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Innovative ways of harnessing sustainable energy are needed to meet the world’s ever-increasing
energy demands. Supercapacitors may contribute, as they can convert waste heat to electricity
through cyclic charging and discharging at different temperatures. Herein, we use an analytically-
solvable model of a cylindrical pore filled with a single file of ions to identify optimal conditions for
heat-to-electricity conversion with supercapacitors. We consider Stirling and Ericsson-like charging
cycles and show that the former or latter yields more work when a supercapacitor operates under
charge or voltage limitations, respectively. Both cycles yield the most work for pores almost as
narrow as the size of the ions they contain, as is the case for energy storage with supercapacitors.
In contrast to energy storage, which can be maximised by ionophobic pores, such pores do not yield
the best heat-to-electricity conversion, independently of the applied potential. Instead, we find that
for a given pore size, a moderately ionophilic pore harvests more work than ionophobic and strongly
ionophilic pores.

I. INTRODUCTION

Undesired heat is ubiquitous in industry, data cen-
ters, and electronic devices such as smartphones and lap-
tops. Different methods have been proposed recently
to harness this energy, many of which rely on electro-
chemistry, for instance, ion fluxes in thermal gradients
or the temperature-dependent charging of batteries, su-
percapacitors, and other electrochemical devices [1–5].

Supercapacitors store energy through the voltage-
induced adsorption of ions into the pores of two, usually
nanoporous, electrolyte-immersed electrodes (Fig. 1a) [6–
10]. Besides energy storage, supercapacitor technology is
utilised for capacitive deionisation of saline water [11–
13] and blue energy harvesting [14–18]. Härtel et al.
[19] showed with experiments and classical density func-
tional theory computations that the open-circuit voltage
of a supercapacitor increases with temperature, which
is the essential ingredient for heat-to-electricity conver-
sion (HEC) with supercapacitors. (This thermal voltage
rise can also boost the work output of blue-energy de-
vices [14–18].) Later studies of HEC with supercapaci-
tors included theoretical works to improve power output
and efficiency [20, 21] as well as experimental work im-
proving the design of the HEC apparatus [22]. In an ex-
tensive recent work, Kim et al. compared HEC charging
cycles of a commercial pseudocapacitor, Li-ion superca-
pacitor, and an electric double-layer capacitor [23]. All
three types of devices had pros and cons in terms of their
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work output, energy loss, efficiency, operating tempera-
ture window, etc. Still, none of these commercial storage
devices were optimized with HEC in mind.

For HEC with supercapacitors to be upscaled and ap-
plied, it is imperative to find optimal electrolytes and
electrodes, though the parameter space spanned by the
possible combinations is vast. Challenging in experi-
ments, this search can be aided by theoretical models.
Many supercapacitors models, including those by Dou-
glas Henderson and his collaborators [24–28], focused on
the charging of narrow cylindrical pores [24–38]. The
behaviour of ions in such pores can be captured by one-
dimensional models that have analytically-tractable so-
lutions [29, 30, 32–34]. In an earlier work, we developed
an exactly-solvable off-lattice model for the charging of
single-file pores [29]. Our model is computationally cheap
and reproduces three-dimensional Monte Carlo simula-
tions over a wide range of parameters. We use this
single-file pore model here to search, for the first time,
the electrode-electrolyte parameter space for combina-
tions optimal for HEC. We focus on two parameters: the
pore radius and the strength of ion-electrode dispersion
interactions. Taken together, these parameters affect the
pore’s ionophilicity—the tendency of pores to be filled in
absence of an applied potential [39–41]—and in this way
relate HEC optimality to ionophilicity.

This paper is organised as follows. We first revisit the
thermodynamic principles of HEC in Section II and in-
troduce our supercapacitor model in Section III. In Sec-
tion IV, we discuss for which pore radii and dispersion
interactions HEC with this model supercapacitor is op-
timal and which thermodynamic cycle is preferred under
which conditions. We summarise and conclude in Sec-
tion V.
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Figure 1. Nanoporous supercapacitor for HEC. (a)
Schematic of a supercapacitor consisting of two electrodes im-
mersed in an electrolyte. An electrostatic potential difference
2Ψ is applied between the electrodes, inducing surface charge
densities σ and −σ on the two electrodes. (b,c) Schematics of
HEC with Stirling-like (b) and Ericsson-like (c) charging cy-
cles. The shaded areas show the work done through the cycles
and the arrows show the cycling directions. (d) Schematic of
a cylindrical nanopore of radius R within a supercapacitor
electrode. Cations and anions have the same radius a.

II. THERMODYNAMICS OF HEC

We consider a supercapacitor comprising two identical
porous blocking electrodes filled with an electrolyte at
temperature T (Fig. 1a). A potentiostat imposes an elec-
trostatic potential difference 2Ψ between the electrodes,
charging them to surface charges Q and −Q. From
hereon, we scale all extensive quantities to the surface
area A of one electrode; in particular, we use the surface
charge density σ = Q/A. The First Law of thermody-
namics for the supercapacitor reads dU = T dS − δW ,
with S being its entropy and δW = −Ψ dσ the work done
by the capacitor on its surroundings [42]. By performing
a charging-discharging cycle during which temperature is
varied, the supercapacitor harvests an amount of electri-
cal work given by [14, 19]

W = −
∮

Ψ(σ, T ) dσ . (1)

Comparing the First Law of the supercapacitor to that of
a “classical” heat engine—dU = TdS−pdV , with p and V
being the pressure and volume of a gas-filled cylinder—we
note that the same roles are played by −p and Ψ and by
V and σ. Charging-discharging cycles of supercapacitors
are thus analogous to the contraction-expansion cycles of
heat engines. A heat engine exploits the temperature de-
pendence in the equation of state p(V, T ) to convert heat
to mechanical work; a supercapacitor exploits the tem-
perature dependence in the relation Ψ(σ, T ) to convert
heat into electrical work. While heat engines perform
clockwise cycles in p− V diagrams to perform work, due
to the minus sign in Eq. (1), HEC with supercapacitors
requires counterclockwise cycles in Ψ− σ diagrams.

A. Seebeck coefficient

In which order one should charge, discharge, heat, and
cool to realise a counterclockwise cycle in a Ψ−σ diagram
depends on the sign of the electrolytic Seebeck coefficient,

S(σ, T ) =
∂Ψ(σ, T )

∂T
. (2)

Note here that Ψ(σ, T ) depends parametrically on the
electrode’s dimensions and morphology and the ion con-
centration, composition, relative permittivity, etc.—the
next section presents our microscopic model for Ψ(σ, T ).
Prior modelling studies on the response of the elec-
tric double layer to varying temperature used (ion size-
modified) mean field theories [43–45], lattice models [46],
density functional theory [19, 47], and molecular simu-
lations [45, 48, 49]. Positive Seebeck coefficients were
often found, so we will refer to S > 0 as “normal” and
S < 0 as “anomalous”. Yet, in Section S1 in the Supple-
mentary Material we show that, even within the Gouy-
Chapman model, both S > 0 and S < 0 are possible.
We find there that S > 0 if the electrolyte’s relative
permittivity εr satisfies ∂εr/∂T < εr/T , which is the
case for most electrolytes [44]. Meanwhile, experiments
on pseudocapacitors [23] and electric double-layer capac-
itors [19, 20, 23] yielded positive Seebeck coefficients of
the order of S = 0.5 mV K−1. Conversely, negative See-
beck coefficients were found for batteries [1, 3] and su-
percapacitors based on Li-ion intercalation [23]. The
experimentally-determined S varied substantially with
the applied potential (Fig. (9) in [23]) but hardly with
temperature (Fig. S5 in [19]). With a slight abuse of
terminology, therefore, we will speak in the following of
positive and negative Seebeck coefficients even if we com-
pare Ψ(σ, T ) at two widely separated temperatures.

B. Stirling and Ericsson-like cycles

We consider S > 0 in the remainder of this section, for
which charging-heating-discharging-cooling cycles yield
positive work. The well-known theoretical cycles of clas-
sical heat engines are defined in terms of the quanti-
ties held fixed at the different stages, be it volume (iso-
choric), pressure (isobaric), temperature (isothermal), or
entropy (isentropic). Analogously, we consider a Stirling-
like charging cycle where temperature is changed at fixed
charge (“isogalvanic”) and a Ericsson-like cycle wherein
temperature is changed at fixed potential (“isovoltaic”).
In principle, a Carnot-like cycle with isentropic tem-
perature changes is possible as well [50–52]. However,
the heating-by-charging and cooling-by-discharging effect
that such a cycle would employ is probably too small for
practical applications.

The Stirling-like cycle operates between low and high
temperatures TL and TH and between low and high
charges σ0 and σ1 (Fig. 1b). In this case, Eq. (1) amounts
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to

Wσ =

∫ σ1

σ0

Ψ(σ, TH) dσ −
∫ σ1

σ0

Ψ(σ, TL) dσ . (3)

Note that these integrals represent the energies stored
in a supercapacitor when it is charged from the surface
charge density σ0 to σ1 at temperatures TH and TL; the
harvested energy is the difference between these energies.

The Ericsson-like cycle operates between low and high
temperatures TL and TH and between low and high po-
tentials Ψ0 and Ψ1 (Fig. 1c). In this case, Eq. (1)
amounts to

WΨ =

∫ Ψ1

Ψ0

C(Ψ, TH)Ψ dΨ + Ψ1∆σ(Ψ1)

−
∫ Ψ1

Ψ0

C(Ψ, TL)Ψ dΨ−Ψ0∆σ(Ψ0), (4)

where C(Ψ, T ) is the differential capacitance and
∆σ(Ψ) = σ(Ψ, TL) − σ(Ψ, TH) is the change in the
accumulated charge when heating up. The integral∫ Ψ1

Ψ0
C(Ψ, T )Ψ dΨ is the energy stored in an electrode by

charging it from the potential difference Ψ0 to Ψ1 at tem-
perature T , and Ψ∆σ is the energy gained or lost by the
system during isovoltaic heating or cooling.

Typically, supercapacitors have to operate within pre-
scribed temperature and voltage windows. The schemat-
ics in Fig. 1b and c suggest that, given the same ad-
missible high and low potentials, an Ericsson-like cy-
cle yields higher work output than a Stirling-like cycle.
If, conversely, a supercapacitor’s surface charge density
should remain within certain bounds, a Stirling-like cycle
is preferable instead. The efficiencies of both types of cy-
cle are below the theoretical limit η = 1−TH/TL [19]. To
approach that limit, one should either capture the heat
discarded by the engine when it cools to and charges at
TL and reuse it during the heating stage, or one should
use the mentioned isentropic charging and discharging to
change temperatures. One can explicitly show that, irre-
spective of the “equation of state” Ψ(σ, T ), a Carnot-like
charging cycle reaches Carnot efficiency (Sec. 6B of [53]).

III. MICROSCOPIC MODEL

To study temperature effects and the possibility of
energy harvesting with supercapacitors, we consider a
charged hard-spheres model for the electrolyte and a
metallic nanotube as part of a supercapacitor electrode.
We assume that the nanotube is so narrow that it can
only accommodate a single file of ions. Verkholyak
et al.[29] mapped this model onto a one-dimensional

Expressions for their efficiency involve the supercapacitor’s heat
capacity, which depends on its charging state [10].

model with an exact analytical solution for the voltage-
dependent in-pore ion densities, showing a surprisingly
good agreement with Monte Carlo simulations of the full
(three-dimensional) model. Thus, the 1D model is a con-
venient tool to systematically study various aspects of
supercapacitor charging. We first describe the details of
the full model and then discuss the results of the map-
ping.

A. Model

We consider a cylindrical, metallic nanopore of radius
R, extending infinitely along the axial direction (Fig. 1d).
We apply a potential difference Ψ between the pore wall
and a bulk electrolyte with which the pore is in contact
(Fig. 1a). The nanopore is filled with ions, which we
model as monovalent charged hard spheres of equal ra-
dius a.

1. Ion-ion interactions inside a metallic nanotube

The electrostatic interaction energy between two ions
in a cylindrical metallic nanopore can be expressed ex-
actly as [54]

βuel
αγ(z) =

2λBZαZγ
Rδ

∞∑
n=1

e−kn0z/Rδ

kn0[J1(kn0)]2
, (5)

where z is the distance between the ions, Jm(x) are Bessel
functions of the first kind of order m, kn0 are zeros of
J0(x), and where, for our purposes (see Section III B),
we restricted the ions to lie on the symmetry axis of
the cylinder. Here, Zα are the ionic valencies (= ±1 for
monovalent ions considered here), λB = βe2/(4πε0εr) is
the Bjerrum length, ε0 is the vacuum permittivity, e the
proton charge, β = 1/kBT is the inverse thermal energy,
with kB being Boltzmann’s constant, and Rδ = R − δ
is the location of the image surface. We took δ = 0.8�A
[55, 56], which is slightly less than half of the radius of
the wall (carbon) atom, ac = 1.685�A. Note that the ex-
ponential screening of the bare Coulomb interactions be-
tween ions in Eq. (5) is through the actions of electrons
(or holes) on the nanotube, rather than through other
ions, as in the case of a Debye screening cloud in bulk
electrolytes. This screening makes it possible to stack
many same-signed ions in a narrow pore, leading to the
so-called superionic state [57].

For large ion-ion separations, z � Rδ, Eq. (5) reduces
to its leading-order term,

βuel
αγ(z) ≈ 3.08λBZαZγ

Rδ
e−2.4z/Rδ . (6)

The above expression describes the ion-ion interactions
remarkably well even when ions are close to contact (z =
2a) [30], so we have used it in all calculations discussed
below.
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In most calculations, we used a temperature-
independent relative permittivity εr = 35, which cor-
responds to acetonitrile at room temperature; however,
we also tested some of our results with temperature-
dependent permittivity εr(T ) = 113.28 − 0.367014T +
3.606 · 10−4T 2 [19, 58] (for which λB hardly varies be-
tween 250 and 350 K) but found only minor differences
(Fig. S2 in the Supplementary Material). We note that
for narrow tubes, the relative permittivity may depend
on the tube radius and differ from its bulk value (and also
along and perpendicular to the tube axis). In the case
of water, molecular dynamics (MD) simulations suggest
substantial differences only for nanotubes smaller than
about 1 nm [59–61]. Lacking a simple theory for relative
permittivity in confinement, we followed Ref. [19] and
assumed that εr is independent of the pore radius and
equal to the bulk dielectric constant.

Besides through the electrostatic interactions (Eq. (6)),
ions mutually interact through hard sphere interactions

βuHS
αγ (z) =

{
0, z > 2a

∞, z ≤ 2a .
(7)

The total ion-ion interaction energy now amounts to
uαγ = uel

αγ + uHS
αγ .

2. Ion-nanopore wall interactions

We consider ions to interact with the pore wall through
steric repulsions and attractive image-charge and disper-
sion forces—the latter were neglected in [29]. The inter-
action energy due to image charges is [54]

βuimage(r) =
λB

2πRδ

∞∑
n=0

an

∫ 2π

0

dφ cos(nφ)

×
∫ ∞

0

dξ
In(ξr/Rδ)

In(ξ)
K0

(
ξ

r

√
r2 +R2

δ − 2rRδ cosφ

)
,

(8)

where r and φ are radial and azimuthal coordinates, an =
1 if n = 0 and an = 2 otherwise, and In(x) and Kn(x)
are the modified Bessel functions of the first and second
kind, respectively.

We calculated the dispersion (van der Waals) interac-
tion energy between an ion and the nanotube wall by
integrating atom-atom dispersion interactions (i.e., the
long-range part of the Lennard-Jones potential) over the
nanotube surface

βuvdW(r) = −4ρcεLJR

∫ ∞
−∞

dz

∫ 2π

0

dφ

(
a+ ac

D

)6

, (9)

where εLJ is the Lennard-Jones parameter, z is the axial
coordinate, ρc is the (2D) density of wall atoms (for a
carbon nanotube ρc = 2/Auc = 0.382 Å−2, where Auc =
5.24 Å2 is the area of the unit cell of a carbon monolayer,

see Ref. [62]), and D =
(
R2 + r2 − 2Rr cos (φ) + z2

)1/2
is the distance between an ion at position r from the
nanotube center and a point on the pore surface defined
by (R,φ, z) in cylindrical coordinates (Fig. 1d). After
integrating over z, we obtain

βuvdW(r) = −3πRρcεLJ

2

∫ 2π

0

dφ
(ac + a)6

(R2 + r2 − 2Rr cosφ)
5/2

.

(10)

Note that neither uimage nor uvdW depends on the ionic
valency, so neither does the total ion-wall interaction,
u± = u = uimage + uvdW. To account for the steric
repulsions between the hard sphere ions and the pore
wall, rather than adding an interaction energy term to
u, we restrict the integration limits in the integral in
Eq. (12) below.

B. Mapping to a 1D model and its exact solution

For narrow pores that can only accommodate a sin-
gle file of ions, the above model can be mapped onto a
one-dimensional model with effective electrochemical po-
tentials given by [29]

µ1D
± = µ± − ū±, (11)

where µ± is the bulk chemical potential of cations (+)
and anions (−), and

βū± = − ln

(
2π

∫ Ra−a

0

e−βu±(r)r dr

)
(12)

results from integrating over the degrees of freedom per-
pendicular to the nanopore symmetry axis [29], where
Ra = R− ac is the accessible pore radius. Note that the
upper limit in the integral in Eq. (12) is due to hard-core
exclusion between an ion and the pore wall. Moreover,
ū± has the unit of energy× ln(length2); since we included
the thermal de Broglie wavelength in the chemical poten-
tial µ, which thus has a term ∝ energy× ln(length3), the
resulting µ1D in Eq. (11) contains a term proportional to
energy × ln(length). Hence, exp(µ1D/kBT ) has the unit
of length.

Unlike the ion-ion interactions, which we assumed to
be independent of the radial positions of the ions, in
Eq. (12) we effectively took these degrees of freedom into
account in the ion-pore wall interactions. This turned
out essential to reach a quantitative agreement with 3D
Monte Carlo simulations [29].

Given the exponential screening of ion-ion interac-
tions by the electrons (and holes) on the nanotube walls
(Eq. (6)), interactions beyond nearest neighbours can
be neglected. For any one-dimensional system of parti-
cles interacting solely with their nearest neighbours, one
can analytically determine the partition function, parti-
cle densities, etc. [29, 63]. The calculations are lengthy
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and we do not present them here (see Ref. [29]). The
result for the ion densities is (Section S2 in the Supple-
mentary Material)

ρ±(s) = −1

2

eβµ
1D

(η2
++ − η2

+−)− e±βeΨη++

eβµ1D(η++η′++ − η+−η′+−)− cosh(βeΨ)η′++

,

(13)

where kBTs is the 1D pressure, η′αγ = ∂ηαγ/∂s and

ηαγ(s) =

∫ ∞
0

dz e−sz−βuαγ(z). (14)

From this parametric solution, we can determine the sur-
face charge density of the pore σ = e(ρ+− ρ−)/(2πR) at
a given potential Ψ and, in turn, the differential capaci-
tance C(Ψ, T ) = ∂σ/∂Ψ.

Verkholyak et al. [29] have compared the accumulated
charge and capacitance obtained within this model with
the results of 3D Monte Carlo simulations in a wide range
of model parameters and found a quantitative agreement
for pore sizes . 1.4a. For larger pores (but smaller than
two ion radii), the 1D model still provided a qualitatively
correct behaviour.

C. Bulk chemical potential of ions

The in-pore ion densities (Eq. (13)) depend—besides
on temperature, pore radius, applied potential difference,
and Lennard-Jones parameter—on the bulk chemical po-
tential of ions µ± (see Eq. (11)). To compute µ±, which
also depends on temperature, we used the Espresso MD
simulation package (https://github.com/espressomd)
[64] combined with the Widom insertion method [65]. In
all simulations, we set the ion size to a = 3�A and the
number of ions to N± = 100. Moreover, we set ion con-
centration to 1 M, which is typical for supercapacitors
[19, 66]; this concentration corresponds to the simulation
box length ≈ 55�A. To mimic the hard-core interactions
between the ions [67], we used the generic Lennard-Jones
interaction potential with exponents 50 and 49 and the
potential depth βεHS = 1.5. As discussed below Eq. (6),
we used a constant εr = 35 in most calculations and
checked a few results with a temperature-dependent rela-
tive permittivity εr(T ) taken the same as inside the pore.
The total number of iterations was 105, with 103 Widom
insertions and 104 MD steps per iteration. The results
for the total chemical potential for a few temperatures
are shown in Fig. S1 in the Supplementary Material.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Pore ionophilicity

We first study pore ionophilicity, that is, the extent
to which they are filled with ions when no potential is
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Figure 2. Pore ionophilicity. (a,b) Total ion density inside
a nonpolarized pore as a function of the Lennard-Jones pa-
rameter εLJ for (a) accessible pore radius Ra = R− ac = 5 �A
(ac = 1.685 �A is the radius of the nanotube wall atoms) and
three temperatures and (b) for temperature T = 300 K and
three pore radii. The symbols in (a) indicate the values of
εLJ used in panel (c) and in Figs. 3 and 4. The symbol in
(b) shows the value of εLJ used in panel (d). (c,d) Total ion
density inside a pore as a function applied potential differ-
ence Ψ for (c) accessible pore radius Ra = 5 �A, temperature
T = 300 K and three values of εLJ, and (d) for temperature

T = 300 K, ρcεLJ = −0.5 meV �A−2
and three pore radii.

applied (Ψ = 0 V). Figure 2a shows that the ion den-
sity in the pore increases from practically zero (iono-
phobic pores) to close to its maximal possible value,
ρ1D

max = (2a)−1, upon increasing the Lennard-Jones pa-
rameter εLJ, describing the pore-ion dispersion interac-
tions. The data for the three widely-different tempera-
tures considered here almost collapse; hence, the pore’s
ionophilicity depends sensitively on εLJ but not on T .
Figure 2b shows that the pore radius also affects the
pore’s ionophilicity, which is due to both dispersion and
image-charge interactions. For εLJ = 0, for instance, a
3.5�A pore is ionophobic (vanishing ion density) while a
5�A pore is filled to about a quarter of its maximal den-
sity.

In Fig. 2c, we plot the total ion density as a function of
the applied potential difference Ψ demonstrating that, as
expected, ionophobic pores adsorb ions less readily than
ionophilic pores. This figure also shows that a larger
potential must be applied to fill pores that are charac-

https://github.com/espressomd
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Figure 3. HEC with ionophilic and ionophobic pores.
(a) Voltage for two temperatures (top) and harvested work
during a Stirling-like charging cycle [Eq. (3), using σ0 = 0
and σ1 = σ] (bottom) vs. the surface charge density. We
set the accessible pore radius to Ra = 5 �A, the ion radius
to a = 3 �A, and the Lennard-Jones parameter to εLJ = 0—
corresponding to an ionophilic pore (Fig. 2a). (b) The same

as (a) but for ρcεLJ = −0.5 meV �A−2
, for which the pore is

ionophobic (Fig. 2a). The pore has an anomalous Seebeck
coefficient S < 0 at small surface charge densities. We replot
this figure in Fig. S3 in the Supplementary Material for a pore
for which Ra = 4 �A.

terised by more negative ion-wall dispersion interaction
parameter εLJ. Figure 2d shows the voltage-induced pore
filling of three pores with different radii but equal εLJ,
as indicated with a square in panel (b) of this figure.
Although all three pores are ionophobic and practically
free of ions at zero voltage, the narrowest pore requires
a much higher voltage to start filling it.

B. HEC with ionophilic and ionophobic pores

To study how a pore’s ionophilicity affects HEC, we
consider a pore with an accessible radius Ra = 5�A and
two values of the Lennard-Jones parameter, εLJ = 0 and

ρcεLJ = −0.5 meV�A
−2

, corresponding to a moderately
ionophilic and ionophobic pore, respectively (symbols in
Fig. 2a). Note that for these εLJ values, the ion den-
sity hardly changes with temperature (Fig. 2a), i.e., the
pores remain ionophilic or ionophobic as we change the
temperature.

The top panel of Fig. 3a shows charging curves of the
ionophilic pore. We see that, for all surface charge den-

sities σ considered, the electrode potential Ψ increases
with temperature (i.e., S > 0). In this case of a positive
ionic Seebeck coefficient, a charging-heating-discharging-
cooling cycle yields positive work. The bottom panel
shows that the work output Wσ of a Stirling-like cycle
(Eq. (3), using σ0 = 0 and σ1 = σ) grows monotonously
with σ.

The ionopobic pore (ρcεLJ = −0.5 meV�A
−2

) exhibits
a negative Seebeck coefficient at small σ and a positive
Seebeck coefficient at large σ (Fig. 3b top panel), with
a crossover around σ? ≈ 1.1µC cm−2. In the bottom
panel of Fig. 3b, we again plot the work output Wσ of
a Stirling-like charging-heating-discharging-cooling cycle
(Eq. (3), using σ0 = 0 and σ1 = σ). The work output
is now non-monotonous, with a negative minimum at σ?
and a monotonous increase beyond σ?. Hence, to harvest
energy at small surface charge densities (σ < σ?), one
should perform a reversed charging-cooling-discharging-
heating cycle instead. Alternatively, a regular charging-
heating-discharging-cooling cycle starting at σ0 = σ? har-
vest energy for any σ1 > σ0 as well.

C. Nanopore ionophilicity and Seebeck coefficient

Figure 3 revealed that the Seebeck coefficient S flips
sign for small σ upon changing εLJ [cf. panels (a) and
(b)] and, for small εLJ, upon changing σ [panel (b)]. To
understand these sign flips, we present analytical expres-
sions for the electrostatic potentials for opposite limits of
the surface charge densities σ. For σ close to its maxi-
mum value, σmax = e/(4πRa), we have [29]

Ψ(σ, T ) ≈ 1

2aβ

1

σmax − σ
. (15)

Clearly, Eq. (15) predicts S > 0 for all temperatures,
surface charge densities, and independent of the pore
ionophilicity. For small σ, we find in Section S3 in the
Supplementary Material that

Ψ(σ, T ) ≈ σ πR
βe2

[
8a+ exp

(
−βµ1D

)]
. (16)

(Note that exp(−βµ1D) has the unit of length, see below
Eq. (12).) For point ions (a = 0), which is a reason-
able simplification at low densities, it is not difficult to
see that S < 0 for µ1D < −kBT and S > 0 otherwise.
Numerical experimentation with Eq. (16) confirms that
indeed S is negative (positive) for ionophobic (ionophilic)
pores. Thus, crossovers from S < 0 to S > 0 happen for
ionophobic pores at an intermediate σ and for pores with
small σ at an intermediate εLJ value.

While we derived Eq. (16) from an exact analytical
expression for ion densities, Eq. (13) (see Section S3 in
the Supplementary Material), it can also be obtained us-
ing a model of charged particles in 1D interacting solely
through hard-core repulsion; the free energy density of



7

this model is given by (Section S4 in the Supplementary
Material)

f(ρ±,Ψ) =
∑
α

ρα(µα ± eΨ)− Ts(ρ), (17)

where s(ρ) is the entropy density, which depends on the
total ion density ρ = ρ+ +ρ− and is known exactly in 1D
[68]. In Eq. (17), we neglected the ion-ion interactions
because they are exponentially screened by the nanotube
wall (see Section III A 1). Equation (16) follows from the
minimum of f determined by ∂f/∂ρα = 0, assuming low
ion densities and small Ψ.

Interestingly, an equation similar to Eq. (16) with sim-
ilar properties follows from Eq. (17) also for narrow slit
pores, if we use for s(ρ) the scaled particle results for a
2D hard-disk system [69, 70] (Section S4 B in the Supple-
mentary Material). Note that for point ions, s is given by
the ideal-gas entropy for both 1D and 2D pores, leading
to the same behaviour. In a more general case, a simi-
lar numerical experimentation as for Eq. (16) shows that
S < 0 for ionophobic and S > 0 for ionophilic 2D pores
(Section S4 B in the Supplementary Material). Since an
equation similar to Eq. (15) can also be developed for
slit pores [29], giving a positive Seebeck coefficient inde-
pendently of the model parameters, there must also be a
crossover between S < 0 and S > 0 for ionophobic pores
induced by varying the surface charge.

These results, therefore, indicate that the crossovers
between negative and positive Seebeck coefficients might
be a generic feature of narrow pores, independent of their
geometry.

D. Dependence on ion-wall dispersion interactions

To scrutinize the ramifications of these two S
crossovers, we plot in Fig. 4a the work Wσ done dur-
ing a Stirling-like cycle (Eq. (3), using σ0 = 0 and
σ1 = σ) in the plane of εLJ and σ. This plot confirms
that ionophobic pores (large negative εLJ) have negative
Wσ at small σ, requiring a reversed charging-cooling-
discharging-heating cycle to harvest net positive energy.

In Fig. 4b, we show three cuts through the heatmap
of panel (a) at constant εLJ. As discussed, the iono-

phobic pore (ρcεLJ = −0.5 meV�A
−2

) loses energy during
charging cycles at small σ. As σ increases, however, it
provides comparable and even larger harvested energies
than the ionophilic pores. This figure also demonstrates
that strongly ionophilic nanopores can make energy har-
vesting less effective. Indeed, the εLJ value that max-
imises Wσ depends on σ but always lies close to zero (the
green line in Fig. 4a). By ignoring wall-ion dispersion in-
teractions, Härtel et al.[19] thus fortuitously studied a
close-to-optimal parameter setting.
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−2

0meV Å
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Figure 4. Energy harvesting with Stirling and
Ericsson-like cycles. (a) Heatmap showing the energy har-
vested with Stirling-like cycles in the plane of εLJ and σ. The
horizontal lines show the values of εLJ used in Fig. 3 and in
(b). The green line shows εLJ providing the maximum har-
vested energy Wmax as a function of σ. (c) Heatmap showing
the energy harvested with Ericsson-like cycles in the plane of
εLJ and Ψ. The horizontal lines show the values of εLJ used in
(d). The green line shows εLJ providing the maximum energy
Wmax as a function of Ψ. (e,f) Comparison of Stirling and
Ericsson-like cycles in the case when there is a limitation on
(e) maximum accumulated charge and (f) maximum applied
potential difference. The ion radius a = 3 �A and the accessi-
ble pore radius Ra = 5 �A in all panels. For a narrower pore,
see Figs. S3 and S4 in the Supplementary Material.

E. Stirling vs. Ericsson-like cycles

In Fig. 4c, we plot the work WΨ done during an
Ericsson-like cycle (Eq. (3), using Ψ0 = 0 and Ψ1 = Ψ)
in the plane of εLJ and Ψ. In panel (d), we again show
a cut through the heatmap in (c) for three values of εLJ.
The work output of ionophilic and ionophobic pores dif-
fers more for Ericsson-like than for Stirling-like cycles.
At high Ψ & 0.2 V, the pore with εLJ = 0 clearly out-
performs both ionophobic and strongly ionophilic pores.
The green line in Fig. 4c shows that, at high Ψ, the value
of εLJ maximising the harvested energy is indeed close
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to zero. Comparing Fig. 4a and c, we see that Stirling
and Ericsson-like cycles harvest the maximal energy for
slightly different values of εLJ. In both cases, however,
the optimal green lines lie close to εLJ = 0, which, for the
considered pore radius Ra = 5�A, corresponds to moder-
ate ionophilicity (ion density at zero voltage 2aρ1D ≈ 0.3,
see Fig. 2b). We found a similar behaviour also for nar-
rower pores (Fig. S3 in the Supplementary Material).

To directly compare Stirling and Ericsson-like cycles,
we plot energies harvested with both cycles when there
are limitations on the accumulated charge (σ < σmax)
and potential difference (Ψ < Ψmax) of a supercapacitor
(Fig. 4e and f, respectively). As anticipated in Section II,
Stirling and Ericsson-like cycles give higher work outputs
when operating under charge and voltage limitations, re-
spectively. However, when the charge is bound by σmax,
the difference between the two cycles practically vanishes
at large σmax. In contrast, this difference increases with
Ψmax when working under voltage limitations.

F. Effect of pore size

Figure 5 shows the harvested energy of Stirling and

Ericsson-like cycles for pores with ρcεLJ = −0.5 meV�A
−2

and three radii R (for two larger ρcεLJ values, see Figs. S5
and S6). All three pores are ionophobic, though the nar-
rowest pore more so than the wider ones (Fig. 2d).

For the Stirling-like cycle, the region of anomalous be-
haviour shrinks with decreasing pore radius, though a
small Wσ < 0 region remains even for the narrowest pore
considered (3.5�A). For the Ericsson-like cycle (Fig. 5b),
the region of negative WΨ extends to higher voltages,
while the minimum in WΨ decreases. For instance, the
harvested energy for the smallest (3.5�A) pore is roughly
zero until about 0.3 V and then starts increasing rapidly.
This behaviour is because strongly ionophobic pores sub-
ject to small applied potentials are hardly charged and
show only a weak dependence of the accumulated charge
on temperature, leading to low harvested energies until
a sufficiently high voltage is applied for ions to overcome
the barrier imposed by ionophobicity and enter the pore
(Fig. 2c,d).

The smallest pore being most ionophobic among the
three pores of Fig. 5 and harvesting most energy at large
potential differences suggests a positive correlation be-
tween ionophobicity and energy harvesting. However,
when we varied the pore’s ionophilicity by varying εLJ

at a fixed pore size, the moderately ionophilic pore per-
formed as good or better than ionophilic and ionophobic
pores for all Ψ (Fig. 4a-d). Thus, although the narrow-
est and hence most ionophobic pore yielded the most

harvested energy for ρcεLJ = −0.5 meV�A
−2

as used in
Fig. 5, moderately ionophilic pores with εLJ close to zero
can harvest even more work (Fig. S7 in the Supplemen-
tary Material).
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Figure 5. Effect of pore size on HEC by ionophobic
pores. Harvested energy as a function of (a) charge and (b)
voltage for a few pore sizes. We set the ion radius to a = 3 �A
and the Lennard-Jones parameter to ρcεLJ = −0.5 meV �A−2

,
corresponding to an ionophobic pore. For examples of the
pore-size dependence of energy harvesting for larger ρcεLJ,
giving moderately and strongly ionophilic pores, see Figs. S5
and S6 of Supplementary Material.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Classical heat engines convert heat into mechanical
work by cyclically expanding and contracting at differ-
ent temperatures. In the same way, a supercapacitor
can convert heat into electricity by cyclically charging
and discharging at different temperatures. The order in
which the supercapacitor should charge, discharge, heat,
and cool depends on its Seebeck coefficient, S(σ, T ) =
∂Ψ/∂T , with Ψ(σ, T ) the pore’s potential when it car-
ries a surface charge density σ. Herein, we determined
Ψ(σ, T ) through an analytically-solvable single-file cylin-
drical pore model. The extent to which the pore was
filled when no potential was applied, its ionophilicity,
depended mostly on the pore’s radius and the dispersion
interactions between the pore and the ions (Fig. 2). We
found S > 0 for ionophilic pores, in line with experiments
on commercial supercapacitors. Conversely, ionophobic
pores yielded S < 0, but only for small surface charge
densities σ, with a crossover to the S > 0 behaviour as
σ increased (Fig. 3). We provided arguments that sim-
ilar crossovers also occur for slit nanopores, suggesting
that this behaviour is a generic feature of narrow pores
that does not depend on the pore geometry. Thus, the
Seebeck coefficient may serve as an indicator of a pore’s
ionophobicity.

In analogy to the Stirling and Ericsson cycles of clas-
sical heat engines, we considered two types of cycles
wherein the pore was heated and cooled either at a con-
stant surface charge density or constant potential. Both
types of cycles yielded maximal work output for narrow
pores and weak dispersion interactions, corresponding to
moderately ionophilic pores (Figs. 4 and 5). However, the
Stirling and Ericsson-like cycles reached maximal work
output for slightly different values of the ion-wall dis-
persion interaction strength (Fig. 4a,c). We found that
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an Ericsson-like cycle is optimal when there are limita-
tions on the applied potential, as is the case for superca-
pacitors. When the operation is limited by accumulated
charges, a Stirling-like cycle allows one to harness higher
energies (Fig. 4e,f).

It is interesting to compare the parameters optimising
a supercapacitor for heat-to-energy conversion with the
parameters optimising it for energy storage. We found
that narrow pores provide the highest achievable har-
vested energy (Fig. 5), similarly as they do for the ca-
pacitance and stored energy [71–73]. However, our cal-
culations showed that moderately ionophilic pores har-
ness the maximal energy, while ionophobic pores are not
optimal for this purpose. This behaviour contrasts with
energy storage, which is maximised by ionophobic pores

when operating at elevated voltages [39, 40]

Future work could account for the pore-network struc-
ture and pore-size distribution of supercapacitors, and
could study out-of-equilibrium charging. We hope our
results motivate further simulation, experimental and en-
gineering work to develop supercapacitor-based devices
for the ecologically-friendly conversion of waste heat to
electrical energy.
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[9] A. González, E. Goikolea, J. A. Barrena, and R. Mysyk,
Review on supercapacitors: Technologies and materials,
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 58, 1189
(2016).

[10] Y. Park, J. Kim, C. Kim, S.-M. Lee, C. Kang, and J. H.
Seol, In situ and operando thermal characterization in
aqueous electric double layer capacitors using the 3ω hot-
wire method, International Journal of Heat and Mass
Transfer 188, 122632 (2022).

[11] S. Porada, R. Zhao, A. van der Wal, V. Presser, and
P. Biesheuvel, Review on the science and technology of
water desalination by capacitive deionization, Progress in
Materials Science 58, 1388 (2013).

[12] M. E. Suss and V. Presser, Water desalination with en-
ergy storage electrode materials, Joule 2, 10 (2018).

[13] Y. Zhang, P. Srimuk, M. Aslan, M. Gallei, and

V. Presser, Polymer ion-exchange membranes for capaci-
tive deionization of aqueous media with low and high salt
concentration, Desalination 479, 114331 (2020).
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[19] A. Härtel, M. Janssen, D. Weingarth, V. Presser, and
R. van Roij, Heat-to-current conversion of low-grade heat
from a thermocapacitive cycle by supercapacitors, En-
ergy Environ. Sci. 8, 2396 (2015).

[20] X. Wang and S.-P. Feng, Thermal capacitive electro-
chemical cycle on carbon-based supercapacitor for con-
verting low-grade heat to electricity, Frontiers in Mechan-
ical Engineering 3, 20 (2017).

[21] J. Lin, Z. Zhang, X. Zhu, C. Meng, N. Li, J. Chen, and
Y. Zhao, Performance evaluation and parametric opti-
mization strategy of a thermocapacitive heat engine to
harvest low-grade heat, Energy Conversion and Manage-
ment 184, 40 (2019).

[22] Y. Wang, L. Cai, W. Peng, Y. Zhou, and J. Chen,
Maximal continuous power output and parametric opti-
mum design of an electrochemical system driven by low-
grade heat, Energy Conversion and Management 138,
156 (2017).

[23] J. Kim, S. H. Kim, J. Lee, and J. H. Seol, A study on
thermally regenerative electrochemical cycles using vari-
ous supercapacitors, Applied Thermal Engineering 217,
119200 (2022).

https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4942
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4942
https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201600546
https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201600546
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201803129
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201803129
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0EE02795B
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jechem.2021.02.022
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jechem.2021.02.022
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1158736
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1158736
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat2297
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201304137
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.12.249
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.12.249
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2022.122632
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2022.122632
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2013.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2013.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2017.12.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.desal.2020.114331
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.268501
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/es500634f
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/es500634f
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.7b00395
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.7b00395
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2018.06.034
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2018.06.034
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2022.118094
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2022.118094
https://doi.org/10.1039/C5EE01192B
https://doi.org/10.1039/C5EE01192B
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmech.2017.00020
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmech.2017.00020
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2019.01.012
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2019.01.012
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2017.01.045
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2017.01.045
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2022.119200
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2022.119200


10

[24] D. Busath, D. Henderson, and S. Soko lowski, Density
functional theory for an electrolyte in a cylinder: the se-
lectivity of a calcium channel, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter
16, S2193 (2004).

[25] X. Kong, J. Wu, and D. Henderson, Density functional
theory study of the capacitance of single file ions in a
narrow cylinder, J. Colloid Interface Sci. 449, 130 (2015).

[26] Schmickler and Henderson, Charge storage in nanotubes:
the case of a 2-1 electrolyte, Condens. Matter Phys. 20,
33004 (2017).

[27] W. Schmickler and D. Henderson, On the capacitance of
narrow nanotubes, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 19, 20393
(2017).

[28] W. Silvestre-Alcantara, D. Henderson, and L. B.
Bhuiyan, Contact condition for the density profiles in
spherical and cylindrical double layers, Mol. Phys. 113,
3403 (2015).

[29] T. Verkholyak, A. Kuzmak, and S. Kondrat, Capacitive
energy storage in single-file pores: Exactly solvable mod-
els and simulations, J. Chem. Phys. 155, 174112 (2021).

[30] A. A. Kornyshev, The simplest model of charge storage
in single file metallic nanopores, Faraday Discuss. 164,
117 (2014).

[31] A. A. Lee, S. Kondrat, G. Oshanin, and A. A. Kornyshev,
Charging dynamics of supercapacitors with narrow cylin-
drical nanopores, Nanotechnology 25, 315401 (2014).

[32] A. A. Lee, S. Kondrat, and A. A. Kornyshev, Charge
storage in conducting cylindrical nanopores, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 113, 048701 (2014).

[33] C. C. Rochester, S. Kondrat, G. Pruessner, and A. A.
Kornyshev, Charging ultra-nanoporous electrodes with
size-asymmetric ions assisted by apolar solvent, J. Phys.
Chem. C 120, 16042 (2016).

[34] W. Schmickler, A simple model for charge storage in a
nanotube, Electochim. Acta 173, 91 (2015).

[35] A. J. Pak and G. S. Hwang, Charging rate dependence of
ion migration and stagnation in ionic-liquid-filled carbon
nanopores, J. Phys. Chem. C 120, 24560 (2016).

[36] Y. Qiao, C. Lian, B. Lu, and J. Wu, Modeling selective
ion adsorption into cylindrical nanopores, Chem. Phys.
Lett. 709, 116 (2018).

[37] S. Kondrat, O. A. Vasilyev, and A. A. Kornyshev, Feel-
ing your neighbors across the walls: How interpore ionic
interactions affect capacitive energy storage, J. Chem.
Phys. Lett. 10, 4523 (2019).

[38] A. O. Zaboronsky and A. A. Kornyshev, Ising models of
charge storage in multifile metallic nanopores, J. Phys.:
Condens. Matter 32, 275201 (2020).

[39] S. Kondrat and A. Kornyshev, Pressing a spring:
What does it take to maximize the energy storage in
nanoporous supercapacitors?, Nanoscale Horiz. 1, 45
(2016).

[40] C. Lian, H. Liu, D. Henderson, and J. Wu, Can iono-
phobic nanopores enhance the energy storage capacity
of electric-double-layer capacitors containing nonaque-
ous electrolytes?, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 28, 414005
(2016).

[41] J. E. Vos, D. Inder Maur, H. P. Rodenburg, L. van den
Hoven, S. E. Schoemaker, P. E. de Jongh, and B. H. Erné,
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