters (in

our sim ulational Lennard{Jones units) are: = 255,k T = 1,R = 3 (friction radius
of the \raspberry", see text), k = 1:3, whilke the coupling of the am all particles to
the lattice Boltzm ann uid is characterized by a friction constant = 20. For further
details on the m odel, see Refs. [19, 20]. The data points are sin ulation results. The
solid curve is the Huckel form ula prediction according to (49).

fractions R < 1, it is reasonable to assum e that the Huckel formula [L] holds:

Z. z.
1+ R 1+ @32, )2

(49)

red =

Here the factor 1+ R) ! takes into account the reduction of the surface potential,
within the D ebye{Huckel approxin ation, while Z. was caloulated via the charge
renom alization procedure by A lexander et al. R7], based upon the P oisson-B oltzm ann
cellm odel. A com plication arises from the fact that our \raspberry m odel" e ectively
de nes two radii: On the one hand, the particles on the surface tether have a distance
R; (ere: R; = 3 In our Lennard{Jones units) from the colloid center. Since the
tethered particles are those that couple frictionally to the lattioce Boltzm ann uid, this
is the hydrodynam ic radius of the sohere. O n the other hand, the m lninum distance
between the ions and the colloid center is one ion diam eter larger, due to the repulsive
Interaction between tether particlkes and ions. Thisde nesR, = 4. &t therefore m akes
sense to caloulate the volum e fraction and the R param eter on the basis ofR,, and
to also use it in the charge renom alization procedure. However, in the transform ation
from Z2. toZ. = Z2. k=R, weused R;, In order to cbtain the correct Stokes radiis in
thelimi ! 0. Thisprocedure yields good agreem ent between sim ulation and theory,
as seen from Figure 1. Forthe smulated values, Z . variesbetween 162 and 184.
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4. Linear response

In the present section, we w ill derive the G reen {K ubo form ula for the electrophoretic

m obility, which allow s us to detem lne  from pure equilbriim simulations. To our

know ledge, the form ula has so farnotbeen presented explicitly In the literature; how ever,

the derivation is very straightforward w ithin the fram ew ork of standard linear resoonse

theory. W e llow the approach ofRef. B0], which we nd particularly transparent.
Starting point is the H am iltonian

H(;D=Ho()+H%;H=Ho() £@®B(); (50)

where H ( describes the unperturbed system , and £ (t) isa weak extemal tin e{dependent

eld, whith couples lnearly to a dynam ical variabl B . denotes the phass{scace
variabl. W e are Interested In the dynam ic linear regponse of a variable A. The
tin e dependence of the m ean value of A, A—(t), m ust, for reasons of linearity and tim e

translational lnvariance, havZe the fom
1
Af=Ti+ d as ()E(E )i (1)
0

where h:: 4 denotes the them al average In the absence of perturbations. T he dynam ic
susoeptbility Az isde ned In such a way that it is zero for negative argum ents; this
pem is extension of the Integration rangein (G1) to ( 1 ;+1 ).

Forthe specialcase that £ (t) isa constant fy or 1 < t< 0, and zero from then

on, one has, ort> 0, 7
1

A{@=mmi+ d ap (); (52)
or

d
—A®B= % as ©O: (53)

O n the otherhand, the statistical{m echanical expression ﬁ)rA—(t) In such a \sw itch {
0 experinent" is R
NG %exp( Ho+ ©HB)A @

d exp ( Ho+ ££B)

where = 1=k T),A (t) denotesthe tin e evolution of A underthe in uence ofH ( only,
and the Boltzm ann factor describes the averaging over the initial conditions, which are
distrlbuted according to the perturbed Ham iltonian. Linearizing this expression with
respect to f; for weak perturbations yields

b

7 (54)

A=1£5f B OA®BLI HMWBiMi) (55)
or
D E

ECA ©=15%H BOA®D : (56)

Com paring this with (53) yields the correlation {finction expression for the dynam ic

susceptibility: b -

as © = B (0)A-(0) o7)
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fort> 0. Translational invariance w ith respect to tin e in plies

d D E D E
0= EchB t+ )A@Mi= B-&+ )A@K® + B+ R ; (58)
from which one concludes, by setting = t, the altemative (@nd m ore usefiil)
representation
D E
ag © = B-0)A (©) : (59)

C onsidering the case that the extemal perturbation is com pletely independent of tin e,
and that A settles to a constant value, one thus nds from (51) and (59)
_ Zi D E
A=mMi+ f, dt B-0)A ) : (60)
0
For the problm of electrophoresis, we consider a set of particles i w ith charges z;e at
positions ¥;, In an ekctric eld E = E &,;. The perturbation Ham iltonian is thus given

by
X
H°= Ee zxj; (61)
P 1
Le.fp=E andB = e |zx;.Denoting the velocity of the ith particle in x direction

w ih vi, we thus nd
X
B-=e ZiVix ¢ (62)

On the other hand, we are Interested In the velocity response of one particular particlke
(say, 1= 0), i e.

A = voi; (63)

wih MAi = 0. This yilds directly the desired G reen{K ubo formula for the electro—
phoretic m obility
Z
1 e X

== ;. dthw; 0 i; 64
3kBTizO 0) o1 (64)

where we have averaged over the three spatial directions. It should be noticed that
the form ula Involves a m ixed correlation between the test particle and all charges, in
contrast to the tracer di usion ocoe cient, which contains only the autocorrelation of
the test particle, and the electric conductivity, which involves the autocorrelation ofthe
oollective current.

A s an exampl, we present Figure 2, where the reduced m obility for a sal{free
system is plotted as a function of colloidal charge. Comparison wih the G reen(
Kubo integralm akes it possible to check whether data obtained under non-equilibrium
conditions are still within the linear regin e or not. One sees that the m obility st
Increases w ith the charge (as one would expect from the physics of the free colloid), but
then saturatesata nitevalue, asa result of condensation ofm ore and m ore counterions.
Thenonlineare ects observed for strongerelectric eldsarem ainly due to charge{cloud
stripping R0], which increases the e ective charge and thus the m cbility.
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Figure 2. Reduced electrophoreticm obility ofthe colloidalparticle, asa function ofits
charge Z . No salk is added, and, apart from the central colloid, the system com prises
Z monovalent counterions. The linear box size is L = 30. The other sinulation
param eters are the sam e as those given in Figure 1. The m obility was here de ned
Just as the ratio between drift velocity and elctric eld. For strong driving eld E,
one observes nonlinear e ects, whil the results for weak driving agree favorably w ith
the results of G reen{K ubo integration (G K I).N ote that the driving eld is here given
In the Lennard{Jones uni system of the sinulation. A ccording to (35), constant E

does not in ply constant E', shoe varieswih Z .

5. Finite elem ent calculations

As a ocomplmentary approach to the hybrid MD / LB simulations, we have also
done som e calculations where we solved the electrokinetic equations directly, using
a commercial nite{elem ent sofftware package (COM SOL 33). For highly charged
system s, where rather ne grids are necessary, this does not work particularly well,
since quite generally the softw are tends to need excessive am ounts ofm em ory. W e used
the sam e geom etry as in the sin ulations, w ith the colloidal sphere centered in the cubic
box, but con ned, for sin plicity, the com putational dom ain to just the space outside
the ocolloidal sphere. This is not entirely correct, since, in reality, the electric eld also
exists inside the sohere, where it takes a non{trivial con guration, as a resul of the
exteraldriving eld oriented in x direction, the deformm ed charge cloud, and the cubic
anisotropy. H owever, ifwe assum e that we can neglect the latter, and consider the lim it
of In nitesin aldriving, we get an electric eld at the colloid surface whose orientation
is strictly radial, and whose value is given by Gauss’ law . This corresponds to the
goeci cation of N eum ann boundary conditions for the nom alcom ponent of the electric

eld. On the surface of the box, we speci ed Neum ann boundary conditions as well,
w here the nom al com ponent was set to zero In the planes perpendicular to y and z,
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Figure 3. Reduced m cbility as a function of electric eld E’, for param eters chosen
In accordance w ith those of Figure 2, for charge Z = 60. Note that the electric eld
is given here in reduced units (see (35)), i. e. a value of E" = 1 in the present plot
correspondsto e 02 in the Lennard{Jones units of F igure 2.

while on theplanesperpendicularto x twassst equalto thedriving eld. C oncentration
and ow eld were subected to periodic boundary conditions. The pressure and the
electrostatic potential were set to zero at som e arbitrary point In the dom ain, In order
to lift the degeneracy of shifting these functions by an aritrary am ount. T he N emst{
P lanck equation was augm ented by a zero{ ux condition at the colloid surface, and an
Integral constraint in order to guarantee charge neutrality (such Integral constraints tum
out to be com putationally particularly cumbersome). The ow velocity at the colloid
surface was set to zero, and the particke velocity was nally determ ined by transform ing
back into the system ’s center{of{m ass reference fram e. G iven the mnaccuracies of the
boundary conditions, these results should notbe viewed asa stringent test ofthe validity
of the M ean Field picture for the simulated system . Neverthelss, the results agree
reasonably: Figure 3 show s the reduced m cbility as a function of the external driving

eld, for a situation which corresoonds to the param eters of F igure 2 at charge Z = 60.
In the future, we hope to be abl to calculate reduced m obilities in the low {salt lim it
m ore easily by self{fw ritten software; e orts to develop such a program are currently
under way.

6. Summ ary

In this paper we developed a theoretical basis for the scaling analysis of the colloidal
electrophoresis problem In the case of nite colloidal concentrations. The rescaling
procedure and characterization of the dispersion In tem s of e ective din ensionless
param eters, i. e. the reduced colloid charge, and the ratio of screening length and
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size, allows one to map the numerical results obtained for a singlke oolloid onto
experin ental data for nite colloidal volum e fractions and no added sal. At least
fora certain param eter regin €, we can also m ap the salt{free case onto a corresponding
system ocontaining additional sal. M oreover, we presented a num erically convenient
m ethod of m easuring the collbidal electrophoretic m obility based on the G reen{K ubo
analysis of the equilbrium uctuations of the charge m otions. This allow s for pure
equillbbriim sim ulations and ensures that one always m easures the m obility and ion
distributions In the linear repponse regine. Finally, we gave an exampl of using
a niteelam ent comm ercial software package for solving the electrokinetic equations
num erically, yielding reasonable agreem ent w ith the sin ulations, and suggesting at least
consistency of the M ean F ield picture w ith our sim ulations.
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