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Abstract

W e predict a condensation phenom enon in an overallneutral system , consist—
ing of a singke charged plate and its oppositely charged counterions. Based
on the \two— uid" m odel, in which the counterions are divided nto a \free"
and a \condensed" fraction, we argue that for high surface charge, uctua-
tions can lad to a phase transition in which a large fraction of counterions
is condensed . Furthem ore, we show that depending on the valence, the con—

densation is eithera rst-order or a sm ooth transition.
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I. NTRODUCTION

E kctrostatic interactions control the structure, phase behavior, and function of
m acroions in aqueous solutions fI|]. The m acroions m ay be charged m embranes, sti poly—
electroltes such as DNA, or charged colloidal particles. The fiindam ental description of
these charged systam s has been the Poisson-Boltzm ann (PB) theory. However, i ignores
uctuations and correlations, which are In portant for the cases of Iow tem peratures, highly
charged surfaces, orm ultivalent counterions. These uctuation and correlation e ects, which
have been the focus of recent theoretical e orts, m ay drastically alter the m ean— eld picture
of PB theory E{§]. For example, one surprising e ect [5] is the attraction between two
highly charged m acroions, as cbserved in experiments [§] and in simulations {]]. Th this
paper, we argue that correlation e ects may lad to condensation of counterions onto an
oppositely charged plate, whose surface charge becom es e ectively renomm alized. In par-
ticular, the counterion valence plays an Interesting role: for 2 > Z. 162 for typical
system param eters (see below ), we nd a rstorder phase transition in which a large frac-
tion of the counterions is condensed, whilk forZ < Z. the condensation proceeds an oothly,
In plying that m onovalent and divalent counterions exhibit qualitatively distinct behavior.
T his is in contrast w ith m ore fam iliar theories of counterion condensation ], e.g. M anning
condensation for charged rods, where the e ective charge is continuously m odi ed by the
valence.
Recall that for a singke plhte of charge density &) = o (z) Inmerssd In an aqueous
solution of dielectric constant , containing point-lke counterions of charge Z e on both

sides of the plate, PB theory predicts that the counterion density [Ii]
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decays to zero algebraically w ith a characteristic length e=(32Z2 (), where § ]ZZT

7A istheB frrum length in water at room tem perature, kg isthe Boltzm ann constant, and

T isthe tam perature. ThisGouy-Chapm an (GC) length de nesa sheath near the charged



surface w ithin which m ost ofthe counterions are con ned. Typically, it ison the order of few
Angstrom s for e=100A ?.NotethatEgq. 1) in plies that at zero tem perature allofthe
counterions would collapse onto the charged plane. H owever, for high surface charge (or low
tem perature) Z 2% , Uctuation and correlation corrections can becom e so large that
the solution Eq. () to the PB equation isno longer valid 3]. Therefore, we m Ight expect a
quantitative deviation from the conclusion above. Indeed, as pointed out by Netz et al. ],
a perturbative expansion about the PB solution breaks down In this regin e, as indicated by
an unphysical (hegative) counterion density in the one-loop approxin ation. M otivated by
these cbservations, we propose a two— uidm odelin which the counterions are divided into a
free and a condensate fraction. T he free counterions have the usual 3D spatial distribution,
while the condensed counterions are con ned to the two-dim ensional charged plane, w ith a
mean (2D ) densiy n.. W e treat the fraction of 2D condensed counterions Zen= ( as
a variational param eter, which is determm ined selfconsistently by m inin izing the total free
energy of the systam .

Tt m ay be ussfil to illustrate the essential physics rst by a sim ple picture. In the soirit
ofthe two— uid m odel], the 2D condensed counterions partially neutralize the charged plate,
e ectively reducing the surface charge density from o toeng = ( Zen,wheren. istheir
surface (2D ) density. The free counterions can be m odeled as a 3D ideal gas con ned to
a slab of thickness 1=( 32 ng). At the D ebyeH udckel kevel, the free energy per uni

area for the condensad counterions f,4 (n.) can be w ritten as [_9]
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where = ksT and p, = 1=Q % Z%n.) is the 2D screening length. The rst term in
Eqg. @) isthe entropy and the second tem arises from the 2D uctuations. N ote that the

latter term  is logarithm ically divergent, which m ay be reqularized by a m icroscopic cuto

G 2 =a,yielding f30.) "’ L @ p=a).The fiee energy of the free counterions

& 5
f34 he) consists of the entropy of a con ned 3D ideal gas and the uctuation free energy.

The latter tetm m ay be estin ated by using the uctuation contrbution to the free energy



density from the 3D D ebyeH uckel theory {10] and multplying it by the thickness of the
shb g :

n
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where c= ng=(Z ) average (3D ) concentration of the free counterionsand 2 4 Z*Lc
is the 3D screening length. Note that the second temm scales as RZ. This simple
picture to estim ate fiy h.) contains all the qualitative physics [I1], which ©llow from the

m ore precise analysis presented below . The total fiee energy In the two— uid m odel is

f()=56H40)+ Bg( ). M InIm izng £ (.) to nd n., we cbtain
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w here the three din ensionless param eters: the order param eter Z ep= o, the coupling

constant g 7? = , (wWhere isthekare GC length), and the reduced tem perature
a=(Z %% ), complktely determ ine the equilbrium state of the system . Tt is straightorward
to dbtain the asym ptotic solutions of Eq. ) corresponding to the uncondensed, 1,

h i
and ocondensed, 1, state of the counterions: | ' g exp 1 %g and , ' 1

[ exp ()] = = . Forweak couplings, g 1, ; isthe only consistent solution. O n the
other hand, for lJarge coupling g 1, where uctuation free energies dom nate the system ,
1 and , are both consistent solutions for anall , and a rst-order transition takes place
when £ (1) = f£(,). Thus, a lJarge fraction of counterions is condensed if g exceeds som e
threshold value g > gp. For an estin ate, taking = 002 (divalent counterions at room
tam perature) we nd gy 1:757, corresponding to a surface charge of o e=10 nm 2.

W e em phasize that although there is a close analogy between our approach and them ore
fam iliar theory of counterion condensation, e.g. M anning condensation ], the counterion
condensation in our m odel has a di erent physical origin arising from charge uctuations.
In M anning condensation, the com petition between entropy and electrostatics leads to an
electrostatic potential at Jarge distances that is independent of the charge density of the

rod above the M anning threshold B]. In this sense, for the geom etry of a charge plate,



counterions are aways "M anning condensed" at the PB Jvel [12]. On the other hand, In
ourm odel, we take one step further by show ing that when correlation e ects are taken into
acoount, a nite fraction of the counterions is condensed to o a 2D Coulomb gas onto
the charged plate. This paper is organized as ollows: In Sec. 11, we present In detail the
two— uid m odel and construct the total free energy of the system . In Sec. ',_'[I_'lwe present

the central results of this paper, llowed by an extensive discussion.

II.COUNTERION FREE ENERGY IN THE \TW O-FLUID"M ODEL

To study the condensation m ore rigorously, we com pute total free energy by m apping the
problem intoa eld theory. Consider an overallneutral system oconsisting of counterions and
an oppositely charged surface Inm ersed in an aqueous solution. T he surface charge density
on theplateis ¢ = eng. W em odelthe aqueous solution w ith a uniform dielectric constant
This simn pli cation allow sus to study uctuation and correlation e ects analytically. Tn the
Spirit of the \two— uid" m odel, we divide the counterions Into a \condensed" and a \free"
fraction. T he condensed counterions are allowed to m ove only on the charged surface, whilke
the free counterions distribute in the space on both sides of the plate. T he electrostatic free

energy for the whole system m ay be w ritten as
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where a is the m olecular size of the counterions, = €’=( kg T) isthe B frrum length, Z is
the valence of the counterions, r is the in-plane position vector, and x = (r;z). The rsttwo
term s .n Eq. () are the two-din ensional entropy for the condensate and three-din ensional
entropy for the \free" counterions, regpectively, and the other temm s represent the electro—

static interactions of counterions in the system . In Eq. ), the two-din ensional density of



the condensed ocounterions is denoted by n. (r), the \free" counterions w ith 3D density by

(x), and the extemal xed charges arising from the surface by ng¢ X) = ny (z). W ithin
the G aussian uctuation approxin ation, we consider the spatial dependent uctuations of
the 2D density of condensed counterions about a uniform mean: n.(r) = n.+ n. (r), and

expand Eq. () to seoond orderin . (r):
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where A is the area of the plane, J (x) Z 9 nr X), and ng X) = nf x) Zn. (z).
Note that J (x) is linearly coupled to n.(r) In the above equation. Summ ing over all the

2D uctuations of the condensed counterions, ie.

Z
e He= D n.(xe e

we obtain two term s In the e ective free energy: H o = Fog+ Hzg. The st tem Fog4 isthe

free energy associated w ith the condensed counterions which can be w ritten as

n o
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where K 54 (x;V) r’+ % (z) (X vy) isthe2D DebyeHuckel operator and , =

D

1=Q2 Z?Ln.) istheD ebye screening length in 2-D .The rsttem i Eqg. () is the entropy
and the second tem ardses from the 2D charge— uctuations. N ote that this uctuation tem

can be evaluated analytically [], w ith the result quoted n Eq. @):
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The second term H 34 is the electrostatic free energy for the \free" counterions, taking
Into acoount of the presence of the uctuating condensate; to within an additive constant,

it m ay be w ritten as
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where () 5 Fx2 TG, 62;x%) ng kY is the \renom alized" extemal eld arising from
the charged plate. From Eqg. G), we can see that the presence of the condensatem odi esthe
electrostatics of the free counterions in two ways. F irst, the condensate partially neutralizes
the charged surface, e ectively reducing the surface charge density from eng toeng = e(ng
Zn.). Second, their uctuations renom alize the electrostatic interaction of the system ;
thus, Instead of the usual C oulom b potential, the free counterions and the charged surfaces
Interact via the nteraction G ,4 (;x%, which is the nverse (the G reen’s filnction) of the 2D
D eboye-H uckel operator K ,4 {31

rZ+ Z @) Gogx;x) =4 LZ° & R); 8)
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where the second term in the bracket takes the uctuating 2D \condensate" into account.
Henoce, nthelimin.,! Oor p ! 1 ,G,q&;x% reducesto theusualCoulmb interaction
Gok;x) =4 z?=% 5

A ftera H ubbard-Stratonovich transfom ation [14], the grand canonicalpartition fiinction

for the free counterions can be m apped onto a functional integral representation: 2 [ 1=

R -
No D e Sl7lwith thee ective Ham iltonian [15]
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where (x) isthe uctuating eld, 2 = 4 LZ%e =a®, is the chem ical potential, and

N, 2 detk 2q is the nomn alization factor. The m ninum of the e ective H am iltonian,
given by S(X) = 0, de nes the saddlepoint equation or ( (x), which reads
= o0
2 2 " (x) 2
r<’ x)+ ‘e =4 LZng @)+ — @)’ &) (10)
D
In termm s of the mean—- eld potential ¥ ) = 14 (X) ). The solution to Eq. «(If)

s’ ®)=2h 1+ %j , which satis es the boundary conditions: i) ’ (0) = 0 and ii)



’ p_
%, ,~ 2 kZng,with =2 kZngz= 2. Thus, atthemean- eld lkvel, the distrbution

of the free counterions
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hasexactly the sam e form asthePB distrbution Eq. (l),butw ith a renom alized G C length

R p§= = 1=( 1 Zng). To obtain the m ean— eld free energy of the free counterions
Fo (g ), we note that i is related to the G bbs potential [ ] S[g; ]1by a Legendre
transom ation: Fo g ) = o[ 1+ Rd3x o (X). Solving for the chem ical potential from
itsde nition: = In % and using the m ean— eld solution ’ (x), we nd
3!
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where A is the area of the charged plane. Note that Fy (g ) has the form of an ideal
gas entropy of a gas w ith concentration ng=(@Z ) con ned to a slkab of thickness g, the
renom alized GC length.

Next, to capture correlation e ects, we must also Include the uctuations of the free
oounterions, thereby treating the \free" and \condensed" ocounterions on the sam e level
To thisend, we expand the action S [ ; ]about the saddlepoint &) to ssocond order In
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is the second varation of the action S[ ; ]. Note that the linear temm in (x) does

not contrbute to the expansion since , (x) satis es the saddlepoint equation Eq. (10).
Perform ing the G aussian integrals in the functional integral, we cbtain an expression forthe

change in the free energy due to uctuations of the free counterions:

l A l N
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w here the second tem com es from the nom alization factorN o. To evaluate F 3q explic-
itly, we st di erentiate it with respect to 1z by m aking use of the identity hdetX =

TrX ! X to obtain
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where G ,q &;x) = and G 34 (x;x° is the G reen’s filnction for the
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3D free counterdons. It satis es
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w here r=p = 2 =(1 ). Notethatthe rsttem in Gq (x;x) is jasttheCoulom b self-
R
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into Eq. (@5), we obtan
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Because I;, ( ) are ndependent of 1, we can integrate Eq. (1§) back to obtain  F 345

thus, the total free energy per unit area for the free counterions is
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Incidentally, In the lin i of vanishing density of the condensed counterions, n. ! 0 (or
r ! ), I1 Q) = p—g,andweobtajn the uctuation correction to the mean— eld PB free

energy: fp = ]’BT=(8P§ 2). This result m ay be understood physically as follow s.
A ccording to PB theory, the counterions are con ned to a slab ofthickness , and thusm ay
be considered as an dealgas with a 3D concentration of c np= . This In plies that the
nverse of the 3D \screening" length is ¢ P ck 1= . Using the 3D D ebyeH uckel free
energy (oer unit volum e) f g,theoorrectjontothemean—eJdPB free energy (per
unit area) scaks ke £ 3 %2, In agreem ent with Eq. @). Therefore, the
precise calculation leading to Eq. ([9) jasti es the use ofthe sim ple picture to illustrate the
physics behind the counterion condensation presented in the Introduction. W e note nally
that Eq. {L9) also contains additional couplings am ong the uctuations of the \condensed"

and \free" counterions.

IIT.RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The central resuls of this paper follow from the m inin ization of the total fiee energy
£( )= fiq( )+ £4( ), cbtained respectively in Egs. ) and (19), w ith respect to the order
param eter . Fig.'] summ arizes the behavior of as a fiinction of the coupling constant
related to the surface charge density g= 22k = and the reduced tem perature a=Z3%).
Forweak couplingg 1,where uctuation corrections are negligioly an all, the counterions
prefer to be free to gain entropy; there are aln ost no condensed counterions so that 0.
This is not surprising since PB theory is a weak-coupling theory which becom es exact as
g ! 0. However, for higher surface charge density, where correlation e ects becom e m ore
In portant, the behavior of depends crucially on . In particular, or < 00378,
displays a nite jimp at go( ), eg. g = 1695 at = 002. [[his corresponds to divalent
counterions at room tem perature with g O:denm 2.] Thus, the system exhbisa rst—
order phase transition, in which a large fraction of counterions is condensed (@bout 80% ).

The physicalm echanisn l¥ading to this counterion condensation is the additional binding

10



arisihg from 2D charge- uctuations, which dom nate the system at lower tem peratures.
However, for >  the behavior of is compltely di erent; in this regin e, there is no
phase transition and the condensation occurs sm oothly. Thus, the condensation transition
is sim ilar to the liquid-gas transition, which has a lne of rst-order transitions tem inating
at the critical point where a second-order transition occurs. In our case, the crtical point is
foundtobe .’ 04,qg.’ 1:605,and .’ 0:0378. Furthem ore, if one takes k 107, ie.
room tem perature, and a 1A, it Pllows from the de nition of that there is a crtical
value of counterion valence Z . = ! a=% o)’ 162,below which no rstorder condensation
transition is possibl. Therefore, divalent counterions behave qualiatively di erently from
m onovalent counterions. In fact, signi cant di erences between m ono—and divalent ions are
observed in various biophysical processes.

W e stress that uctuation e ects are crucial for this counterion condensation transition
to occur. In fact, i may be viewed as a surface analog of the bulk transition discussed
by Fisher and Levin [1§]. These authors predicted a phase separation, where a strongly
correlated, dense phase coexists w ith a weakly correlated dilute phase in an ionic system
dom inated by Coulom b Interactions and charge uctuations. In our case, the surface breaks
the translational sym m etry and sin ilar phase ssparation occurs In its vicihiy. Indeed, using
Eq. 19) in the limit of ! 0, ie. without assum ing the existence of 2D condensate,
the system show s a them odynam ic nstability at g 44. The nclusion of an additional
degree of freedom , ie., allow ing the counterions to condense, can only lower the total free
energy, suggesting a phase transition in which the condensate (\liquid") near the surface
ooexists w ith the m ore dilute, delocalized counterion (\gas") distribbution. Indeed, a recent
sinulation f17] clearly shows that at low tem perature, m ost of the counterions reside on
the surface, consistent w ith our two— uid picture. However, our calculation based on the
Gaussian uctuation theory may break down for very large g > 10. In this regine, a
com plem entary treatm ent is considered by Shklovskii in Ref. ], n which the condensed
counterions are assum ed to orm a 2D W igner crystal. T hat theory also predicts a strongly

reduced surface charge and an exponentially large renom alized G ouy-Chapm ann length,
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qualitatively sin ilar to our resuls. In contrast, by treating the uctuations ofthe condensed
and free counterionson an equal footing, we are able to capture the onset ofthe condensation
@tg  2), which bridges between the regin e where PB theory is approprate, g ! 0, and
the very strong coupling regine, g ! 1 BA7].

In summ ary, we have presented a new mechanian by which the ocounterions becom e
condensed so as to neutralize the surface charge of a m acroion. It has been known experi-
m entally that an e ective surface charge, which isalways lower than the actual charge, m ust
be introduced in orderto texperim entaldata tothePB theory fi8]. Thus, ourtheory o ers
a possible scenario to account for this experin ental fact. In addition, for the case of two
highk-charged surfaces, the PB repulsions between them are greatly reduced due to strong
condensation, and the dom Inant Interaction w illbe the charge uctuation attractions. T hus,
this condensation picture m ay also be crucial to understanding the like-charged attraction
[19]. Furthem ore, there are som e recent experin ental 2] and sinultion P1] indications
that are consistent w ith the predicted condensation e ect. The experin ents RQ] were per-
form ed w ith a m onolayer of cationic surfactant where surface density of the surfactant and
the counterion/salt density are controlled w ith high accuracy. T he experin ents m easured
a rapid neutralization (about 90% ) of the charged surfactant m onolayer by increasing its
surface density (oy about 10% ). In som e cases, a discontinuous neutralization process is
observed R0]. A lso, recent extensive sinulation studies of unifom ly charged surfaces per—
form ed in Ref. P1] reports two interesting observations: First, when g 1 there appears a
coexistence betw een tw o distinct counterion density distributions: an exponentially decaying
distrdoution near the inm ediate vicinity of the charged surface and an algebraic decaying
distrbution far away from the the surface. N ote that the exponentially decaying distriou-
tion m ight be associated with our condensed counterions, which we have assum ed to be
a delta-fiinction distrbution. Secondly, the soeci ¢ heat of the simulated system shows a
pronounced hum p in the region 10 < g < 100, though no rigorous proof of the condensa—
tion transition from simulations (and experin ents) has been obtained so far. Indeed, there

rem ains som e fundam ental issues to be addressed In the future, for exam ple, the ok of
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excluded volum es, the discreteness of the surface charge and its m obility, and higher order
(oeyond G aussian) corrections. A recent calculation and sinulation show s that charge dis-
creteness also induces charge Jocalization P2]. Therefore, it is possible that these neglected
e ectsm ay sn ooth out the rst-order transition. H owever, we believe that a rapid variation

of the condensation w ith the surface charge, re ecting the predicted e ect, should rem ain.
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FIG .1l. The fraction of condensed counterions Z en~ o as a function of g 7’p= Por

di erent values of a=@Z%% ). At ow surface charge g 1, the counterion distribution is well
described by PB theory since 1. However, at high surface charge, correlation e ects lads to
a large fraction of counterion condensed. T he condensation is rstorder for <  and sm ooth for

> o, where . 0:0378. The solid Iine = 002 corresponds to divalent counterions, where a

nite jum p occurs at gy 17 or ¢ Ole nm 2.
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