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Abstract

W epredicta condensation phenom enon in an overallneutralsystem ,consist-

ing ofa single charged plate and its oppositely charged counterions. Based

on the \two-uid" m odel,in which the counterionsare divided into a \free"

and a \condensed" fraction,we argue that for high surface charge,uctua-

tions can lead to a phase transition in which a large fraction ofcounterions

iscondensed.Furtherm ore,weshow thatdepending on thevalence,thecon-

densation iseithera �rst-orderora sm ooth transition.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Electrostatic interactions control the structure, phase behavior, and function of

m acroionsin aqueoussolutions[1]. The m acroionsm ay be charged m em branes,sti� poly-

electrolytes such as DNA,or charged colloidalparticles. The fundam entaldescription of

these charged system s has been the Poisson-Boltzm ann (PB) theory. However,it ignores

uctuationsand correlations,which areim portantforthecasesoflow tem peratures,highly

charged surfaces,orm ultivalentcounterions.Theseuctuation and correlation e�ects,which

havebeen thefocusofrecenttheoreticale�orts,m ay drastically alterthem ean-�eld picture

ofPB theory [2{5]. For exam ple,one surprising e�ect [5]is the attraction between two

highly charged m acroions,as observed in experim ents [6]and in sim ulations [7]. In this

paper,we argue that correlation e�ects m ay lead to condensation ofcounterions onto an

oppositely charged plate,whose surface charge becom es e�ectively renorm alized. In par-

ticular,the counterion valence plays an interesting role: for Z > Zc � 1:62 for typical

system param eters(see below),we �nd a �rst-orderphase transition in which a largefrac-

tion ofthecounterionsiscondensed,whileforZ < Zc thecondensation proceedssm oothly,

im plying thatm onovalentand divalentcounterionsexhibitqualitatively distinctbehavior.

Thisisin contrastwith m orefam iliartheoriesofcounterion condensation [8],e.g.M anning

condensation forcharged rods,where the e�ective charge iscontinuously m odi�ed by the

valence.

Recallthatfora single plate ofcharge density �(x)= �0�(z)im m ersed in an aqueous

solution ofdielectric constant �,containing point-like counterions ofcharge � Ze on both

sidesoftheplate,PB theory predictsthatthecounterion density [1]

c(z)=
1

2�Z2lB (jzj+ �)
2
; (1)

decaystozeroalgebraically with acharacteristiclength � � e=(�lB Z�0),wherelB � e2

�kB T
�

7�A istheBjerrum length in wateratroom tem perature,kB istheBoltzm ann constant,and

T isthetem perature.ThisGouy-Chapm an (GC)length � de�nesasheath nearthecharged
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surfacewithin which m ostofthecounterionsarecon�ned.Typically,itison theorderoffew

Angstrom sfor�0 � e=100�A � 2.NotethatEq.(1)im pliesthatatzerotem peratureallofthe

counterionswould collapseonto thecharged plane.However,forhigh surfacecharge(orlow

tem perature) Z 2lB � �,uctuation and correlation corrections can becom e so large that

thesolution Eq.(1)to thePB equation isno longervalid [3].Therefore,wem ightexpecta

quantitativedeviation from theconclusion above.Indeed,aspointed outby Netzetal.[3],

a perturbativeexpansion aboutthePB solution breaksdown in thisregim e,asindicated by

an unphysical(negative)counterion density in the one-loop approxim ation. M otivated by

theseobservations,weproposeatwo-uid m odelin which thecounterionsaredivided into a

freeand a condensatefraction.Thefreecounterionshavetheusual3D spatialdistribution,

while thecondensed counterionsarecon�ned to the two-dim ensionalcharged plane,with a

m ean (2D)density nc. W e treatthe fraction of2D condensed counterions� � Zenc=�0 as

a variationalparam eter,which isdeterm ined self-consistently by m inim izing the totalfree

energy ofthesystem .

Itm ay beusefulto illustratetheessentialphysics�rstby a sim plepicture.In thespirit

ofthetwo-uid m odel,the2D condensed counterionspartially neutralizethecharged plate,

e�ectively reducing thesurfacechargedensity from �0 to enR = �0� Zenc,wherenc istheir

surface (2D)density. The free counterions can be m odeled as a 3D idealgas con�ned to

a slab ofthickness�R � 1=(�lB ZnR ). Atthe Debye-H�uckellevel,the free energy perunit

area forthecondensed counterionsf2d(nc)can bewritten as[9]

�f2d(nc)= nc

n

ln[nca
2]� 1

o

+
1

2

Z
d2q

(2�)2

(

ln

"

1+
1

q�D

#

�
1

q�D

)

; (2)

where �� 1 = kB T and �D = 1=(2�lB Z
2nc) is the 2D screening length. The �rst term in

Eq.(2)isthe entropy and the second term arisesfrom the 2D uctuations. Note thatthe

latterterm islogarithm ically divergent,which m ay be regularized by a m icroscopic cut-o�

qc � 2�=a,yielding ��f2d(nc)’ � 1

8��2
D

ln(2��D =a).Thefreeenergy ofthefreecounterions

f3d(nc)consists ofthe entropy ofa con�ned 3D idealgasand the uctuation free energy.

The latterterm m ay be estim ated by using the uctuation contribution to the free energy
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density from the 3D Debye-H�uckeltheory [10]and m ultiplying it by the thickness ofthe

slab �R :

�f3d(nc)� c�R

n

ln[ca3]� 1
o

�
�3s

12�
�R; (3)

where c= nR =(Z�R)average (3D)concentration ofthe freecounterionsand �
2
s � 4�Z2lB c

is the 3D screening length. Note that the second term scales as � � �
� 2
R . This sim ple

picture to estim ate f3d(nc)containsallthe qualitative physics [11],which follow from the

m ore precise analysis presented below. The totalfree energy in the two-uid m odelis

f(�)= f2d(�)+ f3d(�).M inim izing f(nc)to �nd nc,weobtain

1+ �gln

 
�

��g

!

� ln

"
�

(1� �)2�g

#

�
4

3
g(1� �)= 0; (4)

where thethree dim ensionlessparam eters:theorderparam eter� � Zenc=�0,the coupling

constantg � Z2lB =�,(where � isthe bare GC length),and the reduced tem perature � �

a=(Z 2lB ),com pletely determ ine the equilibrium state ofthe system . Itisstraightforward

to obtain the asym ptotic solutions ofEq. (4)corresponding to the uncondensed,�1 � 1,

and condensed, �2 � 1, state of the counterions: �1 ’ g� exp
h

1� 4

3
g
i

and �2 ’ 1 �

[� exp(1)]
� 1=2

�
g�

�

� g� 1

2

.Forweak couplings,g � 1,�1 istheonly consistentsolution.On the

otherhand,forlargecoupling g � 1,where uctuation free energiesdom inate thesystem ,

�1 and �2 are both consistentsolutionsforsm all�,and a �rst-ordertransition takesplace

when f(�1)= f(�2). Thus,a large fraction ofcounterions iscondensed ifg exceeds som e

threshold value g > g0. For an estim ate,taking � = 0:02 (divalent counterions at room

tem perature)we�nd g0 � 1:757,corresponding to a surfacechargeof�0 � e=10 nm� 2.

W eem phasizethatalthough thereisacloseanalogy between ourapproach and them ore

fam iliartheory ofcounterion condensation,e.g. M anning condensation [8],the counterion

condensation in ourm odelhasa di�erentphysicalorigin arising from charge uctuations.

In M anning condensation,the com petition between entropy and electrostatics leadsto an

electrostatic potentialat large distances that is independent ofthe charge density ofthe

rod above the M anning threshold [8]. In this sense,for the geom etry ofa charge plate,
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counterionsare always"M anning condensed" atthe PB level[12]. On the otherhand,in

ourm odel,wetakeonestep furtherby showing thatwhen correlation e�ectsaretaken into

account,a �nite fraction ofthe counterions iscondensed to form a 2D Coulom b gasonto

the charged plate. Thispaperisorganized asfollows: In Sec. II,we presentin detailthe

two-uid m odeland construct the totalfree energy ofthe system . In Sec. IIIwe present

thecentralresultsofthispaper,followed by an extensive discussion.

II.C O U N T ER IO N FR EE EN ER G Y IN T H E \T W O -FLU ID " M O D EL

Tostudy thecondensation m orerigorously,wecom putetotalfreeenergy by m appingthe

problem intoa�eld theory.Consideran overallneutralsystem consistingofcounterionsand

an oppositely charged surfaceim m ersed in an aqueoussolution.Thesurfacechargedensity

on theplateis�0 = en0.W em odeltheaqueoussolution with auniform dielectricconstant�.

Thissim pli�cation allowsusto study uctuation and correlation e�ectsanalytically.In the

spiritofthe \two-uid" m odel,we divide the counterionsinto a \condensed" and a \free"

fraction.Thecondensed counterionsareallowed to m oveonly on thecharged surface,while

thefreecounterionsdistributein thespaceon both sidesoftheplate.Theelectrostaticfree

energy forthewholesystem m ay bewritten as

�Fel=

Z

d
2
rnc(r)

n

ln
h

nc(r)a
2
i

� 1
o

+

Z

d
3
x�(x)

n

ln
h

�(x)a3
i

� 1
o

+
Z 2lB

2

Z

d
3
x

Z

d
3
x
0
nc(r)�(z)nc(r

0)�(z0)

jx � x0j
+
Z 2lB

2

Z

d
3
x

Z

d
3
x
0
�(x)�(x0)

jx � x0j

+ ZlB

Z

d
3
x

Z

d
3
x
0nc(r)�(z)[Z�(x

0)� nf(x
0)]

jx � x0j
� ZlB

Z

d
3
x

Z

d
3
x
0�(x)nf(x

0)

jx � x0j

+
lB

2

Z

d
3
x

Z

d
3
x
0
nf(x)nf(x

0)

jx � x0j
; (5)

wherea isthem olecularsizeofthecounterions,lB = e2=(�kB T)istheBjerrum length,Z is

thevalenceofthecounterions,risthein-planeposition vector,and x = (r;z).The�rsttwo

term sin Eq.(5)arethetwo-dim ensionalentropy forthecondensateand three-dim ensional

entropy forthe \free" counterions,respectively,and the otherterm srepresentthe electro-

staticinteractionsofcounterionsin thesystem .In Eq.(5),thetwo-dim ensionaldensity of
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the condensed counterionsisdenoted by nc(r),the \free" counterionswith 3D density by

�(x),and the external�xed charges arising from the surface by nf(x) = n0�(z). W ithin

the Gaussian uctuation approxim ation,we considerthe spatialdependentuctuationsof

the 2D density ofcondensed counterionsabouta uniform m ean: nc(r)= nc + �nc(r),and

expand Eq.(5)to second orderin �nc(r):

�Fel= nc

n

ln
h

nca
2
i

� 1
o

A +

Z

d
3
x�(x)

n

ln
h

�(x)a3
i

� 1
o

+
Z 2lB

2

Z

d
3
x

Z

d
3
x
0
�(x)�(x0)

jx � x0j
� ZlB

Z

d
3
x

Z

d
3
x
0
�(x)nR (x

0)

jx � x0j

+
1

2

Z

d
2
r

Z

d
2
r
0

"
Z 2lB

jr� r0j
+
�(r� r0)

nc

#

�nc(r)�nc(r
0)

+ ZlB

Z

d
3
x

Z

d
3
x
0�nc(r)�(z)J(x

0)

jx � x0j
+
lB

2

Z

d
3
x

Z

d
3
x
0nR (x)nR (x

0)

jx � x0j
+ O [�nc(r)]

3
;

where A isthe area ofthe plane,J(x)� Z�(x0)� nR (x),and nR (x)= nf(x)� Znc�(z).

Note thatJ(x)islinearly coupled to �nc(r)in the above equation. Sum m ing overallthe

2D uctuationsofthecondensed counterions,i.e.

e
� �H e =

Z

D �nc(r)e
� �Fel;

weobtain two term sin thee�ective freeenergy:H e = F2d + H 3d.The�rstterm F2d isthe

freeenergy associated with thecondensed counterionswhich can bewritten as

�F2d = nc

n

ln[nca
2]� 1

o

A +
1

2
lndetK̂ 2d �

1

2
lndet[� r

2

x
]; (6)

where K̂ 2d(x;y)�
h

� r2
x
+ 2

�D
�(z)

i

�(x � y)isthe 2D Debye-H�uckeloperatorand �D =

1=(2�Z2lB nc)istheDebyescreening length in 2-D.The�rstterm in Eq.(6)istheentropy

and thesecond term arisesfrom the2D charge-uctuations.Notethatthisuctuation term

can beevaluated analytically [9],with theresultquoted in Eq.(2):

�f2d(nc)= nc

n

ln[nca
2]� 1

o

+
1

2

Z
d2q

(2�)2

(

ln

"

1+
1

q�D

#

�
1

q�D

)

:

The second term H 3d isthe electrostatic free energy forthe \free" counterions,taking

into accountofthe presence ofthe uctuating condensate;to within an additive constant,

itm ay bewritten as
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�H 3d =

Z

d
3
x�(x)

n

ln
h

�(x)a3
i

� 1
o

+
1

2

Z

d
3
x

Z

d
3
x
0
�(x)G2d(x;x

0)�(x0)

�

Z

d
3
x�(x)�(x); (7)

where �(x)�
R
d3x0Z � 1G 2d(x;x

0)nR(x
0)isthe \renorm alized" external�eld arising from

thecharged plate.From Eq.(7),wecan seethatthepresenceofthecondensatem odi�esthe

electrostaticsofthefreecounterionsin two ways.First,thecondensatepartially neutralizes

thecharged surface,e�ectively reducingthesurfacechargedensity from en0 toenR = e(n0�

Znc). Second,their uctuations renorm alize the electrostatic interaction ofthe system ;

thus,instead oftheusualCoulom b potential,thefreecounterionsand thecharged surfaces

interactvia theinteraction G 2d(x;x
0),which istheinverse(theGreen’sfunction)ofthe2D

Debye-H�uckeloperator K̂ 2d [13]:

�

� r
2

x
+

2

�D
�(z)

�

G 2d(x;x
0)= 4�lB Z

2
�(x � x

0); (8)

where the second term in the brackettakesthe uctuating 2D \condensate" into account.

Hence,in thelim itnc ! 0 or�D ! 1 ,G 2d(x;x
0)reducesto theusualCoulom b interaction

G 0(x;x
0)= 4�lB Z

2=jx � x0j.

AfteraHubbard-Stratonovich transform ation[14],thegrandcanonicalpartitionfunction

forthe free counterionscan be m apped onto a functionalintegralrepresentation: Z �[�]=

N 0

R
D  e� S[ ;�]with thee�ective Ham iltonian [15]

S[ ;�]=
1

4�lB Z
2

Z

d
3
x

�
1

2
 (x)[� r

2] (x)+
1

�D
�(z)[ (x)]2 � �

2
e
i (x)+ �(x)

�

; (9)

where  (x) is the uctuating �eld,�2 = 4�lB Z
2e�=a3,� is the chem icalpotential,and

N
� 2
0 � detK̂ 2d is the norm alization factor. The m inim um ofthe e�ective Ham iltonian,

given by �S

� (x)

�
�
�
 =  0

= 0,de�nesthesaddle-pointequation for 0(x),which reads

r
2
’(x)+ �

2
e
� ’(x) = 4�lB ZnR �(z)+

2

�D
�(z)’(x) (10)

in term s ofthe m ean-�eld potential’(x) = � i 0(x)� �(x). The solution to Eq. (10)

is ’(x) = 2ln
�

1+
�jzj
p
2

�

, which satis�es the boundary conditions: i) ’(0) = 0 and ii)

7



d’

dz

�
�
�
z= 0

= 2�lB ZnR ,with � = 2�lB ZnR=
p
2.Thus,atthe m ean-�eld level,the distribution

ofthefreecounterions

�0(x)� �
2
e
� ’(x)

=4�lB Z
2 =

1

2�lB Z
2(jzj+ �R )

2

hasexactlythesam eform asthePB distribution Eq.(1),butwith arenorm alizedGC length

�R �
p
2=� = 1=(�lB ZnR ). To obtain the m ean-�eld free energy ofthe free counterions

F0(nR),we note that it is related to the Gibbs potential�0[�]� S[ 0;�]by a Legendre

transform ation:F0(nR )= �0[�]+ �
R
d3x�0(x). Solving forthe chem icalpotential� from

itsde�nition:� = ln
�
nR a

3

2Z �R

�

and using them ean-�eld solution ’(x),we�nd

�F0(nR )=A =
nR

Z
ln

 
nR a

3

2Z�R

!

�
nR

Z
; (11)

where A is the area ofthe charged plane. Note that F0(nR ) has the form ofan ideal

gasentropy ofa gaswith concentration nR =(Z�R)con�ned to a slab ofthickness �R ,the

renorm alized GC length.

Next,to capture correlation e�ects,we m ust also include the uctuations ofthe free

counterions,thereby treating the \free" and \condensed" counterions on the sam e level.

To thisend,we expand the action S[ ;�]aboutthe saddle-point 0(x)to second orderin

� (x)=  (x)�  0(x)

S[�; ]= S[�; 0]+
1

2

Z

d
3
x

Z

d
3
y� (x) K̂ 3d(x;y)� (y)+ � � � ; (12)

wherethedi�erentialoperator

K̂ 3d(x;y)�

"

� r
2

x
+

2

�D
�(z)+

2

(jzj+ �R )
2

#

�(x � y); (13)

is the second variation ofthe action S[ ;�]. Note that the linear term in � (x) does

not contribute to the expansion since  0(x) satis�es the saddle-point equation Eq. (10).

Perform ing theGaussian integralsin thefunctionalintegral,weobtain an expression forthe

changein thefreeenergy dueto uctuationsofthefreecounterions:

��F 3d =
1

2
lndetK̂ 3d �

1

2
lndetK̂ 2d; (14)
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wherethesecond term com esfrom thenorm alization factorN 0.To evaluate��F 3d explic-

itly,we �rst di�erentiate itwith respect to lB by m aking use ofthe identity � lndetX̂ =

TrX̂ � 1�X̂ to obtain

4�lB Z
2
@��F 3d

@lB
= �

@�R

@lB

Z

d
3
x
2G 3d(x;x)

(jzj+ �R )
3
�
@�D

@lB

Z

d
3
x [G 3d(x;x)� G2d(x;x)]

�(z)

�2D
;

(15)

where G 2d(x;x) =
R

d2q

(2�)2
2�lB Z

2

q

h

1� e� 2qjzj

1+ q�D

i

and G 3d(x;x
0) is the Green’s function forthe

3D freecounterions.Itsatis�es

"

� r
2

x
+

2

�D
�(z)+

2

(jzj+ �R )
2

#

G 3d(x;x
0)= 4�lB Z

2
�(x � x

0); (16)

which can besolved to yield:

G 3d(x;x)=

Z
d2q

(2�)2

2�lB Z
2

q

8
><

>:
1 �

1

q2(jzj+ �R )
2
+

e� 2qjzj
h

1+ 1

q(jzj+ �R )

i2

(1+ q�R)[1+ q�R + (q�R)
2]

�
 (q�R)

3e� 2qjzj
h

1+ 1

q(jzj+ �R )

i2

[1+ q�R + (q�R)
2][(1+ q�R)(1+ )+ (q�R)

2]

9
>=

>;
; (17)

where � �R =�D = 2�=(1� �).Notethatthe�rstterm inG3d(x;x)isjusttheCoulom bself-

energy G 0(0)=
R

d2q

(2�)2
2�lB Z

2

q
,which m ustbesubtracted.Inserting G 2d(x;x)and G 3d(x;x)

into Eq.(15),weobtain

1

A

@��F 3d

@lB
=
I1()

4��3R

@�R

@lB
+
I2()=

4��3D

@�D

@lB
+ (self-energy); (18)

wherethefunctionsI1;2()aregiven by

I1()=
1

2
ln(1+ )+ 3

�
�
�
�
�

s
1+ 

3� 
tan� 1

s
3� 

1+ 

�
�
�
�
�
;

I2()=


2
ln

2

1+ 
+ (2� )

�
�
�
�
�

s
1+ 

3� 
tan� 1

s
3� 

1+ 

�
�
�
�
�
:

Because I1;2() are independent oflB ,we can integrate Eq. (15) back to obtain ��F 3d;

thus,thetotalfreeenergy perunitarea forthefreecounterionsis

�f3d(�)=
nR

Z
ln

 
nR a

3

2Z�R

!

�
nR

Z
�
I1()

8��2R
�

I2()

8��D �R
: (19)
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Incidentally,in the lim itofvanishing density ofthe condensed counterions,nc ! 0 (or

�R ! �),I1(0)=
�p
3
,and we obtain the uctuation correction to the m ean-�eld PB free

energy: �f pb = � kB T=(8
p
3�2). This result m ay be understood physically as follows.

According to PB theory,thecounterionsarecon�ned to aslab ofthickness�,and thusm ay

be considered asan idealgaswith a 3D concentration ofc� n0=�. Thisim pliesthatthe

inverse ofthe3D \screening" length is�s �
p
clB � 1=�.Using the 3D Debye-H�uckelfree

energy (perunitvolum e)��f � � �3s,thecorrection to them ean-�eld PB freeenergy (per

unitarea)scaleslike��f pb � � � � �� 3 � � �� 2,in agreem entwith Eq.(3).Therefore,the

precisecalculation leading toEq.(19)justi�estheuseofthesim plepictureto illustratethe

physicsbehind the counterion condensation presented in the Introduction.W e note �nally

thatEq.(19)also containsadditionalcouplingsam ong theuctuationsofthe\condensed"

and \free" counterions.

III.R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

The centralresults ofthispaperfollow from the m inim ization ofthe totalfree energy

f(�)= f2d(�)+ f3d(�),obtained respectively in Eqs.(2)and (19),with respectto theorder

param eter�. Fig. 1 sum m arizes the behaviorof� asa function ofthe coupling constant

related tothesurfacechargedensity g = Z 2lB =� and thereduced tem perature� � a=(Z2lB ).

Forweak coupling g � 1,whereuctuation correctionsarenegligibly sm all,thecounterions

preferto befreeto gain entropy;there arealm ostno condensed counterionsso that� � 0.

This isnot surprising since PB theory is a weak-coupling theory which becom es exact as

g ! 0. However,forhighersurface charge density,where correlation e�ectsbecom e m ore

im portant,the behaviorof� dependscrucially on �. In particular,for� < �c � 0:0378,�

displaysa �nite jum p atg0(�),e.g. g0 = 1:695 at� = 0:02. [Thiscorrespondsto divalent

counterionsatroom tem perature with �0 � 0:1e nm� 2.] Thus,the system exhibitsa �rst-

orderphase transition,in which a large fraction ofcounterionsiscondensed (about80% ).

The physicalm echanism leading to thiscounterion condensation isthe additionalbinding
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arising from 2D charge-uctuations, which dom inate the system at lower tem peratures.

However,for � > �c the behavior of� is com pletely di�erent;in this regim e,there is no

phase transition and the condensation occurssm oothly. Thus,the condensation transition

issim ilarto theliquid-gastransition,which hasa lineof�rst-ordertransitionsterm inating

atthecriticalpointwherea second-ordertransition occurs.In ourcase,thecriticalpointis

found to be�c ’ 0:4,gc ’ 1:605,and �c ’ 0:0378.Furtherm ore,ifonetakeslB � 10�A,i.e.

room tem perature,and a � 1�A,itfollowsfrom the de�nition of� thatthere isa critical

valueofcounterion valenceZc =
q

a=(lB �c)’ 1:62,below which no �rst-ordercondensation

transition ispossible. Therefore,divalentcounterionsbehave qualitatively di�erently from

m onovalentcounterions.In fact,signi�cantdi�erencesbetween m ono-and divalentionsare

observed in variousbiophysicalprocesses.

W estressthatuctuation e�ectsarecrucialforthiscounterion condensation transition

to occur. In fact,it m ay be viewed as a surface analog ofthe bulk transition discussed

by Fisher and Levin [16]. These authors predicted a phase separation,where a strongly

correlated,dense phase coexists with a weakly correlated dilute phase in an ionic system

dom inated by Coulom b interactionsand chargeuctuations.In ourcase,thesurfacebreaks

thetranslationalsym m etry and sim ilarphaseseparation occursin itsvicinity.Indeed,using

Eq. (19) in the lim it of� ! 0,i.e. without assum ing the existence of2D condensate,

the system shows a therm odynam ic instability atg � 4:4. The inclusion ofan additional

degree offreedom ,i.e.,allowing the counterionsto condense,can only lowerthe totalfree

energy,suggesting a phase transition in which the condensate (\liquid") near the surface

coexistswith them oredilute,delocalized counterion (\gas")distribution.Indeed,a recent

sim ulation [17]clearly shows that at low tem perature,m ost ofthe counterions reside on

the surface,consistent with our two-uid picture. However,our calculation based on the

Gaussian uctuation theory m ay break down for very large g > 10. In this regim e, a

com plem entary treatm ent is considered by Shklovskiiin Ref.[4],in which the condensed

counterionsareassum ed to form a 2D W ignercrystal.Thattheory also predictsa strongly

reduced surface charge and an exponentially large renorm alized Gouy-Chapm ann length,

11



qualitatively sim ilartoourresults.In contrast,by treatingtheuctuationsofthecondensed

and freecounterionson an equalfooting,weareabletocapturetheonsetofthecondensation

(atg � 2),which bridgesbetween the regim e where PB theory isappropriate,g ! 0,and

thevery strong coupling regim e,g ! 1 [4,17].

In sum m ary, we have presented a new m echanism by which the counterions becom e

condensed so asto neutralize the surface charge ofa m acroion. Ithasbeen known experi-

m entally thatan e�ectivesurfacecharge,which isalwayslowerthan theactualcharge,m ust

beintroduced in orderto�texperim entaldatatothePB theory[18].Thus,ourtheoryo�ers

a possible scenario to accountforthis experim entalfact. In addition,forthe case oftwo

highly-charged surfaces,thePB repulsionsbetween them aregreatly reduced dueto strong

condensation,and thedom inantinteraction willbethechargeuctuation attractions.Thus,

thiscondensation picture m ay also be crucialto understanding the like-charged attraction

[19]. Furtherm ore,there are som e recentexperim ental[20]and sim ulation [21]indications

thatare consistentwith the predicted condensation e�ect. The experim ents[20]were per-

form ed with a m onolayerofcationicsurfactantwheresurfacedensity ofthesurfactantand

the counterion/salt density are controlled with high accuracy. The experim ents m easured

a rapid neutralization (about 90% ) ofthe charged surfactant m onolayer by increasing its

surface density (by about 10% ). In som e cases,a discontinuous neutralization process is

observed [20]. Also,recentextensive sim ulation studiesofuniform ly charged surfacesper-

form ed in Ref.[21]reportstwo interesting observations:First,when g � 1 thereappearsa

coexistencebetween twodistinctcounterion density distributions:an exponentially decaying

distribution nearthe im m ediate vicinity ofthe charged surface and an algebraic decaying

distribution faraway from the the surface. Note thatthe exponentially decaying distribu-

tion m ight be associated with our condensed counterions,which we have assum ed to be

a delta-function distribution. Secondly,the speci�c heatofthe sim ulated system shows a

pronounced hum p in the region 10 < g < 100,though no rigorousproofofthe condensa-

tion transition from sim ulations(and experim ents)hasbeen obtained so far.Indeed,there

rem ains som e fundam entalissues to be addressed in the future,for exam ple,the role of
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excluded volum es,the discretenessofthe surface charge and itsm obility,and higherorder

(beyond Gaussian)corrections.A recentcalculation and sim ulation showsthatchargedis-

cretenessalso induceschargelocalization [22].Therefore,itispossiblethattheseneglected

e�ectsm ay sm ooth outthe�rst-ordertransition.However,webelievethatarapid variation

ofthecondensation with thesurfacecharge,reecting thepredicted e�ect,should rem ain.
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FIGURES

0

0.4

0.8

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

τ

g

θ = 0.06

θ = 0.02

θ
c

= 0.0378

FIG .1. The fraction ofcondensed counterions � � Zenc=�0 as a function ofg � Z2lB =� for

di�erentvaluesof� � a=(Z2lB ). Atlow surface charge g � 1,the counterion distribution iswell

described by PB theory since � � 1.However,athigh surface charge,correlation e�ectsleadsto

a largefraction ofcounterion condensed.Thecondensation is�rst-orderfor�< �c and sm ooth for

� > �c,where �c � 0:0378. The solid line � = 0:02 correspondsto divalent counterions,where a

�nitejum p occursatg0 � 1:7 or�0 � 0:1e nm� 2.
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