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Simulations of water near extended hydrophobic spherical solutes have revealed the presence of a region of depleted
density and accompanying enhanced density fluctuations.The physical origin of both phenomena has remained some-
what obscure. We investigate these effects employing a mesoscopic binding potential analysis, classical density func-
tional theory (DFT) calculations for a simple Lennard-Jones (LJ) solvent and Grand Canonical Monte Carlo (GCMC)
simulations of a monatomic water (mw) model. We argue that the density depletion and enhanced fluctuations are
near-critical phenomena. Specifically, we show that they can be viewed as remnants of the critical drying surface phase
transition that occurs at bulk liquid-vapor coexistence in the macroscopic planar limit, i.e. as the solute radius Rs→ ∞.
Focusing on the radial density profile ρ(r) and a sensitive spatial measure of fluctuations, the local compressibility pro-
file χ(r), our binding potential analysis provides explicit predictions for the manner in which the key features of ρ(r)
and χ(r) scale with Rs, the strength of solute-water attraction εs f , and the deviation from liquid-vapor coexistence of
the chemical potential, δ µ . These scaling predictions are confirmed by our DFT calculations and GCMC simulations.
As such our theory provides a firm basis for understanding the physics of hydrophobic solvation.

I. INTRODUCTION

A myriad of chemical and biological phenomena and pro-
cesses involve a solute dissolved in a solvent such as water.
Solutes may range greatly in size and form, from atoms or
simple molecules to macromolecules such as proteins. Of par-
ticular interest is when the solute has an aversion to the sol-
vent: it is then termed ‘solvophobic’ (or ‘hydrophobic’ in the
particular case of water). Given the importance of water as
a solvent, hydrophobic solvation is a topic of widespread rel-
evance in physical chemistry and biochemistry1–8. Typically
hydrophobicity is manifested by non-polar solutes, but large
solutes can exhibit both polar and non-polar regions leading
to amphiphilic behaviour. For example, it is argued hydropho-
bicity drives amphiphilic molecules to self assemble into mi-
celles9 and proteins to bind with ligands10.

In order to understand the basics of hydrophobicity, and
how some of the complex phenomena mentioned above
might occur, a physical theory is required that explains how
the solvent/water orders in the vicinity of a given solvo-
phobe/hydrophobe. For water, it is known that length scales
play an important role and for solutes whose size is compara-
ble to that of a water molecule, the solvent behaviour will gen-
erally differ from that near a larger solute11–13. Specifically,
for the case of a very small hydrophobic solute, the hydro-
gen bond water network can flex to accommodate the solute
resulting in minimal disruption to the local water structure.
However, for an extended hydrophobe, i.e. one whose size is
substantially greater than that of a water molecule, the hydro-
gen bond network becomes disrupted. Computer simulations
show that when the ratio of solute diameter to water molecule
diameter σs/σw & 3, a region of depleted water density de-
velops around the solute together with an enhancement in the
magnitude of density fluctuations, both measured relative to
bulk water2,3,6,8,11,14–18. Although the extent and magnitude
of these effects has been argued to increase with the degree
of hydrophobicity, to date no precise explanation has been of-
fered for their physical origin and dependence on the solute’s
size, its material properties and the deviation of the state point

of the solvent from bulk liquid-vapor coexistence. There is
also little insight into how the strength of local water density
fluctuations depends on the distance from the solute. More
generally, it is unclear as to whether the phenomena observed
for extended hydrophobic solutes arise from the ’special’ hy-
drogen bonded network character of water, as seems to be im-
plied by some authors, or is simply a particular case of a more
universal solvophobic behaviour.

Beyond its influence on nanoscale solvation processes, hy-
drophobicity also plays an important role on macroscopic
length scales. A familiar phenomenon is the ability of certain
materials such as the leaves of the lotus plant or fluorinated
surfaces such as Teflon, to cause liquid water to form sessile
drops with large contact angles. For planar substrates and a
fluid at bulk vapor-liquid coexistence, the angle θ at which
the surface of the drop makes contact with the substrate is
determined thermodynamically from the three interfacial ten-
sions via Young’s equation. A contact angle θ > 90◦ indi-
cates hydrophobic behaviour, with the extreme hydrophobic
limit corresponding to θ → 180◦. Planar substrates for which
θ > 140◦ are typically referred to as ‘superhydrophobic’. Ex-
periments in which water is in contact with a planar superhy-
drophobic surface have established that a region of depleted
water density forms adjacent to the surface19–21, although its
extent has been a matter of debate22. Simulation studies indi-
cate that in models of water close to weakly attractive planar
substrates, density fluctuations are strongly enhanced relative
to the bulk e.g. ref23 and references therein. However, quan-
titative measures and the physical origin of the fluctuations
remain obscure.

Recent theoretical and simulation studies of hydrophobic-
ity have adopted a new viewpoint that rationalises the ob-
served phenomenology of water at superhydrophobic planar
substrates in terms of the physics of surface phase transitions,
specifically the phenomenon of critical drying24–27. For a sol-
vent/fluid that is at vapor-liquid coexistence and in contact
with a single infinite planar substrate, the contact angle grows
continuously as the attractive strength of the substrate-solvent
potential εs f is reduced. The drying point, εd

s f marks the ex-
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treme hydrophobic limit for which the contact angle attains
θ = 180◦.

Rather than considering the experimental scenario of a
sessile liquid drop that arises when the number of solvent
molecules N is fixed, theoretical approaches generally utilize
a grand canonical ensemble description in which the chemical
potential µ is prescribed. Here one considers the adsorption of
solvent/fluid at the planar substrate characterised by a density
profile ρ(z) that measures the average local number density of
solvent molecules as a function of the perpendicular distance
z from the substrate. GCMC simulations of such a system find
that as the drying point is approached on lowering εs f towards
εd

s f from above, ρ(z) first displays a depleted low-density re-
gion near the substrate followed by the formation of a thin va-
por layer, intruding between the bulk liquid and the substrate,
which grows in thickness. Very close to the transition the pro-
file acquires a form similar to that of a free vapor-liquid inter-
face. Simulations display strongly fluctuating vapor bubbles
at the substrate, the sizes of which span many lengthscales26.
These bubbles are a manifestation of near-critical behaviour;
they are associated with the observed enhancement of density
fluctuations24,26 in the vicinity of the substrate. The typical
lateral extent of bubbles is measured by a correlation length
ξ‖ that diverges in a power law fashion as εs f → εd

s f from
above26. ξ‖ is in turn linked to an important spatial measure
of density fluctuations, the local compressibility profile28, de-
fined as χ(z) = (∂ρ(z)/∂ µ)T . Specifically, one can show26

that for distances z in the interfacial region χ(z) ∼ ρ ′(z)ξ 2
‖ ,

where ρ ′ is the gradient of the density profile. This implies
that the maximum in χ(z) also diverges as εs f → εd

s f . For
very large but finite values of ξ‖, the system can be regarded
as comprising a liquid that is separated from the substrate by
a vapor film of equilibrium thickness `eq, the magnitude of
which also diverges as εs f → εd

s f . Extensive details concern-
ing critical drying behaviour, including the definitions and val-
ues of various critical exponents, are set out by Evans et al.26.
That work used DFT and GCMC simulation to show that in
the vicinity of a critical drying point, the form of χ(z) pro-
vides a sensitive measure of the spatial variation of local den-
sity fluctuations near a hydrophobic substrate, while the mag-
nitude of its maximum quantifies the degree of hydrophobic-
ity24–26,28. The local compressibility χ(r) = (∂ρ(r)/∂ µ)T is
generally the correlator (covariance)24 of the total number op-
erator and the local number density operator at position r. Re-
cently other measures of local density fluctuations have been
defined in terms of other correlators29. Investigations30 for
a model liquid at a planar substrate near critical drying show
that the local compressibility drives the form of the other mea-
sures and provides the sharpest indicator of the strength of
fluctuations so we choose to employ this particular measure
in our present study.

All solvents, including water24, are expected to exhibit crit-
ical drying when the solvent is (a) at liquid-vapor coexis-
tence and (b) in contact with a single infinite hydrophobic
planar substrate having εs f = εd

s f . However, water at stan-
dard temperature and pressure (STP) i.e. ambient condi-
tions, is not quite at coexistence31. Specifically ambient wa-

ter has a very small but non-zero supersaturation: the chem-
ical potential deviation δ µ from coexistence µco is given by
βδ µ = β (µ − µco) ≈ 10−3, β = 1/kBT . Moreover, in ex-
periments it is not currently possible to realize substrates
that correspond to the extreme hydrophobic limit, i.e. which
have δεs f ≡ εs f − εd

s f = 0, although for materials that are the
most superhydrophobic δεs f is very small. Accordingly the
true critical drying point is not attained in real water. This
means that experimentally the contact angle of a water drop
θ < 180◦, and in the grand canonical setting this implies a
vapor layer of finite thickness `eq forms and the maximum
of χ(z) remains finite. However, the small values of both
βδ µ and δεs f for water at STP and in contact with a super-
hydrophobic surface imply that such a system is near-critical
and hence its properties can be rationalised in terms of critical
point scaling concepts24.

As will prove pertinent to the properties of hydrophobic sol-
vation, we note that an important feature of the phenomenol-
ogy of surface phase transitions is the role played by the range
of particle interactions27,32–34. The range of both fluid-fluid
(ff) and substrate-fluid (sf) interactions are relevant and one
must distinguish between (i) long-ranged (LR) interactions, in
which the full power-law tail of the dispersion interaction po-
tential pertains, and (ii) short-ranged (SR) interactions. The
latter arise when the interaction potential is explicitly trun-
cated at a few molecular diameters, as is commonly done
in simulations of neutral fluids. The effective interactions in
Coulombic systems with explicit charge decay exponentially
due to screening. Exponentially decaying effective interac-
tions also classify as SR. Generic surface phase diagrams for
planar substrates have been presented in ref.27 which reveal
dramatically the effects that the interaction range can have on
the qualitative nature of the phase behaviour for both drying
and wetting transitions.

This brief discussion summarises how hydrophobicity is
manifest on length scales varying from the nanoscale to
macroscopic planar substrates. Intriguingly, there are com-
mon features, namely the depletion of water density near
the hydrophobe and an enhancement of density fluctuations.
However, it is fair to argue that there is a more detailed and
systematic understanding of the physics of hydrophobicity
on macroscopic length scales such as superhydrophobic sub-
strates than there is for microscopic systems such as an ex-
tended hydrophobic solute. Moreover, to date, there is no
comprehensive theory that unifies the observed phenomena
across disparate length scales and that includes a proper ac-
count of the effects of the range of solvent-solvent interac-
tions.

In the present work we attempt to develop such a the-
ory by considering the properties of solvents in the vicin-
ity of a single spherical solvophobic solute of radius Rs.
By treating the solute curvature R−1

s as a scaling field that
measures deviations from surface criticality we construct a
mesoscopic theory of critical drying which generalizes ear-
lier work on drying transitions at planar substrates by incor-
porating an incipient drying (vapor) film around the model
solute. The theory assumes that for sufficiently small curva-
ture (large Rs) the system is near-critical and provides spe-
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cific predictions for the scaling properties of `eq and the max-
imum of χ(r) = (∂ρ(r)/∂ µ)T in terms of Rs,βδ µ,εs f for (i)
the experimentally relevant case of truly LR fluid-fluid (ff),
or solvent-solvent, interactions, making contact with the gen-
eral phenomenology for drying and wetting transitions men-
tioned above, and (ii) the case of SR ff interactions typical
of simulations that utilize a truncated pair potential interac-
tion between solvent particles. We test the predictions us-
ing two microscopic approaches namely classical DFT for a
simple model solute-solvent system and GCMC simulations
of a monatomic water model in contact with a hydrophobic
spherical solute. The results confirm the scaling predictions
and thus corroborate our hypothesis that the density depletion
and enhanced density fluctuations occurring near a solvopho-
bic solute can be regarded as remnants of the critical drying
transition. Our study reveals that for these properties there
are no qualitative differences between water and a Lennard-
Jones solvent, demonstrating that for extended solutes water
behaves like any other solvent and hydrophobicity is merely a
particular case of universal solvophobic behaviour. In partic-
ular, by forging the link between critical drying and the prop-
erties of solvents at solvophobic solutes with finite radius, our
theory provides a firm basis for rationalising the observed en-
hancement of the density fluctuations that occur in water at a
hydrophobic solute.

Our paper is arranged as follows: Sec. II describes the two
model systems that we investigate. The first is a weakly at-
tractive spherical solute particle immersed in a Lennard-Jones
solvent which we study via DFT and the second is an equiva-
lent solute immersed in a solvent of monatomic water which
we study via GCMC simulation. In Sec. III we introduce our
mesoscopic binding potential theory and present the key scal-
ing predictions for how the thickness of the vapour film `eq ,
that determines the adsorption, and the maximum in the local
compressibility depend on the solute radius, undersaturation
and solute-solvent attraction and how these quantities depend
on the range of solvent-solvent interactions. Sec. IV describes
our DFT calculations and presents a detailed comparison of
the results with the scaling predictions. In Sec. V we present
results of our simulations of a monatomic water model, once
again making contact with the scaling predictions. We con-
clude in Sec. VI with a discussion of our results and their
repercussions. A short report on some of this work appeared
previously35.

II. MICROSCOPIC MODELS FOR THE
SOLUTE-SOLVENT SYSTEM

In this section we introduce the two microscopic mod-
els that we study in this work. The first model employs a
Lennard-Jones (LJ) description of solute-solvent and solute-
solute interactions which is investigated via DFT. The second

utilizes a popular monatomic water (mw) model which we in-
vestigate via GCMC.
A. Lennard-Jones solvent

r

R

Rs

σs

ρ(R+
s )

0

ρ(r)

Vext(r)

FIG. 1. Sketch of the model system used in DFT and simulation. A
smooth and impenetrable solute of radius Rs is centred on the origin
and composed of smaller particles distributed homogeneously with
density ρs. Solvent particles are represented by the blue circles of
radius R. The smaller particles comprising the solute interact with
the solvent particles via a 6-12 LJ potential of well depth εs and di-
ameter σs. The net external (radial) potential experienced by sol-
vent particles outside the impenetrable zone, Vext(r), is shown by the
dashed black line. The radially symmetric density profile of the fluid
is shown by the solid blue line. The first non-zero density or contact
density, ρ(R+

s ), occurs at a distance Rs as indicated.

This system is a direct extension of that used in a previous
study of solvophobic planar substrates26. The setup is outlined
below and a detailed description can be found in the thesis of
Coe36. As shown in Fig. 1, a single spherical solute particle of
radius Rs resides at the origin and is imagined to be composed
of smaller ’virtual’ particles distributed homogeneously with
density ρs. Within the mean-field DFT treatment of attrac-
tion solvent particles interact with each other via a pairwise
potential of the general form26,37,38

φatt(r) =





−ε r < rmin

4ε

[(
σ

r

)12−
(

σ

r

)6
]

rmin < r < rc

0 r > rc

(1)

where r = |r− r′| and where r and r′ denote the position vec-
tors of a pair of particles. rmin = 21/6σ is the distance corre-
sponding to the minimum, rc is the cut-off radius, σ is the LJ
diameter, and ε is the well-depth of the LJ interaction.

These pairwise potentials give rise to an attractive potential
at each point in the solvent whose form is derived36 by inte-
grating over the angular degrees of freedom in which the fluid
has homogeneous density to yield:
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φ att(|r− r′|) =





πε

rr′

[
(r− r′)2− r2

min +
4
5 σ12

(
1

r10
min
− 1

r10
c

)
−2σ6

(
1

r4
min
− 1

r4
c

)]
|r− r′|< rmin

πε

rr′

[
4
5 σ12

(
1

(r−r′)10 − 1
r10
c

)
−2σ6

(
1

(r−r′)4 − 1
r4
c

)]
rmin < |r− r′|< rc

0 |r− r′|> rc

(2)

This effective attractive potential is then incorporated in the
DFT calculations (see Sec. IV) in the standard mean field fash-
ion36,39.

Integrating the (virtual) solute particle -fluid particle LJ pair
potential , with diameter σs and well-depth εs, over the volume
of the solute36 gives rise to the net solute-solvent external po-
tential

Vext(r) =





∞ r < Rs

εs f

[
2σ9

s
15

(
1

(r+−Rs)9 − 1
(r++Rs)9

)

+ 3σ9
s

20r+

(
1

(r++Rs)8 − 1
(r+−Rs)8

)

+σ3
s

(
1

(r++Rs)3 − 1
(r+−Rs)3

)

+ 3σ3
s

2r+

(
1

(r+−Rs)2 − 1
(r++Rs)2

)]
r > Rs

(3)

where εs f = 2πρsεsσ
3
s /3 is the effective solute-fluid attrac-

tion strength, Rs, r are as shown in Fig 1, and r+ = r+ rmin,sf,
where rmin,sf is the minimum of the external potential. The
external potential is shifted for numerical reasons such that
the minimum occurs at the impenetrable surface of the so-
lute. It is incorporated in the DFT calculations in the standard
manner36,39.

As mentioned in Sec. I, solvent-solvent interactions are
manifestly short ranged (SR) when the interparticle trunca-
tion distance is finite and short. In our DFT calculations we
set rc = 2.5σ when we study the case of SR solvent-solvent in-
teractions. In order to approximate the LR interaction, i.e. ul-
timate algebraic decay of dispersion forces, we set rc = 200σ .
Such a large truncation distance is sufficient to capture accu-
rately the LR decay.

B. Monatomic water model

Our GCMC simulations utilise a popular monatomic water
(mw) model proposed by Molinero and Moore40. This coarse-
grained model represents a water molecule as a single particle
and reproduces the tetrahedral network structure of liquid wa-
ter using a parameterization of the Stillinger-Weber potential.
Within the mw model, particles interact via the potential40

φmw(ri,r j,rk,θi jk) = ∑
i

∑
j>i

φmw,2(ri,r j)

+∑
i

∑
j 6=i

∑
k> j

φmw,3(ri,r j,rk,θi jk) (4)

where the two-body, φmw,2 and three-body, φmw,3, potentials
are

φmw,2(ri,r j) =

Aεmw

[
B
(

σmw

r

)4
−1
]

exp
(

σmw

|ri− r j|−aσmw

)
, (5)

φmw,3(ri,r j,rk,θi jk) =

λεmw
[
cosθi jk− cosθ0

]2 exp
(

γσmw

|ri− r j|−aσmw

)

× exp
(

γσmw

|ri− rk|−aσmw

)
, (6)

and A = 7.049556277, B = 0.6022245584, γ = 1.2 are con-
stants which determine the form and scale of the potential,
λ = 23.15 is the tetrahedrality parameter, θ0 = 109.47◦ is the
angle favoured between waters, a = 1.8 sets the cut-off ra-
dius, σmw = 2.3925Å is the diameter of a mw particle, and
εmw = 6.189 kcal mol−1 is the mw-mw (water-water) inter-
action strength. The mw solvent we employ in simulation is
evidently SR: both the pair and three-body potentials decay
exponentially.

The present work considers a periodic cubic simulation box
of mw particles that contains a spherical solute of radius Rs
which is centered on the origin as in Fig. 1. The mw particles
interact with the solute via a potential having the same form
Eq. (3) used in our DFT calculations.

III. BINDING POTENTIAL ANALYSIS AND ITS
PREDICTIONS

Binding potential, or effective interfacial potential, theory
is a mesoscopic (coarse grained) approach for understanding
the dependence of the thermodynamic and certain structural
properties of an inhomogeneous fluid on parameters such as
the temperature, chemical potential as well as the geometrical
and material properties of a substrate such as the strength of
substrate-fluid attraction εs f . The approach has a long history
in the physics of interfacial phenomena. Most pertinent to the
present investigation is its deployment in several recent stud-
ies of drying for fluids at planar surfaces25,26 and its use in
ascertaining the surface phase diagrams for wetting and dry-
ing for different combinations of substrate-fluid and fluid-fluid
interaction range27. A binding potential analysis was also ap-
plied earlier to the study of drying around (very) large spher-
ical particles/colloids41–43. These studies focused on the sin-
gular behaviour of the free energy of solvation and the adsorp-
tion in the limit R−1

s → 0. Here we build upon these studies,
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applying the binding potential approach to a smaller solute but
one that is still much larger than the size of a solvent particle.
We consider how the density profile, as characterized by the
thickness of the vapor film `eq, and the local compressibility
profile χ(r) depend on the chemical potential and tempera-
ture of the solvent as well as on the radius of the solute and
the solute-solvent attractive strength. We shall assume that
the solute-solvent interactions (which we refer to as solute-
fluid sf) are LR as in Eq. 3, which is the experimentally rele-
vant situation and one commonly adopted in simulations. For
the solvent-solvent (ff) interactions we consider: A) the case
of SR ff interactions typical of fluid simulations that utilize
a truncated pair potential and B) the experimentally relevant
case of truly LR ff interactions.

Our model system comprises a solute of radius Rs in contact
with a liquid which –like water– has a small supersaturation,
i.e. the chemical potential µ is slightly above the value for
liquid-vapour coexistence µco for some prescribed subcriti-
cal temperature T < Tc. Provided the solute-fluid attractive
strength is sufficiently weak, a vapor film of width ` will form
around the solute, intruding between the solute surface and
the liquid. Following standard treatments44,45, we employ a
sharp-kink approximation to describe the density profile of the
fluid around the solute as

ρ(r) =

{
ρv Rs < r < Rs + `

ρl Rs + ` < r
(7)

where ρv and ρl are the coexisting densities of the vapor and
liquid, respectively. Such a description assumes that the re-
gion of excluded volume between the surface particles of the
solute and the fluid particles dw is incorporated into the radius
of the solute, such that Rs is the effective radius and ρ(R+

s ) is
the first non-zero fluid density, as shown in fig. 2(b); see also
Fig.1. The equivalent planar surface system, explored in pre-
vious work26, is given in fig. 2(a).

The excess grand potential Ωex for such a system can be
written as42,46

Ωex = γsv(Rs)Asv + γlv(Rs + `)Alv +ω(`|Rs)Asv +δ µ∆ρVv
(8)

where γ is the surface tension and A the surface area of
the solute-vapour (subscript sv) and liquid-vapour (subscript
lv) interfaces, δ µ = (µ − µco), ∆ρ = (ρl − ρv), Vv is the
volume of the vapour and ω(`|Rs) is the binding potential
– the contribution to the free energy that arises from the
`-dependent interaction of the incipient vapor-liquid inter-
face and the solute. Following earlier treatments42,46, we
assume that the solute is sufficiently large that γsv(Rs) and
γlv(Rs+`) can be approximated by their planar surface equiv-
alents, γsv and γlv respectively. Furthermore, we note that it
has been shown previously42 that ω(`|Rs) = ω(`)(1+ `/Rs +
O(`2ln(`/2Rs)/R2

s )). It follows that the binding potential for
a curved surface/solute can be approximated in terms of that
for a planar surface ω(`) for large solutes. Adopting these ap-
proximations and substituting Asv = 4πR2

s , Alv = 4π(Rs + `)2

and Vv = 4π(Rs + `)3/3 gives

ωex(`|Rs)≡
Ωex

Asv
≈ γsv + γlv +ω(`)+ p̃` (9)

`

ρl

ρv

ρ(z)

z0

(a)
σs σ

dw

ρ(r)

ρv ρl

`

Rs

r0
dw

(b)

σs σ

FIG. 2. Illustration of the sharp-kink (SK) approximation for the
density profile employed in the binding potential analysis. (a) For a
planar substrate the system is assumed to consist of three slabs, rep-
resenting the substrate (grey), vapour (light blue) and liquid (darker
blue). The densities of the vapor and liquid are assumed to take their
coexistence values ρv and ρl , respectively. A region of excluded vol-
ume of width dw exists between the solute and vapour arising from
the finite size of the particles. The density of the fluid is measured
from the centre of the fluid particle and the width of the vapour slab
is `. (b) The system is assumed to consist of a large solute (grey), a
vapour shell (light blue) of width `, and liquid (darker blue). Again
a region of excluded volume (white) of width dw exists between the
solute and vapour leading to an effective solute radius Rs.

where under the large solute approximation, terms of order
O(`2/R2

s ) and higher have been neglected. Here p̃ is the ef-
fective pressure, defined as

p̃ =
2γlv

Rs
+δ µ∆ρ . (10)

As emphasized in our short report35, p̃ combines the pres-
sure of the intruding volume of supersaturated vapour with the
Laplace pressure arising from the curvature of the (incipient)
liquid-vapour interface. It is clear that within the large solute
approximation the two contributions play equivalent roles and
the only dependence of the excess grand potential on Rs is via
the Laplace pressure. Thus, in the same approximation, the
physics of drying/wetting at the spherical solute is determined
by the form of the planar binding potential ω(`) which en-
capsulates the l dependence of the interactions between the
liquid-vapour interface and the planar substrate. As we recall
below, the specific form of ω(`) depends on the functional
form of fluid-fluid (ff) and solute-fluid (sf) interactions, pri-
marily on whether these are LR or SR in character.

A. SR ff, LR sf

For a system with SR ff, LR sf interactions the binding po-
tential ω(`) takes the form25–27

ωSR(`) = a(T )e−`/ξb +
b(T )
`2 +H.O.T (11)

where a(T ) is independent of l, depends on temperature and
has dimensions of energy per unit area. ξb is the bulk cor-
relation length of the (intruding) vapor phase and b(T ) has



6

dimensions of energy and is given by

b(T ) =−boρsεsσ
6
s (12)

with bo = π∆ρ/3,where, as previously, ρs is the density of
(virtual) solute particles and εs and σs denote, respectively,
the well-depth and diameter of the (virtual) solute particle-
fluid particle interaction. Hereafter, for simplicity, we neglect
higher order terms (H.O.T).

Substituting into eqn. (9) and minimising with respect to `
yields an expression for the equilibrium vapor layer thickness,
`eq:

− `eq

ξb
= ln

(
ξb

a

)
+ ln

(
p̃− 2b

`3
eq

)
. (13)

which reduces to the expression for a planar surface27 in the
limit R−1

s → 0.
Including the Rs dependence in Eq. 9 forges a poten-

tial link between hydro/solvophobicity phenomena on micro-
scopic and macroscopic scales. In the case of a hard solute,
where εs = 0, one finds that `eq ∼− ln p̃. As shown by Evans
et. al.43, this leads to the identification of two regimes of
scaling, separated by the length-scale of capillary evaporation
Rc = 2γlv/δ µ∆ρ

`eq(εs = 0|Rs)∼
{

lnRs Rs� Rc

− lnδ µ Rc� Rs
(14)

Similarly, at bulk coexistence δ µ = 0, two regimes of scaling
can be identified :

`eq(δ µ = 0|Rs)∼





lnRs Rs� γlv`
3
eq
|b|

− lnεs +3ln`eq
γlv`

3
eq
|b| � Rs

(15)

where the latter corresponds to the planar case Evans et. al.26.
These results, which pertain to different physical limiting
cases, highlight that there are regions of the parameter space
(δ µ,εs,Rs) for which the behaviour of `eq is dependent pre-
dominately on only one parameter. We note that as shown
previously26, for the planar substrate case Rs = ∞, Eqs. 15
and 14 imply that critical drying for a system with SR ff, LR
sf interactions occurs for δ µ = 0,εs = 0.

The magnitude of the local compressibility at ` = `eq pro-
vides a useful measure of the scale of density fluctuations in
the neighbourhood of a hydro/solvophobic surface. Within the
binding potential analysis, this can be obtained by assuming
that the density profile is a smooth function of the distance
from the solute ρ(r) = S(r− (Rs + `)).

The local compressibility at `eq can then be found using26

χ(`eq|Rs) =−ρ
′(Rs + `eq)

∂`eq

∂ µ

∣∣∣∣
T

(16)

where ρ ′ is the spatial derivative of the profile. Substituting
`eq given in eqn. (13) yields

χ(`eq|Rs) = ξb∆ρρ
′(Rs + `eq)

(
p̃− 2b

`3
eq

(
1− 3ξ

`eq

))−1

(17)

As expected, in the limit R−1
s → 0, this reduces to the result

for a planar substrate.
Similarly to `eq, we can identify three regimes in which the

behaviour of χ(`eq|Rs) is controlled predominately by Rs, δ µ

or εs. For a hard solute, where εs = 0, we find

χ(`eq(εs = 0)|Rs)∼
{

Rs Rs� Rc

δ µ−1 Rc� Rs
(18)

where the latter is the result for drying at a hard planar wall,
e.g. Evans and Stewart28. At bulk coexistence δ µ = 0, we
find

χ(`eq(δ µ = 0)|Rs)∼





Rs Rs� γlv`
3
eq
|b|

ε−1
s

γlv`
3
eq
|b| � Rs

(19)

where the latter was identified, for a planar wall, by Evans et.
al.26.

B. LR ff, LR sf

For the case of LR ff LR sf interactions, the binding poten-
tial takes the form27 and references therein

ωLR(`) =
bLR(T )

`2 +
c(T )
`3 +H.O.T (20)

where

bLR(T ) = bo(ρvεσ
6−ρsεsσ

6
s ),

c(T ) = 2(dw+ zmin)ρsεsσ
6
s bo , (21)

where bo = π∆ρ/3, as defined previously and zmin =

(2/5)1/6σs is the location of the minimum in the (planar) sub-
strate -fluid potential; see Ref. 39 for more details. Clearly
c(T ) is positive for all temperatures. Assuming that ρs is con-
stant, the sign of bLR(T ) can change from negative to pos-
itive upon increasing T as the vapour density ρv increases
or, indeed, as the attraction strength εs decreases. The be-
haviour of bLR(T ) determines the location of the minimum
in ωex(`) that corresponds to the equilibrium film width `eq.
In particular, the drying temperature Td , at which the thick-
ness of the vapour film `eq→ ∞, is determined by the condi-
tion bLR(Td) = 0. If one fixes the temperature, it follows that
the critical drying point occurs for substrate-fluid attraction
strength

ε
d
s f =

2πρvσ6

3σ3
s

ε (22)

as derived previously27. Summarizing, critical drying for a
system with LR ff, LR sf interactions occurs at bulk coexis-
tence δ µ = 0 in the planar limit Rs = ∞ when the attraction
strength is given by Eq.(22).

The variation of bLR(T ) in the approach to the critical dry-
ing point from below allows us to define a dimensionless mea-
sure of the deviation from this point :

t ′ = (ρvεσ
6−ρsεsσ

6
s )ε
−1

σ
−3 (23)
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which vanishes at critical drying and which we term the ef-
fective reduced temperature. This definition is similar to that
adopted by Stewart and Evans41. The convenience stems from
the fact that bLR(T ) ∝ t ′.

Turning to the case of a spherical solute, we substitute eqn.
(20) into eqn. (9) and then minimising w.r.t. ` gives

2b
`3

eq
+

3c
`4

eq
= p̃ (24)

Once again, this equation reduces to that for a planar surface
as R−1

s → 0. As in the SR ff, LR sf case, it is possible to
identify three regimes in which Rs, δ µ and εs individually
dominate the behaviour of `eq.

Differentiating eqn. (24) yields an expression for χ(`eq|Rs):

χ(`eq|Rs) = ∆ρ ρ
′(Rs + `eq)

`eq

2

(
2 p̃− b

`3
eq

)−1

(25)

For the case of LR ff, LR sf interactions, it has been shown
previously41 that `eq can be expressed as a scaling function.
An appropriate form is

`eq =
σ

|t ′|L
(

p̃
ε∆ρ|t ′|4

)
(26)

where L obeys equation (24). Adopting this result, χ(`eq|Rs)
can be written as

χ(`eq|Rs) =−ρ
′(Rs + `eq)

σ

ε|t ′|5 L ′
(

p̃
ε∆ρ|t ′|4

)
(27)

where L ′ is the derivative of the scaling function. This result
obeys eqn. (25). Scaling forms for this case of LR ff, LR
sf interactions are particularly useful owing to the difficulty
in calculating c(T ). Note that whilst the result for bLR(T )
remains valid beyond the sharp kink approximation this is not
the case for c(T ) 47.

IV. RESULTS FROM CLASSICAL DFT CALCULATIONS
FOR A LENNARD-JONES SOLVENT

Our DFT calculations48 are based on the familiar Rosen-
feld functional for the HS functional and the standard mean-
field treatment of attraction37,39,49, i.e. they implement the
same free energy functional as described in earlier papers for
the case of a planar substrate26,28. Our calculations adopt a
system of the form shown in fig. 1 with LR sf interactions de-
scribed by Eq. (3). As mentioned earlier, for the ff interactions
we consider (i) the SR ff case in which the LJ interparticle po-
tential is truncated at rc = 2.5σ and left unshifted, and (ii)
the LR ff case in which the true long ranged potential is ap-
proximated by taking rc = 200σ . The geometry required to
treat a spherical solute gives rise to specific weight functions
as described by Roth39.

We perform our DFT calculations at the subcritical temper-
ature T = 0.775Tc in accord with previous work25,26. Fur-
ther details of the bulk and coexistence state points that we

have studied at this temperature are set out in the thesis of
Coe36 which also provides guides to numerical implemen-
tation of DFT for a spherical solute. Measuring the density
profile ρ(r) and the local compressibility profile χ(r) for var-
ious values of εs f = 2πρsεsσ

3
s /3 , the effective solute-fluid

attraction strength, δ µ,T and Rs, provides insight into how
the solvophobic response of the solvent is influenced by the
solute properties and the proximity of the solvent to bulk co-
existence.

A. Profiles of density and local compressibility

Figures 3(a)-(f) demonstrate the effect on ρ(r) and χ(r) of
varying Rs (various colours) and βδ µ (from left to right) for a
(hard) solute with εs f = 0 which is the value for critical drying
in this case of LR sf, SR ff interactions. As Rs → ∞, ρ(r)
and χ(r) tend smoothly to the profiles for the planar substrate,
thereby illustrating smooth connection between microscopic
and macroscopic solvophobicity. The extent of the depleted
density region and the magnitude of the local compressibility
increase as βδ µ is lowered towards zero and the deviation
from critical drying is reduced.

These observations accord with the binding potential anal-
ysis of Sec. III A which predicts, for the hard solute, a length
scale Rc = 2γlv/δ µ∆ρ that separates behaviour dependent and
independent of the curvature of the solute: for solutes having
Rs� Rc, the density and local compressibility profiles should
be close to those of a planar substrate. Figs. 3(a)-(f) permit a
test of this prediction. For βδ µ = 10−3, Rc ≈ 913σ and hence
we would expect profiles for Rs > 1000σ to be indistinguish-
able from those of the planar substrate, as is indeed confirmed
by the DFT results. Corresponding behaviour is seen in fig-
ures 3(c),(d) and 3(e)-(f) for the cases of βδ µ = 10−4 and
βδ µ = 10−5, for which Rc = 9134σ and Rc = 91340σ , re-
spectively.

In figures 3(g)-(l), βδ µ is held constant at 10−3 whilst
varying δεs f (colours) and Rs (left to right). In this case,
the binding potential analysis of section III A again predicts
two regimes in which the behaviour is dependent and inde-
pendent of curvature, though in this case the theory delivers no
convenient expression for the crossover point. Nevertheless,
separate regimes can be identified in figures 3(g)-(l) by com-
paring the variation in χ(r) relating to δεs f /ε ≥ 0.6 to those
of δεs f /ε < 0.6 when moving from left to right, increasing
Rs . In the former regime, the scale and form of χ(r) varies
little, whilst for the latter regime, the position and height of
the maximum of χ(r) increase substantially. Note that ρ(r)
exhibits a weaker evolution, confirming that χ(r) is by far the
more sensitive indicator of solvophobicity.

This latter observation is pertinent when attempting to de-
fine a solvophobic substrate. Consider the case of δεs f /ε =
1.2 in figures (g)-(k). In all cases, the corresponding den-
sity profiles show pronounced oscillations, which appear to
originate around the bulk density and since these exhibit a
weakly enhanced contact density, it is tempting to interpret
such behaviour as indicative of a solvophilic solute. How-
ever, the local compressibility profiles provide important new
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FIG. 3. (a)-(l) display DFT results for ρ(r) and χ(r), normalized to their bulk values, for the case of SR ff, LR sf; (m)-(r) display the
corresponding results for LR ff, LR sf. Top row: Varying Rs and βδ µ at constant δεs f = 0.0. Middle Row: Varying δεs f and Rs at constant
βδ µ = 10−3. Bottom Row: Varying δεs f and Rs at constant βδ µ = 10−3 for LR ff, LR sf.
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insight. Whilst these profiles also exhibit oscillations, these
are not centred on the bulk compressibility, as they would if
the substrate were truly solvophilic28. We note that for a pla-
nar substrate and the fluid at bulk coexistence, βδ µ = 0.0 ,
δεs f /ε = 1.2 corresponds to a contact angle of ≈ 107.4◦ and
such a substrate would be designated solvophobic. It follows
that local density fluctuations, as measured by χ(r), appear to
be a far more reliable indicator of the degree of solvophobicity
than the density profile alone.

Figures 3(m)-(r) for LR ff, LR sf interactions demonstrate
similar features as those in figures 3(a)-(l) for a system with
SR ff, LR sf interactions. Figures 3(m) and (n) demonstrate
the influence of varying Rs for constant βδ µ = 10−3 and
δεs f = 0. As in the SR ff, LR sf case, curvature dependent
and independent regimes can be separated by the value of the
parameter Rc, which for this case is Rc ≈ 1138σ . Figures
3(o)-(r) compare the influence of varying δεs f /ε and Rs and
again the regime dependent on curvature occurs for values of
δεs f /ε < 0.6. Whilst the general forms of the density and
local compressibility profiles for LR ff, LR sf interactions dif-
fer little from those of SR ff, LR sf interactions, overall the
magnitude of the density fluctuations and extent of the den-
sity depletion are larger, in agreement with the predictions of
section III.

B. Testing the scaling predictions

From the density and local compressibility profiles ob-
tained from DFT, it is possible to extract `eq and thus
χ(`eq;Rs). To do so, we define `eq in the standard way, e.g.50

`eq ≡−
Γ

Asv∆ρ
(28)

where Γ, is the Gibbs excess adsorption, obtained from the
calculated density profiles using numerical integration:

Γ

Asv
=

1
R2

s

∫
∞

Rs

dr r2(ρ(r)−ρb) (29)

in the case of a curved substrate/solute and

Γ

Asv
=
∫

∞

0
dz (ρ(z)−ρb) (30)

in the case of a planar substrate. In each case, ρb is the density
of the bulk liquid. χ(`eq;Rs) can then be found by performing
the derivative of the density profile w.r.t. µ at r = `eq.

We employ DFT measurements of `eq and χ(`eq;Rs) for a
large range of values of δ µ,εs f ,Rs in order to perform de-
tailed tests of the scaling predictions of the binding potential
analysis.

1. SR ff, LR sf interactions

Results for `eq with SR ff LR sf interactions are shown in
figure 4, for systems with parameters in the range (10−6 ≤

−15 −12 −9 −6 −3 0 3

ln
(
βσ3

(
p̃− 2b/`3

eq

))
0
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8

` e
q
/σ

0.0
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0.6
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1.0

180.0◦

169.0◦

158.1◦

146.0◦

133.5◦

120.7◦

δεsf/εθ

FIG. 4. Comparison of DFT results for `eq obtained using eq. (28)
and the (linear) scaling prediction of equation (13), for the case of SR
ff, LR sf interactions. The temperature is fixed at T = 0.775Tc, whilst
(10−6 ≤ βδ µ ≤ 10−3,0.0≤ δεs f /ε ≤ 1.0,10σ ≤ Rs ≤ 108σ). The
value of δεs f and the associated contact angle θ for each result are
indicated by the colour bar.

βδ µ ≤ 10−3,0.0 ≤ δεs f /ε ≤ 1.0,10σ ≤ Rs ≤ 108σ). Re-
sults for planar substrates are also included. Within the figure,
colour is used to indicate the degree of solvophobicity by as-
sociating each value of δεs f /ε with the corresponding value
of the contact angle which would pertain for a planar system
at liquid-vapor coexistence.

Within Fig. 4, values of `eq obtained from the DFT re-
sults for the case of SR ff LR sf interactions are compared to
equation (13). Excellent agreement with the predicted (linear)
form is found for δεs f /ε < 0.4, for a wide range of parameters
- any deviation from the linear relationship is associated with
solutes of radius Rs < 20σ . The latter indicates a limit in size
of solute for which the effects of the drying critical point can
be felt, and one might consider whether such change of be-
haviour could be related to the change in solvation behaviour
often predicted to occur for solutes of radius about 1nm dis-
solved in water. For δεs f /ε > 0.4 the agreement between the
binding potential prediction and DFT results is not as good.
Considering the density profiles in figures 3(h),(j) and (l) this
is unsurprising ; their form is far from what might be reason-
ably described by the sharp-kink approximation upon which
the binding potential predictions are based. We note that such
values of δεs f /ε correspond to contact angles of < 150◦ in-
dicating that the effects of the drying critical point are most
strongly felt for very weak s f attraction corresponding to the
supersolvophobic regime.

Figure 5 compares the predictions of the binding potential
analysis for χ(`eq;Rs) to DFT results for the same systems as
in figure 4. Again we see excellent agreement between (17)
and the DFT results however the linear behaviour is found
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FIG. 5. Comparison of DFT results for χ(`eq;Rs) and the (linear)
scaling prediction of Eq. (17), for the case of SR ff, LR sf inter-
actions. The temperature is fixed at T = 0.775Tc, whilst (10−6 ≤
βδ µ ≤ 10−3,0.0≤ δεs f /ε ≤ 0.3,10σ ≤ Rs ≤ 108σ). The value of
δεs f and the associated contact angle θ for each result are indicated
by the colour bar.

over a far more limited range : δεs f /ε ≤ 0.2. Any devia-
tion within this range is for Rs < 20σ , as in figure 4. For
δεs f /ε = 0.3 there is a clear discrepancy between the predic-
tion and the DFT results. Here it is important to note limi-
tations in the binding potential analysis. Consider the values
of `eq for which the clear deviation begins - from figure 4 we
see these correspond to `eq < 2σ . The bulk vapor correlation
length at this temperature is ξb = 0.51σ , hence for the binding
potential prediction to be physical, 1−3ξb/`eq > 0 and there-
fore `eq > 1.53σ . For smaller values of `eq, the binding poten-
tial prediction for χ(`eq;Rs) is no longer physical. One might
attempt to include the neglected higher order terms, however
these depend on the shape of the liquid-vapor interface and are
difficult to calculate. The crucial point is that we are pushing
the binding potential treatment to its extremes.

2. LR ff, LR sf interactions

The binding potential prediction for `eq for a system with
LR ff LR sf interaction is given in equation (26) and in-
volves the scaling function L . We plot our DFT results for
systems at fixed βδ µ = 10−3 ,with parameters in the range
0.0≤ δεs f /ε ≤ 1.0,10σ ≤ Rs ≤ 108σ and employing the ar-
guments of this scaling form, in figure 6. We choose to make
such a comparison, i.e. with the scaling form of `eq, because
of the difficulty in determining accurately c(T ). Three tem-
peratures, T = 0.7Tc,0.775Tc and 0.85Tc are considered, with
the arrow indicating the direction of increasing temperature.
Colour is used to indicate δεs f /ε and the corresponding con-
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FIG. 6. DFT results for `eq plotted according to the predicted scaling
form of eq. (26) for LR ff, LR sf interactions. Results are shown
for three temperatures, T = 0.7Tc,0.775Tc and 0.85Tc, with the red
arrow indicating the direction of increasing temperature. In each case
βδ µ = 10−3,whilst 0.0 ≤ δεs f /ε ≤ 1.0,as indicated by the colour
bar and 10σ ≤ Rs ≤ 108σ . The inset shows the contact angle that
would pertain in the planar limit for each δεs f and T considered.

tact angle is given in the inset.
The temperature dependence of the scaling function is in-

herent in Eq. (24); the constants b and c are both temperature
dependent. Whilst the formula for b(T ) is easily calculated
and this coefficient in the binding potential expansion is ex-
pected to be valid beyond the sharp-kink approximation the
coefficient c(T ) is dependent on the form of the liquid-vapor
interface47 and leads to some ambiguity in determining the
explicit scaling function. We do not attempt to ascertain L
but note this was attempted for the special case of βδ µ = 0.0
and very large solutes by Stewart and Evans41. Here we focus
simply on data collapse.

Overall, the data collapse predicted from the binding po-
tential for `eq is confirmed by the DFT results in the regime
δεs f /ε < 0.6 for the three temperatures; any deviations corre-
spond typically to cases where Rs < 20σ . For δεs f /ε > 0.6,
there is clear deviation from the predicted functional form
which becomes more pronounced as δεs f /ε is increased fur-
ther. As in the case of SR ff, LR sf interactions, density pro-
files of such systems cannot be represented accurately using
a sharp-kink approximation and hence this deviation is unsur-
prising. The values of δεs f /ε for which data collapse is best
obeyed correspond to large contact angles-see inset. Again
this suggests that the influence of the drying critical point
is most pronounced for solute-fluid interactions strengths for
which the contact angle is θ > 150◦.

Turning finally to our DFT results for χ(`eq;Rs) for the LR
ff, LR sf case, we tested the predicted scaling of eq. (27) in the
main part of figure 7. However, it is also possible to utilize the
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FIG. 7. DFT results for χ(`eq;Rs) plotted according to the predicted
scaling form of eq. (27) for LR ff, LR sf interactions. The inset
makes the comparison for an alternative scaling form eq. (25). In
each case βδ µ = 10−3, whilst 0.0≤ δεs f /ε ≤ 1.0 , as indicated by
the colour bar, and 10σ ≤ Rs ≤ 108σ . Results are shown for three
temperatures, T = 0.7Tc,0.775Tc and 0.85Tc, with the red arrows
indicating the direction of increasing temperature. Corresponding
values of the contact angle can be found in the inset of fig. 6.

relationship in Eq.(25) and the inset compares this prediction
to the DFT results. Again, the arrow indicates the direction
of increasing temperature. Overall, there is clear consistency
between the binding potential predictions and the DFT results
for δεs f /ε < 0.6, similar to the case of SR ff, LR sf interac-
tions.

C. Contour Plots

As predicted in section III, and observed in the profiles con-
sidered in section IV A, there are regimes of parameter space
for which the individual parameters Rs, δ µ and εs dominate
the behaviour of `eq and χ(`eq). Such behaviour can be visu-
alised more readily in the contour plots of figure 8. Figures
8(a) and (b) compare values of `eq obtained from DFT cal-
culations for systems with SR ff, LR sf and with LR ff, LR
sf interactions, respectively, for varying Rs and δεs f at fixed
βδ µ = 10−3. Figures 8(d) and (e) show the corresponding
values of χ(`eq;Rs) normalized to the bulk values. The re-
gions of parameter space in which individual parameters dom-
inate is immediately apparent: when Rs is small, the contours
are largely horizontal, indicating that changing δεs f /ε has lit-
tle influence on the behaviour of `eq and χ(`eq;Rs). How-
ever, when Rs is large, the contours are almost vertical, indi-
cating that Rs has little influence on the behaviour of `eq and
χ(`eq;Rs) in this region. From such plots we can make nu-
merical estimates of the crossover length scale for the change

in behaviour, say for a given choice of δεs f , which was not
possible from the binding potential analysis alone.

Figures 8(c) and (f) compare values of `eq and χ(`eq;Rs),
respectively, for a system with SR ff, LR sf interactions at con-
stant δεs f = 0.0 and various βδ µ and Rs. As was discussed in
sections III A and IV A, for this case we expect the behaviour
of both quantities to depend almost solely on Rs when Rs < Rc
and on δ µ when Rs > Rc. The contours in figures 8(c) and (f)
suggest this to be the case. As an example, we consider the
case βδ µ = 10−4 for which Rc ≈ 9134σ . Figures 8(c) and
(f), confirm the crossover between different regimes indeed
occurs around this value of Rs.

V. RESULTS FROM GCMC SIMULATIONS OF THE MW
SOLVENT

A. Coexistence properties and simulation state points

mw is a relatively recent water model which has been
shown to reproduce accurately many of the properties of wa-
ter under ambient conditions whilst being far faster to imple-
ment than more established water models such as SPC/E40.
Recently, we have presented the first highly accurate liquid-
vapor phase diagram for mw51 which we have measured via
GCMC simulations52. The temperature-density projection is
reproduced in the upper panel of Fig. 9 and shows that mw has
a critical temperature of 917.6K which exceeds that of water
(647.1K) by some 50%. Clearly mw is not an accurate model
for water at all temperatures. However, as shown in our previ-
ous work51, mw appears to obey a law of corresponding states
aligning with real water that other models such as TIP4P and
SPC/E do not achieve to the same degree51. Specifically when
the temperature-density phase diagram (coexistence curve) is
scaled by the critical temperature and critical density, a data
collapse is observed onto the similarly scaled phase diagram
for real water, as shown in the lower panel of Fig. 9. This find-
ing suggests that in seeking to study mw water under condi-
tions equivalent to those of ambient real water, it is reasonable
to employ the same scaled temperature as ambient water, i.e.
T/Tc = 0.46. For mw, this corresponds to a simulation tem-
perature of 426K, which we adopt in our simulation studies
below. We note that GCMC simulations of mw are substan-
tially more computationally efficient at 426K than at 300K,
although we have also considered the latter case as we men-
tion below.

As mentioned in the Introduction, water at ambient con-
ditions exhibits a small oversaturation31 of approximately
βδ µ ≈ 10−3. When attempting to model accurately hy-
drophobic solvation, it is important to employ a realistic value
of the oversaturation because this sets the deviation from liq-
uid vapor coexistence at which critical drying occurs. For
near-critical planar systems, the magnitude of response func-
tions depends strongly on the deviation from criticality and we
expect the same to be true for solvophobic hydration at large
spherical solutes. Our previously reported accurate measure-
ments of the coexistence properties of mw in the µ-T plane51

allow us to control precisely the oversaturation for our model
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and thus impose a value appropriate to ambient water.

B. Profiles of local density and compressibility

As for the solvophobic LJ case, understanding the influ-
ence of varying the parameters Rs,δ µ and δεs f on the hy-
drophobic response of mw can be gained from measurements
of ρ(r) and χ(r). Figures 10(a) and (b) show the varia-
tion with Rs and εs f at fixed βδ µ = 10−3 , the value of the
oversaturation pertaining to ambient water. The temperature
is fixed at T = 426K which reproduces the value of T/Tc
for ambient water as discussed in Sec. V A. Solutes of size
σmw ≤ Rs ≤ 17σmw, were studied corresponding in physical
water units to 0.23925nm≤ Rs ≤ 4.06725nm. This range was
chosen to span the widely reported qualitative change in hy-
drophobic behaviour that supposedly occurs around Rs ≈ 1nm
as discussed in Sec. I as well as to incorporate solutes whose
size approaches that of small proteins. Owing to the large
number of mw particles required, the computational effort re-
quired to study larger solutes becomes prohibitive.

The hydrophobic system considered here has interactions
that correspond to SR ff LR sf, see Sec. II B, and hence in the
planar limit R−1

s → 0 critical drying is expected to occur when
εs f = 0.0. Profiles for values of εs f that correspond to realis-
tic hydrophobic solutes54 are shown in Fig. 10(a,b). In all
cases, for very small solutes, Rs < 1nm, we find no region of

depleted density and enhanced density fluctuations, in agree-
ment with previous work1. As Rs is increased beyond 1nm,
a region of depleted density begins to form, and density fluc-
tuations are enhanced on a similar length scale. The extent
of the former and magnitude of the latter grow with Rs. Os-
cillations in the density profile, which are indicative of liquid
packing effects, are dampened as the solute radius increases.
Oscillations in the local compressibility profiles are no longer
centred on χb as Rs increases. Note that similar behaviour was
observed in our DFT calculations for a solvophobic system,
sec. IV A. The apparent change in hydrophobic behaviour oc-
curring at around Rs = 1nm is consistent with that reported in
previous simulation studies of the density profiles of atomistic
water models1,9,55,56, strengthening our confidence that mw is
a suitable water model for studies of hydrophobic solvation.
Whilst the limit of a planar substrate is not explored here, we
note that a previous study of SPC/E water24 found very sim-
ilar density and local compressibility profiles to those of fig-
ures 10(a),(b). This reinforces further the connection between
hydrophobicity on the macroscopic and microscopic length
scales.

Although the majority of our result for mw were obtained at
the same fractional temperature T/Tc = 0.46 as water (which
for mw corresponds to T = 426 K - see Sec. V A), we have
also investigated other temperatures. Figures 10(c) to (h) com-
pare density and local compressibility profiles for three tem-
peratures : 300K, the ambient temperature for which mw was
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parameterised; 360K, the temperature at which mw almost
exactly reproduces the liquid-vapor surface tension of water;
and 426K. As the temperature is lowered, one observes that
oscillations within both the density and local compressibility
profiles become more prominent, and the magnitude of the
maximum in χ(r) increases. For each temperature, the same
general behaviour is observed and mirrors that seen for a gen-

eral solvophobic system as studied by DFT, section IV A.
The binding potential analysis suggested three regimes

within which individual parameters dominate the expected
scaling behaviour. The existence of these regimes was con-
firmed in DFT for a general solvophobic system by examin-
ing the density and local compressibility profiles calculated in
section IV A. Limitations on the radius of solute that can be
studied via GCMC simulation prevent as full an exploration
of such regimes for the hydrophobic (mw) case. However,
it is still possible to confirm the existence of certain limiting
behaviour. Consider, for example, the local compressibility
profiles χ(r) in figure 10(a). As Rs is reduced, the variation of
χ(r) with εs f slows which is similar to the angled horizontal
contours of figure 8(d). For the hard solute , εs f = 0.0, we
expect the behaviour of the density and local compressibility
to be almost solely dependent on Rs when Rs < Rc, as was
shown to be the case for solvophobic systems in figures 3(a)-
(f). For mw at T = 426K, Rc ≈ 0.583µm when βδ µ = 10−3

and Rc ≈ 5.83µm when βδ µ = 10−4. Thus, for all values
of Rs investigated in our simulations we expect the density
and local compressibility profiles to be almost independent of
βδ µ . Figure 11 confirms this to be the case: the profiles are
near indistinguishable for βδ µ = 10−3 and βδ µ = 10−4.

C. Testing the Binding Potential Predictions for `eq and
χ(`eq)

In contrast to DFT, our mw simulations cannot access the
very large values of Rs that are required to verify fully the rela-
tionships predicted by our binding potential analysis: namely
eqs. (13) and (17). However, as discussed in Sec. III A, for
the case εs f = 0.0, the behaviour at small Rs is expected to
be dominated by the Laplace (R−1

s ) term entering the effective
pressure p̃ so we predict that `eq ∼ ln(Rs) and χ(`eq;Rs)∼ Rs
(see eqs. (14) and (18)). The binding potential analysis pre-
dicts that this scaling should also hold when εs f is sufficiently
small. These predictions are tested and verified in figures 12
and 13 for several values of εs f . The fact that the predicted
scaling behaviour is observed when Rs > 1nm, lends weight to
our assertion that the critical drying point controls the proper-
ties of microscopic hydrophobicity on sufficiently large length
scales. However, it is also striking that the predicted scaling
of `eq and χ(`eq;Rs) appears to work quite well down to small
solute radii where `eq is calculated to be a small fraction of
the water diameter σmw. In this regime there is no discernible
vapor ’film’. Rather there are regions of density depletion,
shown in Figures 10,11, that extend across only short dis-
tances from the surface of the solute.

D. Nature of the depleted density region

Experimental studies of hydrophobicity at a planar sub-
strate have revealed the presence of a region of depleted wa-
ter density at distances within a few molecular diameters of
the substrate. However, the precise extent of this region re-
mains controversial. X-ray reflectivity studies measure only
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the net depletion of electron density. Results and interpreta-
tion remain subject to debate19–22. Atomic force microscopy
studies57,58 appear to provide evidence that the depleted den-
sity region takes the form of ‘nanobubbles’. The formation
of microscopic bubbles very close to the drying transition was
observed in simulation studies of a Lennard-Jones fluid at a
solvophobic planar interface26 in which a rich fractal-like bub-
ble structure was observed. As our present results suggest a
common connection between features of hydrophobicity on
macroscopic and microscopic length scales, it is interesting to

consider the nature of the mw water structure at the surface of
a hydrophobic solute.

Figure 14 presents simulation snapshots of cross sections
through the centre of the simulation box for six solutes of var-
ious sizes. In each case the solute is ’hard’, i.e. εs f = 0.0.
mw solvent particles are shown in blue, with the shade of blue
representing the depth of the particle from the foreground -
lighter particles are further away. In all cases, the size ratio of
the mw particles to the solute is to scale.

As Rs increases, bubbles (low density regions) form at the
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surface of the solute and hence our simulations are in line with
the nanobubble picture of hydrophobicity57,58. Bubbles oc-
cur over a large extent of the solute surface, particularly when
Rs > 9σmw. Note that the bubbles are localized very close
to the solute; they do not seem to extend far from the sur-
face. This observation accords with the general expectation
that correlations parallel to the substrate diverge faster than in
the perpendicular direction on the approach to the drying crit-
ical point26. Although not presented here, the bubbles move
across the surface of the solute frequently during the course of
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mw for fixed T = 426K and βδ µ = 10−3; εs f is given by the symbol.
Each dotted line is a linear fit to the scaling prediction.

a simulation, changing in location and spatial extent. Increas-
ing the solute solvent attraction εs f has the effect of suppress-
ing the bubbles and reducing their size.

We note that the complex bubble nanostructure that we ob-
serve in GCMC simulations is, of course, not accessible to ei-
ther binding potential or DFT calculations. The former coarse
grains into a single variable l, the thickness of the intruding
vapor film, and the latter averages over all the bubble config-
urations to yield an average density profile ρ(r) reflecting the
average depletion arising from nanobubble formation. Never-
theless, one expects on general grounds26 that such theories
will capture the correct large length scaling behaviour for the
thickness of the depleted region and the magnitude of the lo-
cal compressibility. This appears to be the case, as borne out
by the results of our simulations of mw.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

A detailed understanding at the molecular level of the be-
haviour of water in the vicinity of a hydrophobic solute is an
important goal in areas ranging from solution chemistry to
biophysics. For the case of an extended strongly hydropho-
bic solute, previous work has reported a region of depleted
density and enhanced density fluctuations in water near the
solute’s surface. However, the physical origin of these effects
has remained obscure. One barrier to progress in explaining
the phenomenology appears to be confusion in the literature
regarding the appropriate nomenclature for describing it. Pre-
vious work points to the proximity of ambient water to liquid-
vapor coexistence and implies that this leads to a ‘dewetting
transition’5,15,59 or sometimes a ‘drying transition’1,60 of wa-
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FIG. 14. Snapshots of mw at hard solutes, εs f = 0.0 ; T = 426K,
βδ µ = 10−3. (a) Rs = σmw, (b) Rs = 5σmw, (c) Rs = 9σmw, (d)
Rs = 13σmw, (e) Rs = 15σmw, (f) Rs = 17σmw. As the radius Rs
increases one observes the formation of more ’nanobubbles’ next to
the solute.

ter near a hydrophobic solute, or in the region between two
such solutes61. However, these terms seem to be merely short-
hand for the appearance of a region of depleted water density;
the precise definition of the ‘transitions’ alluded to, and their
relevance to the phenomenology of hydrophobicity was not
clarified. Here we are careful to define precisely what is a
drying transition and, in particular, what identifies a critical
drying transition and why this is important for phenomena as-
sociated with hydrophobic and , more generally, solvophobic
solutes.

In the present work we have studied in detail the density de-
pletion and enhanced compressibility close to a model spheri-
cal solute employing a combination of meso- and microscopic
theoretical and computational methods. We hypothesised that
these phenomena are attributable to the critical drying surface
phase transition that occurs at liquid-vapor coexistence for a
very weakly interacting solute in the limit of an infinite solute

radius, i.e. a planar substrate. Quite generally on approach-
ing a critical point, we expect the strength of fluctuations to
grow with the increasing correlation length, and to diverge
precisely at criticality. It follows that enhancement of (den-
sity) fluctuations should be observed in a significant region
of parameter space surrounding a critical point. For typical
experimental systems in which water under standard temper-
ature and pressure is in contact with an extended strongly hy-
drophobic solute, the oversaturation ∆µ , the solute curvature
R−1

s and the solute-solvent attraction εs f are all sufficiently
small for the system to qualify as ‘near’ to the critical drying
point. Accordingly we might expect behaviour to be driven by
enhanced local density fluctuations and, possibly, the emer-
gence of a surface vapor region. Suitable measures should
exhibit near-critical scaling behaviour.

In order to investigate this proposal and make quantitative
predictions, we constructed a mesoscopic binding potential
theory that allows us to explore how the size of the solute,
its interaction strength with water, and the degree of oversat-
uration determine the extent of the density depletion, as mea-
sured by ρ(r), and the magnitude of local density fluctuations,
as measured by χ(r). The resulting mean field scaling predic-
tions were tested via classical DFT calculations for a gener-
alised solute-solvent system. From the evidence presented in
the profiles of ρ(r) and χ(r) in figure 3, the comparison of
binding potential predictions to DFT results in figures 4, 5,
6 and 7 and the contour plots of figure 8, it is clear that the
predictions of the macroscopic binding potential analysis for
the near-critical scaling of `eq and χ(`eq;Rs) are in agreement
with DFT results for a wide variety of solvophobic systems
that extend down to microscopic solute sizes. For microscopic
solutes (Rs . 103σ ), our results suggest that the magnitude of
local density fluctuations near a microscopic solute is most
sensitive to changes in Rs, with small variations in T , δ µ and
solvophobicity, as measured by εs f , having limited effects.
This observation is pertinent with regard to proteins - the size
ratio of a (small) protein to a water molecule is such that scal-
ing behaviour would be expected to fall in the curvature dom-
inated regime. In turn, this implies that small variations in
other parameters, such as temperature, would have little ef-
fect on the hydrophobic behaviour, e.g. the density depletion
and fluctuations. As density fluctuations are sometimes con-
jectured to facilitate protein folding, this insight might poten-
tially provide useful for understanding protein folding.

Our binding potential scaling predictions were tested fur-
ther via GCMC simulation studies of a monatomic water
model. Although the limited range of solute radii accessi-
ble to simulation permitted a less comprehensive test than for
DFT, principal aspects of the scaling were nevertheless veri-
fied. The agreement between simulations and the binding po-
tential and DFT predictions provides confirmation of the ex-
pectation that mean field scaling is expected to apply in such
systems26,36.

The simulations provide additional molecular-level insight
into the nature of the local configurational structure of water
near the solute surface and how this engenders the enhance-
ment in local compressibility. We found that elongated va-
por bubbles form at the solute surface, whose position and
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size fluctuate strongly during the course of a simulation run.
The bubbles become larger and more distinct with increasing
solute radius in a situation reminiscent of what is observed
for a planar substrate26. Thus despite the impression con-
veyed by simulation measurements of the density profile ρ(r)
(cf. Fig. 10), hydrophobicity does not immediately lead to
the emergence of a smooth liquid-vapor-like interface around
a large solute, at least not unless R−1

s ,δ µ,δεs f are all suffi-
ciently small that the largest bubbles encompass much of the
solute’s surface area. Of course, here we shall be close to criti-
cal drying. We further further that our simulation results show
no evidence of the strongly hydrogen bonded hydration shell
which has been proposed to form around small hydrophobic
solutes, e.g. ref.7. Should such a structure develop, we believe
this can only occur for solutes smaller than those we studied
here.

Taken together we believe that our results shed new light
on the nature and origin of hydrophobic solvation phenomena
and provide a firm basis for rationalising how properties on
microscopic length scales depend on the solute size and the
strength of solute-water attraction. As indicated above, in fu-
ture work it would be interesting to investigate whether the
insights gained here might facilitate an improved understand-
ing of physical processes near hydrophobic entities that are
believed to be mediated by local density fluctuations, such as
occur in protein dynamics.
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