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A bstract

The classicalproblem oftwo uniform ly charged in�nite planes in electrochem icalequilibrium with
an in�nite m onovalent salt reservoir is solved exactly at the m ean-�eld nonlinear Poisson-Boltzm ann
(PB)level,including an explicitexpression ofthe associated nonlinearelectrostatic contribution to the
sem i-grand-canonicalpotential. A linearization ofthe nonlinear functionalis presented that leads to
D ebye-H �uckel-likeequationsagreeing asym ptotically with thenonlinearPB resultsin theweak-coupling
(high-tem perature)and counterionicideal-gaslim its.Thislinearization schem eyieldsartifactsin thelow-
tem perature,large-separation orhigh-surfacechargelim its.In particular,theosm otic-pressuredi�erence
between theinterplaneregion and thesaltreservoirbecom esnegativein theabovelim its,in disagreem ent
with the exact(atm ean-�eld level)nonlinearPB solution. By using explicitly gauge-invariantform sof
the electrostatic potentialwe show thatthese artifacts | although therm odynam ically consistentwith
quadratic expansions ofthe nonlinear functional| can be traced back to the non-ful�llm ent of the
underlying assum ptions of the linearization. Explicit com parison between the analyticalexpressions
ofthe exact nonlinear solution and the corresponding linearized equations allows us to show that the
linearized results are asym ptotically exact in the weak-coupling and counterionic ideal-gas lim its,but
alwaysfailotherwise,predictingnegativeosm otic-pressuredi�erences.Bytakingappropriatelim itsofthe
fullnonlinearPB solution,weprovideasym ptoticexpressionsforthesem i-grand-canonicalpotentialand
the osm otic-pressure di�erence thatinvolve only elem entary functions,which coverthe com plem entary
region where the linearized theory breaksdown.

1 Introduction

In the preceding paper1 we perform ed a linearization ofthe m ean-�eld Poisson-Boltzm ann (PB) density
functionalforsphericalW igner-Seitzcellsthatagreesasym ptoticallywith thePB resultsin theweak-coupling
(high-tem perature)lim itby adopting an explicitly gauge-invariantapproach. However,asalready pointed
out previously in the literature,2,3 the linearization schem e yields artifacts in the low-tem perature,high-
surface charge or in�nite-dilution (ofpolyions) lim its for the Donnan equilibrium problem 4{8 in spherical
geom etry,which describes a suspension ofsphericalcharged polyions in electrochem icalequilibrium with
an in�nite salt reservoir. In these lim its the linearized osm otic-pressure di�erence between the colloidal
suspension and the saltreservoirbecom esnegative,in disagreem entwith the fullnonlinearPB result,that
alwaysdisplayspositiveosm otic-pressuredi�erences.BecausethenonlinearPB equation isnotanalytically
solvablein sphericalgeom etry | even in thesim plestsalt-freecase,when only neutralizing counterionsare
present| one m ustrely on num ericalcalculationsto establish com parisonsbetween the nonlinearand the
linearized equations.Thism otivated usto considerthe prototypecaserepresented by the classicalproblem
oftwo uniform ly charged in�nite planesin electrochem icalequilibrium with an in�nite saltreservoir,when
theexactanalyticalsolution ofthenonlinearproblem ispossible.Theexplicitanalyticalcom parison between
theexact(atthem ean-�eld level)fullnonlinearand theapproxim ated linearized equationsallowsustotrace
back theunderlyingreasonsofthebreakdown ofthelinearization schem ethatisintrinsically associated with
itsrangeofvalidity.Additionally,thestudy ofthisexactly-solvablecaseshedssom elighton thequestion of
the properde�nition ofthe linearized osm oticpressurethatwaspreviously considered in Ref.[3].

M oreover,to ourknowledge,the explicitcalculation ofthe sem i-grand-canonicalpotentialfortwo uni-
form ly charged in�nite planes at the nonlinear m ean-�eld PB levelhas only been reported in connection
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to thepolyelectrolyte-brush problem .9 In thatwork,however,thetherm odynam icalpotentialalso included
electrostaticand elasticcontributionsarising from the polyelectrolytebrushes,and therefore,these need to
be subtracted out. The knowledge ofthe therm odynam ic potentialallowsusto derive alltherm odynam ic
propertiesofthe two charged in�nite planesproblem .W e note thatitcan be also extended to curved sur-
facesby using theDerjaguin approxim ation.10{12 Itisthen possibleto determ inethenorm alforces(perunit
area)between thesesurfaceswhen theirseparation distanceism uch sm allerthan theircurvatureradius.W e
willpresentthe exactnonlinearsem i-grand-canonicalfunctionalfrom which we deriveapproxim ateexpres-
sions. These involve only elem entary functions and provide excellentapproxim ationsto the fullnonlinear
PB resultswithin the wholerangeofparam eters.

The rem ainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 the m odelis introduced and the
exactnonlinearsolution isobtained.In Section 3 the linearization ofthe appropriatesem i-grand-canonical
functionalisperform ed.In Section 4 we presentexplicitanalytic com parisonsbetween the exactnonlinear
and the linearized equations of state. In Section 5 we give som e concluding rem arks. In Appendix A
we com pare the exact nonlinear and the self-consistent linearized averaged densities used to perform the
quadratic expansion ofthe nonlinear functional. In Appendix B we derive the asym ptotic expansions of
theexactnonlinearsolution.In Appendix C weobtain extended expansionsoftheexactnonlinearsolution
thatarevalid in theG ouy-Chapm an (high-surfacecharge)and thelarge-separation lim its,regionswherethe
linearization schem ebreaksdown.In Appendix D wepresentlinearized equationsthatpreservetheexactness
ofthe Legendre transform ation between the sem i-grand-canonicaland canonical-ensem ble form ulations of
the problem .

2 Exact nonlinear Poisson-B oltzm ann solution

The system to be considered is com prised oftwo in�nite planar surfaces a distance 2L apart,each with
surface charge � �q,where q > 0 is the elem entary charge,in electrochem icalequilibrium with an in�nite
m onovalentsaltreservoirofbulk saltdensity nb.Them icroions(positivecounterionsand saltions)arefree
to m ovein the region � L < x < L between the two charged surfaces,whereweintroduced a Cartesian axis
perpendiculartotheplanesin which them idplaneislocated atx = 0 and thetwocharged planesatx = � L.
Atthem ean-�eld levelofapproxim ation theionsaretreated asinhom ogeneousidealgasesdescribed by their
average localnum ber densities n� (x). W e do not distinguish between (positive) counterions and positive
ions derived from the salt dissociation. The totalcharge num ber density (counterions,salt ions and the
negativesurfacechargeon the planes)ofthe system ,

�(x)= n+ (x)� n� (x)� ��(x + L)� ��(x � L); (1)

where� istheone-dim ensionalDiracdelta-function,isrelated to thereduced electrostaticpotential (x)�
�q	(x),which satis�esthe (exact)Poisson equation,

d2 (x)

dx2
= � 4�‘B �(x); (2)

where‘B � �q2=� istheBjerrum length and �� 1 = kB T isthetherm alenergy.Itisim plicitly assum ed that
the solventdielectric constant� rem ainsthe sam e outside the region containing the saltsolution (jxj> L),
so im age-chargee�ectsdueto dielectriccontrastareabsent.Theform alsolution ofthePoisson equation (2)
m ay be written in term softhe one-dim ensionalG reen function G 1(x;x0),

 (x)= lim
�L ! 0+

‘B

L + �LZ

L � �L

dx0 G 1(x;x0)�(x0);
d2G 1(x;x0)

dx2
= � 4��(x � x0); (3)

which in turn allowsus to expressthe m ean-�eld sem i-grand-canonicalfunctional(for one charged plane)
perunitarea as

�


A
= lim

�L ! 0+

‘B

2

L + �LZ

0

dx

L + �LZ

0

dx0 �(x)G1(x;x0)�(x0)+
X

i= �

LZ

0

dxni(x)
�
ln
�
ni(x)�

3
i

�
� 1� ��i
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=
1

8�‘B

LZ

0

dx

�
d (x)

dx

�2

+
X

i= �

LZ

0

dxni(x)

�

ln

�
ni(x)

nb

�

� 1

�

; (4)

where�� arethetherm aldeBrogliewavelengthsofcations(including thepositivecounterions)and anions,
respectively, and the (m ean-�eld) m icroion chem icalpotentials ��� = ln

�
nb�

3
�

�
assum e idealgases of

uniform density nb for both types of ions in the in�nite salt reservoir. The last equality results from
integrating theelectrostaticenergy (perunitarea)| the�rstterm ofEq.(4)| by partsand using thefact
thatsurfacecontributionsvanish due to G auss’law and the overallelectroneutrality ofthe system ,

lim
�L ! 0+

L + �LZ

0

dx�(x)= 0; or

LZ

0

dx [n+ (x)� n� (x)]= �: (5)

Theequilibrium density pro�lesareobtained by m inim izing the PB sem i-grand-canonicalfunctional(4)
underthe charge-neutrality constraint(5),

�

�n� (x)

2

4



A
� �el lim

�L ! 0+

L + �LZ

0

dx�(x)

3

5 = 0; (6)

where we introduced the Lagrange m ultiplier �el to ensure the neutrality condition (5). This yields the
Boltzm ann-weighted ionicpro�les,

n� (x)= nb exp[� ��el�  (x)]; (7)

and the Lagrangem ultiplier�el isfound by im posing the charge-neutrality condition (5),

e� ��el =

p
n2c + (2nb)2�+ �� � nc

2nb��
e� h i; (8)

�� =
D

e� h i�  (x)
E

; (9)

where nc = �=L is the average density ofcounterions in the interplane region jxj< L and the brackets
denoteunweighted spatialaveragesoverthe volum eavailableto the m icroions,

hX (x)i�
1

L

LZ

0

dxX (x): (10)

In close analogy to the sphericalcase | cf.Appendix E ofRef.[1]| itispossible to write the nonlinear
equilibrium density pro�les in an explicitly gauge-invariantform by inserting the Lagrange m ultiplier (8)
into the Boltzm ann-weighted ionicpro�les,Eqs.(7),

n� (x) =

p
n2c + (2nb)2�+ �� � nc

2��
e� h i�  (x): (11)

By explicitly gauge-invariantwem ean thattheequilibrium pro�lesdo notdepend explicitly on a particular
choice ofthe zero ofthe potential,because they depend only on the di�erence h i�  (x). Henceforth
gauge-invariantwillbe a shortwriting to explicitly gauge-invariant.In particular,in the salt-free(nb ! 0)
lim it,these gauge-invariantform slead | in a directand transparentway | to the vanishing coion pro�le,
n� (x)� 0,and to the salt-freeequilibrium counterion pro�le,n+ (x)= nceh i�  (x)=�+ .

The m ost com m only used gauge12,13 is the one in which the charge-neutrality Lagrange m ultiplier is
zero,�el � 0,which does notcorrespond to the gauge in which the electrostatic potentialatthe in�nite

saltreservoir vanishes.14 Henceforth,to sim plify thenotation and thecalculationswewillusethestandard
gauge �el � 0 to treat the nonlinear problem . W e should keep in m ind,however,that the �xed-gauge
electrostatic potential’(x)�  (x)� ��el willno longerbe gauge-invariant:itsvalue ata particularpoint
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| let us say,at the m idplane,’0 � ’(x = 0),or at the charged surfaces,’L � ’(x = L) | willbe
determ ined by im posing theoverallchargeneutrality (5)in thewholesystem .They can no longerbechosen
arbitrarily,in contrast to their gauge-invariantcounterparts, 0 �  (x = 0) or  L �  (x = L). In the
gauge-invariantform ulation,either 0 or L m ay be chosen arbitrarily | butnotboth sim ultaneously |
becausethe di�erence L �  0 = ’L � ’0 m usteventually be preserved.

In thestandard gaugethenonlinearproblem reducesinto solving theusualPB equation fortwo charged
in�nite planes,12,13,15

d2’(x)

dx2
= �

2
b sinh’(x)+

2

�
[�(x + L)+ �(x � L)]; n� (x)= nbe

� ’(x)
; (12)

with the appropriateboundary conditions,

 
0(x = 0)= ’

0(x = 0)= 0; and  
0(x = � L)= ’

0(x = � L)= �
2

�
; (13)

the prim e (0)denoting di�erentiation with respectto the argum ent.W e haveintroduced two length scales:
the Debyescreening length associated with the bulk density nb ofthe in�nite saltreservoir,

�
� 1

b
�

1
p
8�‘B nb

; (14)

and the G ouy-Chapm an16,17 length,

� �
1

2�‘B �
; (15)

which givesthecharacteristic(algebraic)decay length ofthecounterion distribution (fora salt-freesystem )
around an in�nite charged planewith baresurfacecharge�.

Using the m athem aticalidentity
d2’(x)

dx2
=
1

2

d(’0)2

d’
; (16)

itispossibleto integratethe nonlinearPB Eq.(12)exactly,

[’0(x)]
2
= �

2
b [2cosh’(x)� 2cosh’0]; (17)

�bjxj=

’ 0Z

’(x)

d’
p
2cosh’ � 2cosh’0

=
F

�

arccos
h

sinh ’ 0

2

.

sinh ’(x)

2

i�
�
�1=cosh2 ’ 0

2

�

cosh ’ 0

2

; (18)

whose solution is written in term s of the m idplane electrostatic potential ’0 < 0 and F (’jm ) =
R’
0
d�=

p
1� m sin2 � isthe incom plete elliptic integralofthe �rstkind.18{21 Applying the boundary condi-

tions(13)yields

2

�
=
p
2cosh’L � 2cosh’0; (19)

l=

’ 0Z

’ L

d’
p
2cosh’ � 2cosh’0

=
F
�
arccos

�
sinh ’ 0

2

�
sinh ’ L

2

��
�1=cosh2 ’ 0

2

�

cosh ’ 0

2

; (20)

where we de�ned the two dim ensionlessdistances � � �b� and l� �bL,and ’L < ’0 < 0 is the surface
electrostaticpotentialatthe charged planes.Introducing the variable

t� sinh2
’0

2
; (21)

which a posterioriwillbeidenti�ed with halfofthe(dim ensionless)osm otic-pressuredi�erencebetween the
interplaneregion and thesaltreservoir| cf.Eq.(33)| thetwo boundary conditionscan becom bined into
the eigenvalueequation,

l
p
1+ t= F

�

arctan

�
1

�
p
t

� �
�
�
�

1

1+ t

�

; or �
p
t= cs

�

l
p
1+ t

�
�
�
�

1

1+ t

�

; (22)
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where cs(ujm ) = cn(ujm )=sn(ujm ) is the ratio ofthe cosine-am plitude and sine-am plitude Jacobielliptic
functions.18{21 The explicitexactsolution ofthe nonlinearPB problem can then be written as

’(x)= � 2arcsinh

�
p
t

�

cn

�

�bjxj
p
1+ t

�
�
�
�

1

1+ t

� �

; jxj� L: (23)

Itshould berem arked thattheexactsolution to thenonlinearPB problem m ay becastin severalequivalent
form s.Verwey and O verbeek,22 quoted by Hunter,23 gavean alternativeform fortheim plicitsolution (18),

�bjxj= l+ 2e� ’ 0=2
h

F

�

arcsine� (’ L � ’ 0)=2
�
�e� 2’ 0

�

� F

�

arcsine� [’(x)� ’ 0]=2
�
�e� 2’ 0

� i

= 2e� ’ 0=2
h

K
�
e� 2’ 0

�
� F

�

arcsine� [’(x)� ’ 0]=2
�
�e� 2’ 0

� i

; (24)

whereK (m )= F (�=2jm )isthecom pleteellipticintegralofthe�rstkind,18{21 whileBehrensand Borkovec’s
version24 to the explicitsolution (23)reads

’(x)= ’0 + 2lncd
�

e� ’ 0=2�bjxj=2
�
�e2’ 0

�

; (25)

where cd(ujm )isthe cd Jacobielliptic function.18{21 However,none ofthese previousworkspresented the
explicitexpression forthenonlinearPB sem i-grand-canonicalpotential
 � 
[n � (x)]equil,which can beex-
tracted from Ref.[9]by neglecting theelectrostaticand elasticcontributionsarising from thepolyelectrolyte
brushes.

The dim ensionlessexcess25 sem i-grand-canonicalpotentialperunitarea,

!(�;l)�
�b

2nb

�
�
(�;L)

A
+ 2nbL

�

; (26)

m ay be evaluated inserting the exact nonlinear solution (23) into the sem i-grand-canonicalfunctional(4)
and perform ing the integrations.Aftersom etediousalgebra,we obtain

!(�;l) =
2

�

�

2coth
’L

2
� ’L

�

+ 4E
�

arccos
h

sinh
’0

2

.

sinh
’L

2

i�
�
�1=cosh2

’0

2

�

cosh
’0

2

� 2F
�

arccos
h

sinh
’0

2

.

sinh
’L

2

i�
�
�1=cosh2

’0

2

�

sinh
’0

2
tanh

’0

2
; (27)

!(�;1 ) = �
2

�
’1 � 8sinh2

’1

4
; (28)

where E (’jm )=
R’
0
d�
p
1� m sin2 � isthe incom plete elliptic integralofthe second kind,18{21 ’1 < 0 is

thereduced electrostaticsurfacepotentialatthecharged planeatin�niteseparation and !(�;1 )represents
the nonlinearexcessself-energy ofthe system .Using the relations

cosh’L = 1+ 2t+
2

�2
; cosh’1 = 1+

2

�2
; (29)

and thefactthat’L < 0 and ’1 < 0,theexcesssem i-grand-canonicalpotential! m ay becastin a sim pler
form ,

!(�;l) =
2

�
arccosh

�

1+ 2t+
2

�2

�

�
4

�

r
1+ �2(1+ t)

1+ �2t
+ 4

p
1+ tE

�

arctan

�
1

�
p
t

� �
�
�
�

1

1+ t

�

� 2tl; (30)

!(�;1 ) =
2

�
arccosh

�

1+
2

�2

�

+ 4

�

1�
1

�

p
1+ �2

�

: (31)

Asalready pointed outin theintroduction,besidesitsintrinsicrelevance,thesem i-grand-canonicalpotential
fortheplanarcasehasalsoan im portantapplication:by usingtheDerjaguin approxim ation,10{12 valid when
the range ofinteractions26 (oforder�� 1

b
)and the separation distance 2L between the two curved surfaces

arem uch sm allerthan theircurvatureradiusa,itispossibleto determ inetheirnorm alforce(perunitarea)
F atseparation 2L by

1

�ba
F (L)=

kB T

‘B
[!(�;l)� !(�;1 )]: (32)
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Returning to the planarcase,theosm otic-pressuredi�erence�P between the interplaneregion and the
in�nite saltreservoircan be written in term softhe m idplane reduced electrostaticpotential’0,

� �
��P

2nb
= �

1

2nb

d

dL

�
�
(�;L)

A
+ 2nbL

�

�;‘B ;��

= �
d!(�;l)

dl
=
n+ (0)+ n� (0)� 2nb

2nb

= 2sinh2
’0

2
= 2t; (33)

which m ay be obtained by taking the form alderivative of! with respect to l,sim ilarly as perform ed in
Appendix A ofRef.[1]. Eq.(33)is a m ean-�eld version27 ofthe boundary-density theorem ,which states
thatthe osm otic pressure issim ply given by the sum ofthe m icroionic densitiesatthe m idplane (W S-cell
boundary).Thissim plerelation doesnothold beyond them ean-�eld levelbecauseof�niteionic-sizee�ects
and the presence ofm icroionic correlationsbetween particleslocated in the di�erentsem i-spacesseparated
by them idplane| even though itstilldoesforone charged planewith theelectrolytecon�ned by a neutral
m idplane.28 W e restrictourselves,however,to the nonlinearm ean-�eld result(33),which clearly predicts
thattheosm otic-pressuredi�erence� isalways positive.

W e should rem ark that the nonlinearosm otic-pressure di�erence (33)m ay also be written in a gauge-
invariantform using the gauge-invariantequilibrium density pro�les(11),

� =

2

4

s
�
2

�l

� 2

+ �+ �� +
2

�l

3

5
eh i�  0

2�+
+

2

4

s
�
2

�l

� 2

+ �+ �� �
2

�l

3

5
e� h i+  0

2��
� 1; (34)

where  0 is the arbitrary m idplane electrostatic potentialin the gauge-invariantform ulation. It does not
need necessarily to coincide with the m idplane electrostatic potential’0 � 2arcsinh

p
�=2 in the standard

gauge �el � 0. The gauge-invariant form (34) ofthe nonlinear osm otic-pressure di�erence willbe useful
later,at the end ofSection 3,when establishing a connection between its quadratic expansion about the
averagepotentialh iand itslinearized counterpart(54).

3 Linearization schem e

To obtain the linearized sem i-grand-canonicalfunctional
D H [n� (x)]we truncate the expansion ofthe PB
nonlinearsem i-grand-canonicalfunctional
[n � (x)],Eq.(4),up to second orderin the di�erencesn� (x)�

hn� (x)i,wherehn� (x)i� (1=L)
RL
0
dxn� (x)arethe (a prioriunknown)averagedensities,

�
D H

A
=

1

8�‘B

LZ

0

dx

�
d (x)

dx

�2

+ L
X

i= �

hnii

�

ln
hnii

nb
� 1

�

+
X

i= �

[hniilnhnii]

LZ

0

dx

�
ni(x)

hnii
� 1

�

+
1

2

X

i= �

hnii

LZ

0

dx

�
ni(x)

hnii
� 1

�2

: (35)

Afterm inim ization ofthe functional
D H [n� (x)]with respectto the pro�lesn� (x)underthe overallelec-
troneutrality constraint (5),[�=�n� (x)]

�

D H =A � �el

R
dx�(x)

�
= 0 | analogously as perform ed for the

sphericalcasein Appendix F ofRef.[1]| weobtain the self-consistentlinearized averaged densities,

�n� � hn� (x)i1 =

p
n2c + (2nb)2 � nc

2
; (36)

and the linearized equilibrium density pro�les,

n� (x)= �n� [1� h (x)i
1
�  (x)]; (37)

wherethe notation h� � � i
1
em phasizesthe factthatthe self-consistentaveraged densities(36)wereobtained

within alinearized approxim ation.Henceforth wewillom itthesubscript‘1’in ordertosim plify thenotation.
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W e should rem ark that the pro�le independence ofthe self-consistent linearized averaged densities given
by (36)can only beveri�ed after them inim ization procedure.W hen perform ingthefunctionalm inim ization
ofthe linearized functional
D H [n� (x)], one m ust take the pro�le dependence ofthe average expansion
densitieshn� (x)iintoaccount,in addition tothecharge-neutralityconstraint(5).Although sim ilarquadratic
expansionsabout the zero-th orderDonnan densities for the planarcase were already proposed by Trizac
and Hansen,29 they focused their study on �nite-size e�ects and did not investigate the consequences of
the linearization in detail. Deserno and von G r�unberg3 considered the generald-dim ensionalproblem in a
�xed-gaugeform ulation,interpretingtheseself-consistentlinearized averageddensitiesin term sofan optim al
linearization point,�n� = nbe�

� opt.
Thelinearized expansion densities(36),which correspond to thestate-independentzero-th orderDonnan

densities,representthe in�nite-tem perature (‘B = 0)lim itofthe gauge-invariantform softhe equilibrium
density pro�les(11)and do notcoincide with the exactnonlinearaverages,

hn� (x)i=

p
n2c + (2nb)2�+ �� � nc

2
=

p
n2c + (2nb)2eh�2(x)i+ O [h�3(x)i]� nc

2
; (38)

because ofthe nonvanishing quadratic and higher-order(� � 2)contributionsofthe electrostatic-potential
deviations,

��(x)� [h i�  (x)]� : (39)

In Appendix A we com pare the uniform self-consistent linearized expansion densities (36) with the exact
nonlinearaverages(38). Justi�cation ofthe neglectofthe quadratic and higher-ordercontributionsunder
linearized theory,which wasdoneforthesphericalcase| butistrivially generalized fortheplanarcase|
isfound in Appendix F ofRef.[1].However,weshould m ention that| although internal(within thesem i-
grand-canonicalensem ble)self-consistency under linearization is achieved by using the uniform expansion
densities(36)| globalself-consistency (preservingtheexactnatureoftheLegendretransform ation between
thesem i-grand-canonicaland canonicalensem bles)requiresalso the inclusion ofthe quadraticcontribution
ofthe averages(38),as discussed in detailin Appendix G ofRef.[1]. The linearized equations including
thesequadraticcontributionsto theexpansion densitiesarepresented in Appendix D,whereitisshown that
theirinclusion do notim provethe agreem entbetween the linearized and the fullnonlinearequations.

Inserting the linearized equilibrium density pro�les(37)into the Poisson equation (2)yieldsthe Debye-
H�uckel-like(DH)equation,30

d2 (x)

dx2
= �

2 [ (x)� h (x)i� �]+
2

�
[�(x + L)+ �(x � L)]; (40)

wherethe param eter

� �
�n+ � �n�
�n+ + �n�

=
nc

p
n2c + (2nb)2

; (41)

m easuresthe relativeim portanceofthe counterionsto the ionicstrength in the interplaneregion jxj� L,

I �
1

2
(�n+ + �n� )=

1

2

p
n2c + (2nb)2 =

nc

2�
=

nb
p
1� �2

: (42)

The(e�ective)Debye screening length in the interplaneregion �� 1 satis�es

�
2 = 8�‘B I =

�2
bp

1� �2
> �

2
b; (43)

showing thatscreening isenhanced com pared to the saltreservoir.
Thegauge-invariantlinearized electrostaticpotentialsatisfying theDH-likeequation (40)subjectto the

boundary conditions(13)can be readily obtained,

 (x) = h (x)i+ �

�

1� �L
cosh�x

sinh�L

�

; (44)

wherethe averageelectrostaticpotentialforan arbitrary electrostaticsurfacepotential L isgiven by

h (x)i=  L + ��LL (�L); (45)
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in term softhe Langevin function,

L (x) � cothx �
1

x
: (46)

The linearized sem i-grand-canonicalpotential, 
D H � 
D H [n� (x)]equil, is obtaining by inserting the
equilibrium density pro�les (37) | recalling that the self-consistent linearized averages,hn� (x)i = �n� ,
are given by Eq.(36)| and the DH-like solution (44)into the linearized sem i-grand-canonicalfunctional

D H [n� (x)],Eq.(35). Afterperform ing the integrations,we m ay castthe linearized sem i-grand-canonical
potential(perunitarea)in the form

�
D H

A
= �

�

arctanh� �
1

�

�

+
1

2
���LL (�L); (47)

which yieldsthe dim ensionlessexcesslinearized sem i-grand-canonicalpotentialperunitarea,

!D H (�;l)�
�b

2nb

�
�
D H (�;L)

A
+ 2nbL

�

=
2

�

�

arctanh� �
1

�
+
1

2
�klL (kl)

�

+ l; (48)

written in term softhe dim ensionlesslengths

k
� 1 � �b�

� 1
; l� �bL; � � �b�: (49)

W ith these de�nitionswe obtain the linearized self-energy !D H (�;l! 1 )= 2=�2 and

� = �(�;l)=
1

p
1+ (�l=2)2

; k
2 = k

2(�;l)=
p
1+ [2=(�l)]2 =

1
p
1� �2(�;l)

: (50)

The dim ensionlesslinearized osm otic-pressuredi�erenceisthen given by

� D H �
��P D H

2nb
= �

1

2nb

d

dL

�
�
D H (�;L)

A
+ 2nbL

�

�;‘B ;��

= �
d!D H (�;l)

dl

= k
2

�

1+ �
2

�

1�
3

4
�
2

�

klL (kl)+
1

2
�
2

�

1�
1

2
�
2

�

(kl)2
�
L

2 (kl)� 1
�
�

� 1; (51)

wherewehavem ade useofthe totalderivative,

d

dl
=

@

@l
+
d�

dl

@

@�
+
dk

dl

@

@k
=

@

@l
�
�

l

�
1� �

2
� @

@�
�
k�2

2l

@

@k
; (52)

and the derivativeofthe Langevin function,

L
0(x)= 1�

2

x
L (x)� L

2(x): (53)

Alternatively,the sam e expression for the linearized osm otic-pressure di�erence m ay be obtained by
perform ing a quadraticexpansion ofthe gauge-invariantform ofthenonlinearPB osm oticpressure(34)|
sim ilarly asobtained forthe sphericalcasein Appendix E ofRef.[1],

� D H = k
2

�

1+ ��1(0)+
1

2
�2(0)�

1

2
�
2 h�2(x)i

�

� 1; (54)

wherethe �-th orderelectrostatic-potentialdi�erences(39)read

��(x)= �
�

�

�L
cosh�x

sinh�L
� 1

� �

: (55)

In thenextsection wewillinvestigatethepropertiesofthelinearized osm otic-pressuredi�erencede�ned by
Eqs.(51)or(54)and com pareitwith itsexactnonlinearcounterpart(33).
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4 C om parison ofthe exactnonlinear and the linearized equations

ofstate

As already pointed out in the literature,2,3 the linearized osm otic-pressure di�erence � D H de�ned by
Eqs.(51) or (54) yields artifacts in the low-tem perature,large-separation or high-surface charge lim its.
In contradiction to the exact nonlinear result (33),which predicts that the osm otic-pressure di�erence is
alwayspositive,� > 0,the linearized version � D H becom esnegative in the above m entioned lim its. In an
attem ptto de�ne the osm otic pressure in a linearized fram ework,Deserno and von G r�unberg2 introduced
an additional(alternative) de�nition,� 1,cf.Eq.(43) ofRef.[3],that does not have the shortcom ing of
displaying any instabilities. O n the other hand,we willshow later that their partially unstable osm otic-
pressurede�nition,cf.Eq.(44)ofRef.[3],coincideswith thelinearized version (51)obtained in theprevious
section,� 2 � �D H .Theirgeneralform ulas,fortheplanarcase(d = 1),need to betaken in theform allim it
ofvanishing volum e fraction,� � a=l! 0 | with a > 0 being som e arbitrary (reduced)length | which
yields

� 1 �
�P1

2nb
� 1 = cosh� opt�

sinh2 � opt
2cosh � opt

2

41� lim
a! 0

 

1� a=l

D
p
a=l

! 2
3

5 � 1

=
1

2k2
�
k
2 � 1

�2
+
1

2

�
�k2l

sinhkl

� 2

� 0; (56)

� 2 �
�P2

2nb
� 1 =

�P1

2nb
�

sinh4 � opt
2cosh3 � opt

lim
a! 0

�
1� a=l

2a=l

�
1

D 2
+ ka

E

D
+ k

2
a
2

�

1�
E2

D 2

� �

� 1

�

= � 1 �
1

4
k
2
�
4

�
k2l2

sinh2 kl
+ klcothkl� 2

�

; (57)

D = K 1=2(ka)I1=2(kl)� K1=2(kl)I1=2(ka); (58)

E = K � 1=2(ka)I1=2(kl)+ K 1=2(kl)I� 1=2(ka); (59)

wherefI�;K �g arethem odi�ed Besselfunctions19 ofthe�rstand thesecond kind,respectively,and � opt is
the optim allinearization point,satisfying the relations

tanh � opt = � �; cosh� opt =

�
�

�b

� 2

= k
2
; sinh � opt = �

nc

2nb
= �

2

�l
: (60)

In accordance with Eqs.(23) and (26) ofRef.[3],the two osm otic-pressure de�nitions can be recastin a
sim plerform alform ,

� 1 = k
2

�

1+ ��1(0)+
1

2
�2(0)

�

� 1; (61)

� 2 = k
2

�

1+ ��1(0)+
1

2
�2(0)�

1

2
�
2 h�2(x)i

�

� 1; (62)

from which one can see that the second osm otic-pressure de�nition coincides with the linearized osm otic-
pressuredi�erence(51)obtained in thelastsection,� 2 � �D H ,whilethe�rstone� 1 di�ersfrom Eq.(54)by
an om itted quadraticterm .Analogously to the sphericalcase,1 theterm thatdistinguishesthe two distinct
osm otic-pressurede�nitionsoriginatesfrom the volum e dependence ofthe optim allinearization point � opt,
aspointed outby Deserno and von G r�unberg.3

From itsasym ptoticexpansionsto begiven nextand itsform alexpression (61),weseethat� 1,although
fully therm odynam ically stable | related to itspositiveness,cf.Eq.(56)| isinconsistentwith a quadratic
expansion ofthe gauge-invariant nonlinear PB pressure (34),because ofthe om itted last quadratic term
of(54). Furtherm ore,we willshow next that the consistent | although partially unstable | linearized
osm otic-pressuredi�erence� 2 presentsindeed a betteragreem entwith thenonlinearosm oticpressure� in
the weak-coupling and counterionic ideal-gaslim its,when the underlying assum ptionsofthe linearization
are ful�lled. Therefore,although the alternative � 1 displays the fortuitous advantage ofpreserving the
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positivenessoftheexactnonlinearpressure�,itsderivation hasnojusti�cation in ourapproach based on the
m inim ization ofthelinearized sem i-grand-canonicalfunctional
D H [n� (x)].M oreover,thepartiallyunstable
� 2 correspondsindeed to the negativetotalderivative ofthe linearized sem i-grand-canonicalpotential!D H
with respectto the planesseparation l,which wethusbelieve to be the consistentand correctde�nition of
the osm oticpressure.

Letusnow perform an explicitcom parison between asym ptotic expressionsof�,the nonlinearosm otic
pressure35 | obtained in Appendix B | and ofthe two corresponding linearized versions,� 1 and � 2,for
the distinctregim eslisted below.

� W eak-coupling orzero-th orderDonnan (‘B ! 0)lim it:l! 0,� ! 1 ,but�nite product�l

� = k
2

�

1�
�2

6
k
2
l
2 �

�2

90

�
�
2 � 3

�
k
4
l
4 +

�2

945

�
3�2 � 5

�
k
6
l
6 �

�2

113400

�
7�6 + 18�4 + 51�2 � 84

�
k
8
l
8

+ O

�
k
10
l
10
�
�

� 1; (63)

� 1 = k
2

�

1�
�2

6
k
2
l
2 +

�2

30
k
4
l
4 �

�2

189
k
6
l
6 +

�2

1350
k
8
l
8 + O

�
k
10
l
10
�
�

� 1; (64)

� 2 = k
2

�

1�
�2

6
k
2
l
2 �

�2

90

�
�
2 � 3

�
k
4
l
4 +

�2

945

�
2�2 � 5

�
k
6
l
6 �

�2

9450

�
3�2 � 7

�
k
8
l
8 + O

�
k
10
l
10
�
�

� 1; (65)

� Counterionicideal-gaslim it:l! 0 and �nite �

� =
2

�l

(

1�
l

3�
+

�
4

45
+
�4

8

� �
l

�

� 2

�
16

945

�
l

�

� 3

+ O

h

(l=�)4
i
)

� 1; (66)

� 1 =
2

�l

(

1�
l

3�
+

�
2

15
+
�4

8

� �
l

�

� 2

�
8

189

�
l

�

� 3

+ O

h

(l=�)4
i
)

� 1; (67)

� 2 =
2

�l

(

1�
l

3�
+

�
4

45
+
�4

8

� �
l

�

� 2

�
8

315

�
l

�

� 3

+ O

h

(l=�)4
i
)

� 1; (68)

� G ouy-Chapm an orhigh-surfacechargelim it:l! 0 and �=l! 0

� =
1

2

�
�

l

�2
�

1�
2�

l
+ O

h

(�=l)3
i�

� 1+ O

�
l
2
�
; (69)

� 1 =
2

�2 sinh2
p
2l=�

+
1

�l
�
l2
p
2l=�coth

p
2l=�

4sinh2
p
2l=�

� 1+ O

�p
�=l

�

; (70)

� 2 =
1

�2 sinh2
p
2l=�

�
coth

p
2l=�

�2
p
2l=�

+
2

�l
+ O

�p
l=�

�

; (71)

� Large-separation lim it:l! 1 and �nite �

� =
32e� 2l

�
� +

p
1+ �2

�2

(

1� 8

�

l� 1+
�(1� �2)
p
1+ �2

�
e� 2l

�
� +

p
1+ �2

�2 + O

�
l
2e� 4l

�
)

; (72)

� 1 =
1

sinh2 l

"
2

�2
�
4cothl

�4l
�
2
�
1� 3coth2 l

�

�6l2
+
2
�
8+ 9�2 � 12coth2 l

�
cothl

3�8l3

#

+
2
�
1+ O

�
e� 2l

� �

�4l4

+ O
�
l
� 5
�
; (73)

� 2 =
1

sinh2 l

"

2

�2
�
4cothl

�4l
�
2
�
1+ 2�2 � 3coth2 l

�

�6l2

#

�
4
�
1+ O

�
e� 2l

� �

�4l3
+ O

�
l
� 4
�
: (74)
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Looking atEqs.(71)and (74)one m ay see why the linearized osm otic-pressure di�erence � 2 becom es
negative atthe G ouy-Chapm an and large-separation lim its. In the G ouy-Chapm an lim itthe leading term
isgiven by the O

�
�� 3=2

�
,which isnegative and overcom esthe exponentially decaying O

�
�� 2

�
term .The

leading term ofthe large-separation lim itisgiven by the O
�
l� 3

�
contribution,which isnegative and over-

com es the three exponentially decaying lowest-order term s. In the fullnonlinear solution, however,all
algebraically decaying term scancelin a nontrivialway,and eventually only an exponentially (positive)de-
caying behaviorispredicted. Note thatboth linearized versions,� 1 and � 2,show asym ptotic behaviours
that disagree strongly from the nonlinear osm otic-pressure di�erence �. This clearly indicates that both
linearized osm otic-pressurede�nitionsarem eaninglessin these lim itsand so isthe positivenessof� 1.

W eseethatin theweak-couplinglim ittheself-consistentlinearized osm oticpressure� 2 and itsnonlinear
counterpart� agreeup to the O

�
l4
�
term s,con�rm ing the validity ofthe linearization when itsunderlying

assum ptionsareful�lled.Thesam eoccursforthecounterionicideal-gaslim itup to theO (l)term s.In both
casesthefully stable� 1 hasa worseagreem ent,oneorderlowerthan thepartially unstable� 2.However,in
the large-separation lim it,the two linearized and the nonlinearexpressionsdisagreeeven qualitatively:the
linearized asym ptoticsisalgebraic (negative for� 2,positive for� 1),whereasthe nonlinearisexponential
(and positive). O n the other hand,although in the G ouy-Chapm an lim it allasym ptotics are algebraic,
in the linearized case the power-law is / � l� 1=2 for � 2 and / l� 1 for � 1,both in disagreem entwith the
nonlinearasym ptotics/ l� 2.Thefailureofthelinearization schem eshould notbeatallsurprising,because
it is supposed to be valid in the weak-coupling (‘B ! 0) and counterionic ideal-gaslim it,but not in the
opposite,large-separation (l! 1 )orhigh-surface charge,G ouy-Chapm an,(� ! 0)lim its. Therefore,any
resultsobtained in a linearized fram ework outside the weak-coupling and the counterionic ideal-gaslim its
should betaken with caution.Seealso ourcom m entsin theconcluding rem arksofthepreceding paper1 on
the gas-liquid-likephaseseparation in dilute deionized aqueoussuspensionsofcharged colloidalparticles.

In orderto show theaccuracy oftheself-consistentlinearized osm otic-pressuredi�erence� D H ,Eq.(51),
and theregion wherethelinearization schem ebreaksdown,weplotted in Figures1and 2thelociiofconstant
errorsbetween theexactnonlinearPB osm otic-pressuredi�erenceand thecorresponding linearized version,
m easured by the logarithm icdeviations

��D H � jln�D H (�;l)� ln�(�;l)j: (75)

W e have chosen a logarithm ic m easure for the deviations because � varies in a range ofseveralordersof
m agnitude.Forsm alldeviations,thisde�nition leadsto the relativeerrors,

��D H �

�
�
�
�

� D H (�;l)� �(�;l)

�(�;l)

�
�
�
�: (76)

Analogously,we m ay de�ne the logarithm ic deviation from PB ofthe linearized sem i-grand-canonicalpo-
tential,

�!D H � jln[!D H (�;l)� !(�;1 )]� ln[!(�;l)� !(�;1 )]j; (77)

which is alwayssm aller than ��D H (not shown). Therefore the linearized sem i-grand-canonicalpotential,
Eq.(48),and the linearized osm otic-pressuredi�erence,Eq.(51),describewellthecorresponding nonlinear
equations in the lim it �=l� 1 and l� 1. Because the nonlinear theory always predicts repulsion,the
attractive osm otic-pressure region | shown in gray in Figures 1 and 2 | is clearly an artifact of the
linearization. W hen plotted on the �=L � (�bL)� 1 plane, the � D H = 0 line reaches at �bL ! 0 the
asym ptoticvalue�0 = �=L = 0:123863965� � � ,which isgiven by thesolution ofthetranscendentalequation

2�0 +

r
�0

2
L

�r
2

�0

�

+ L
2

�r
2

�0

�

= 1: (78)

To obtain the fullnonlinearPB osm otic-pressuredi�erence �,one needsto num erically solve the tran-
scendentalequation (22)involvingellipticfunctionsorellipticintegrals.Although theasym ptoticexpansions
ofthe nonlinear� represented by Eqs.(63),(66),(69)and (72)allow an explicitanalyticalcom parison in
thedistinctregim eswith theirlinearized versions,they arenotvery usefulfornum ericalevaluation.In Ap-
pendix C wederiveextended expansionsofthenonlinearPB sem i-grand-canonicalpotential!,Eq.(30),and
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ofthe PB osm otic-pressure di�erence �,Eq.(33),thatinvolve only elem entary functionsand are suitable
for num ericalim plem entation. These extend the num ericalaccuracy ofthe above m entioned asym ptotic
expansionsofthe fullnonlinear� and are com plem entary to the linearized equations,! D H ,Eq.(48),and
� D H ,Eq.(51),providing an excellentapproxim ation in the regionswhere the linearization schem e breaks
down. In Figures 1 and 2 we also present their corresponding logarithm ic deviations from the exact PB
result,which,sim ilarly to (75),arede�ned by

��G C � jln�G C (�;l)� ln�(�;l)j; (79)

��LS � jln�LS(�;l)� ln�(�;l)j; (80)

where � G C and � LS,given explicitly in Appendix C,are the osm otic-pressure di�erencesin the extended
G ouy-Chapm an and large-separation lim its,respectively.

5 C oncluding rem arks

Theclassicalproblem oftwoin�niteuniform ly charged planesin electrochem icalequilibrium with an in�nite
salt-reservoirisexactlysolved atthem ean-�eld nonlinearlevel,aswellasbyalinearization schem econsistent
with quadraticexpansionsofthenonlinearsem i-grand-canonicalfunctional.By using gauge-invariantform s
oftheelectrostaticpotential,wehaveshown thatthelinearized osm oticpressurecorrespondsto a quadratic
expansion ofthe corresponding nonlinearversion.

Asalready pointed outin the literature,3 itisshown thatthe self-consistentlinearized osm oticpressure
leads to artifacts in the large-separation and the G ouy-Chapm an (high-surface charge) lim its,predicting
therenegativeosm otic-pressuredi�erences.Although itispossibletode�nean alternativelinearized osm otic
pressurethatitisfully stablebased on thepartialderivative ofthelinearized sem i-grand-canonicalpotential
with respect to the separation distance,3 its stability is shown to be a fortuitous result. In fact explicit
com parison oftheexactnonlinearosm oticpressureand thetwo linearized versionsshowsthatthelinearized
self-consistentosm oticpressure,though partially unstable,presentsa betteragreem entwith thePB results
in the weak-coupling and counterion ideal-gaslim its,where the linearization can be applied. However,not
surprisingly,in the region where the linearization breaks down none ofboth proposed linearized osm otic
pressuresgivequantitatively correctresults.

To avoid confusion we should stress at this point the exactness ofthe PB nonlinear solution at the
m ean-�eld leveland discuss its range ofvalidity and lim itations. It is known from num ericalsim ulations
ofthe Prim itive M odel37 (PM ) in the planar geom etry that su�ciently close and highly charged planes
in the presence ofneutralizing counterions attracteach other,38 even though for realistic charge densities
and m onovalent ions this is not observed at room tem perature. In this case the attraction is prevented
by steric repulsionsatthe sm allseparationsatwhich itwould be observed neglecting the �nite ionic size.
Because the m ean-�eld PB approxim ation alwayspredictsrepulsion,theoreticalvalidation for this attrac-
tion (observed in factatroom tem perature only form ultivalentions)hasto be given beyond the PB level,
e.g.,by bulk counterion correlations,39,40 integral-equationstheories,41,42 charge-correlation-induced attrac-
tions,43,44 charge-
uctuation-induced attractions,45{47 electrolytic depletion-induced attractions,48 discrete
solvent-m ediated attractions,49 �eld-theory m ethods50 etc | see also Refs.[51{60]for m echanism s ofat-
traction between like-charged rods.O n the otherhand,in the strong-coupling lim itthe linearization ofthe
W S-cellm ean-�eld PB equation,asdiscussed in thiswork,doespredictattraction.However,herethem ech-
anism ofattraction isrelated to m athem aticalartifactsofthelinearization itselfand doesnotcorrespond to
a realphysicale�ect.The factthatthisprediction isin agreem entwith the theoriesbeyond the m ean-�eld
levelispurely accidentaland isintrinsically connected with theinadequacy (m eaning incorrectapplication)
ofthe PB m ean-�eld approach at the sam e lim it. In other words,a qualitatively correct result (in this
exam ple,attraction)m ay be deceptively anticipated in the strong-coupling lim itbecause ofthe sim ultane-
ousapplication oftwo inadequate approxim ations,nam ely,the m ean-�eld PB equation and itssubsequent
linearization.
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A Exact nonlinear averaged densities

In thisAppendix wewillcom paretheuniform expansion densitiesaboutwhich thelinearization isperform ed
| the state-independentzero-th orderDonnan densities| with the exactnonlinearPB averages.

By using the de�nite integrals
’ 0Z

’ L

d’ sinh’
p
2cosh’ � 2cosh’0

= �
p
2cosh’L � 2cosh’0; (A1)

’ 0Z

’ L

d’ cosh’
p
2cosh’ � 2cosh’0

=
cosh’0
cosh ’ 0

2

F

�

arccos
h

sinh
’0

2

.

sinh
’L

2

i�
�
�1=cosh2

’0

2

�

� 2cosh
’0

2
E

�

arccos
h

sinh
’0

2

.

sinh
’L

2

i�
�
�1=cosh2

’0

2

�

� coth
’L

2

p
2cosh’L � 2cosh’0; (A2)

itispossibleto obtain the exactnonlinearPB averaged densities,

hn� (x)i

nb
=
D

e� ’(x)
E

=

s
�
2

�l

� 2

+


e’(x)

� 

e� ’(x)

�
�

2

�l

= 1+ 2t�
2

�l
�
2

l

p
1+ tE

�

arctan

�
1

�
p
t

� �
�
�
�

1

1+ t

�

+
2

�l

r
1+ �2(1+ t)

1+ �2t
: (A3)

In Figure 3 we com pare them with the uniform densities about which the linearization is perform ed,the
state-independentzero-th orderDonnan densities(36),

�n�
nb

=

s
�
2

�l

� 2

+ 1�
2

�l
; (A4)

by looking attheirlogarithm icdeviationsfrom the corresponding exactPB averages,

��n� � lnhn� (x)i� ln�n� : (A5)

B A sym ptotic expansions ofthe nonlinear solution

In thisAppendix we obtain the asym ptotic expansionsofthe nonlinearosm otic-pressure di�erence �. W e
havem adeextensiveuse ofRefs.[18{21]throughoutthisAppendix.

B .1 W eak-coupling lim it

To obtain the weak-coupling (‘B ! 0)lim it,�rstnote thatthe product�l= 2=(�k2)doesnotdepend on
‘B .Thereforewem ultiply both sidesofthe eigenvalueequation by l,

�l
p
t=

2
p
t

�k2
= lcs

�

l
p
1+ t

�
�
�
�

1

1+ t

�

; (B1)

and expand them in powersofl,assum ing thatt=
P

1

k= 0
a2kl

2k.Itisthen possibleto obtain thecoe�cients
fa2kg ofthe expansion recursively,leading to Eq.(63).

B .2 C ounterionic ideal-gas lim it

To obtain the counterion-dom inated ideal-gaslim it(l! 0 and �nite �),wewrite

�
p
t= cs

�

l
p
1+ t

�
�
�
�

1

1+ t

�

; (B2)

and expand the right-hand side in powersofl,assum ing thatt=
P

1

k= � 1
akl

k.Itisthen possible to obtain
the coe�cientsfa kg ofthe expansion recursively,leading to Eq.(66).
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B .3 G ouy-C hapm an lim it

To obtain the G ouy-Chapm an (high-surfacecharge)lim it(� ! 0),notethat

l
p
1+ t= F

�
�

2
� arctan(�

p
t)

�
�
�
�

1

1+ t

�

= K

�
1

1+ t

�

� �
p
1+ t+ O (�3t); (B3)

leading to

l

�

1+
�

l
+ O (�3t=l)

�

=
1

p
1+ t

K

�
1

1+ t

�

: (B4)

Ifwe additionally assum e that l! 0,with �=l! 0,and with the help ofthe expansion ofthe com plete
elliptic integralK (m )aboutm = 0,

K (m )=
�

2

h

1+
m

4
+ O (m 2)

i

; (B5)

wearelead to the asym ptoticsolution,

t=
�
�

2l

�2
�

1�
2�

l
+ O

h

(�=l)3
i�

�
1

2
+ O

�
l
2
�
; (B6)

which givestheasym ptoticosm otic-pressuredi�erencein theG ouy-Chapm an lim it,Eq.(69).Evaluation of
higher-orderterm softhe leading contribution O (l� 2)ofthe expansion would give

t=
�
�

2l

�2
(

1�
2�

l
+ 3

�
�

l

� 2

+

�
�2

6
� 4

� �
�

l

� 3

� 5

�
�2

6
� 1

� �
�

l

� 4

�

�
�4

40
�
5�2

2
+ 6

� �
�

l

� 5

+ O

h

(�=l)6
i
)

�
1

2
+ O

�
l
2
�
: (B7)

B .4 Large-separation lim it

To obtain the large-separation (l! 1 and �nite �)asym ptotics,�rstnote that

l
p
1+ t= F

�

arccotg
�

�
p
t

���
�
�

1

1+ t

�

= F

�
�

2
� arctan

�

�
p
t

���
�
�

1

1+ t

�

= K

�
1

1+ t

�

� F

�

arctan
�
�
p
1+ t

�
�
�
�
�

1

1+ t

�

= K

�
1

1+ t

�

� F (arctan�j1)+ O (t)= K

�
1

1+ t

�

� ln
�

� +
p
1+ �2

�

+ O (t): (B8)

Using the expansion ofthe com plete elliptic integralK (m )aboutm = 1,

K (m )= ln4�
1

2
ln(1� m )+ O (1� m ); (B9)

weareled to the asym ptoticsolution

t=
16e� 2l

�
� +

p
1+ �2

�2 + O

�
le� 4l

�
; (B10)

which yields the leading term ofthe asym ptotic osm otic-pressure di�erence in the large-separation lim it,
Eq.(72).By com puting higher-orderterm s,itispossibleto writean asym ptotic powerseries,

t=
16e� 2l

�
� +

p
1+ �2

�2

"

1+
1X

�= 1

e� 2�lt�(�;l)
�
� +

p
1+ �2

�2�

#

; (B11)
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wherethe coe�cientst�(�;l)= O (l�)ofthe threeleading term sread

t1(�;l) = � 8

�

l� 1+
�(1� �2)
p
1+ �2

�

; (B12)

t2(�;l) = 96l2 � 152l

�

1�
24�(1� �2)

19
p
1+ �2

�

+
4

1+ �2

�
11+ 35�2 � 48�4 + 24�6

�

�
8�

(1+ �2)3=2
�
19� 12�2 � 17�4 + 6�6

�
; (B13)

t3(�;l) = �
4096l3

3
+ 4096l2

�
11

16
�
�(1� �2)
p
1+ �2

�

+
512�l

(1+ �2)3=2
�
11� 6�2 � 10�4 + 3�6

�

�
32l

(1+ �2)2
�
47+ 222�2 � 81�4 � 128�6 + 128�8

�

�
32�

(1+ �2)5=2
�
47+ 15�2 � 159�4 + 17�6 + 104�8 � 56�10

�

+
64

(1+ �2)3
�
3+ 53�2 � 39�4 � 77�6 + 72�8 + 36�10 � 24�12

�
: (B14)

Although thisasym ptoticseriesworksprettywellforlargeseparations(l� 1),in thecrossoverregion (l� 1)
itleadsto oscillating pressures. In Appendix C we obtain extended expansionsofthe nonlinearequations
in the large-separation lim itthatdo nothavethisdisadvantagein the crossoverregion.

C Extended expansions ofthe nonlinear solution

In thisAppendix weobtain extended expansionsofthenonlinearsem i-grand-canonicalpotentialand ofthe
nonlinearosm otic-pressuredi�erencethatarevalid in theregion wherethelinearization breaksdown.Again,
W e havem adeextensiveuse ofRefs.[18{21]throughoutthisAppendix.

C .1 Extended G ouy-C hapm an lim it

In the previousAppendix,both the counterionicideal-gas(�nite �)aswellasthe G ouy-Chapm an (� ! 0)
asym ptoticswereobtained in thesm all-separation (l! 0)lim it.In fact,forany ratio� = �=lthesum m ation
overthe �=lseriesforthe leading term sup to O (l2)m ay be perform ed exactly,yielding

t=
�
y

l

�2
�
1

2
+
3
�
1+ � + �2y2

� �
1+ �2y2

�
+ 2�3y2

32y2 (1+ � + �2y2)(1+ �2y2)
l
2 + O

�
l
4
�
; (C1)

wherey = y(�)isthe solution ofthe transcendentalequation

�ytany = 1: (C2)

This generalexpression yields the leading term O (l� 2) ofthe counterionic ideal-gas (�nite �,when y !p
l=� ! 0) as wellas the G ouy-Chapm an (high-surface charge,when � ! 0;y ! �=2) asym ptotics as

specialcases,

y
2 =
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1�
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�
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�
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+
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=
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+ O
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: (C3)
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The excesssem i-grand-canonicalpotential! m ay be obtained by integration ofthe osm otic-pressuredi�er-
ence2t,leading to

!(�;l) =
2y2

l
�
4

�

�

1+ ln

�
�

2
siny

� �

+ l�
1

2
coty

�

sin2 y+
l

�

� �
l

2y

� 3

+ O

�
l
5
�
: (C4)

W hilethe third and fourth term sarethe leading correctionsdueto thepresenceofsalt,the two �rstterm s
can be related to halfofthe exactnonlinear Helm holtz free energy oftwo charged in�nite planes in the
presenceofneutralizing counterionsonly (salt-freeG ouy-Chapm an case),

�F

A
=

1

4�‘B

�
2y2

L
�

4

�

�

1+ ln(�siny)+
1

2
ln

�
2�‘B
�3

� � �

; (C5)

wherey isthe solution ofthe transcendentalequation ytany = L=�.
W ede�netheextended G ouy-Chapm an lim itby truncatingtheaboveexpansions,neglectingthushigher-

orderterm s,

!G C (�;l) �
2y2

l
�
4

�

�

1+ ln

�
�

2
siny

� �

+ l�
1

2
coty

�

sin2 y+
l

�

� �
l

2y

� 3

; (C6)

� G C (�;l) � 2
�
y

l

�2
� 1+

3
�
1+ � + �2y2

� �
1+ �2y2

�
+ 2�3y2

16y2 (1+ � + �2y2)(1+ �2y2)
l
2
; (C7)

wherey = y(�)isthe solution ofthe transcendentalequation (C2).

C .2 Extended large-separation lim it

The large-separation osm otic-pressureasym ptotics(B11)obtained in Appendix B.4 displaysoscillationsin
thecrossover(l� 1)region.Becausewewantto m atch thelinearized DH-like,theextended G ouy-Chapm an
and thelarge-separation asym ptoticexpressionsatthecrossoverregion,weneed to �nd an extended expan-
sion thatdoesnotdisplay thisshortcom ing.In factthe pressureoscillationsareavoided ifoneusesinstead
the im plicitform l= l(�;m ),which isobtained by expanding the eigenvalueequation,

l(�;m ) =
p
m K (m )�

p
m F

�
arctan

�
�=
p
m
��
�m

�
; (C8)

in powersof(1� m )� t=(1+ t).Accurateresultsin thecrossoverregion,which willcoveralm ostthewhole
(l� �)param eterspace with logarithm ic pressure deviationsfrom the exactPB within 0.1% ,are obtained
by using fourth-orderexpansionsofthe elliptic integrals61 aboutm = 1,

K (m ) = ln4�
1

2
ln(1� m )+

1

4
(1� m )

�

ln4� 1�
1

2
ln(1� m )

�

+
3

128
(1� m )2 [6ln4� 7� 3ln(1� m )]+

5

1536
(1� m )3 [30ln4� 37� 15ln(1� m )]

+
35

196608
(1� m )4 [420ln4� 533� 210ln(1� m )]+ O

�
(1� m )5 ln(1� m )

�
; (C9)

F
�
arctan

�
�=
p
m
��
�m

�
= F (arctan�jm )+

�(1� m )

2(1+ �2)7=2

n�
1+ �

2
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+
1

4
(1� m )

�
1+ �

2
�2 �

3� 2�4
�
+

1

24
(1� m )2

�
1+ �

2
� �
15+ 5�2 � 10�4 + 6�6 + 9�8

�

+
1

192
(1� m )3

�
105+ 70�2 � 70�4 + 28�6 + 66�8 � 72�10 � 60�12

�
+ O

�
(1� m )4

� 	
; (C10)

F (arctan�jm ) = F (arctan�j1)+
1X

n= 1

(m � 1)n

n!

@nF (arctan�jm )

@m n

�
�
�
�
m = 1
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= ln
�

� +
p
1+ �2

�

+
1� m

4
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p
1+ �2
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p
1+ �2
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+
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p
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�

� �
p
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�
105� 70�2 + 56�4 � 48�6
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+ O
�
(1� m )5

�
: (C11)

The asym ptotic large-separation (l! 1 )excesssem i-grand-canonicalpotentialisobtained by integration
ofthe osm otic-pressuredi�erence,2t= � d!=dl,

!(�;l) = !(�;1 )� 2

Z t

0

d� �
dl

d�
+ O

�
(1� m )6 ln(1� m )

�

= !(�;1 )� 2tl+ 2

Z t

0

d� l[�;1=(1+ �)]+ O
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(1� m )6 ln(1� m )
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= !(�;1 )�
2

m
(1� m )l(�;m )� 2

Z m

1

d�

�2
l(�;�)+ O

�
(1� m )6 ln(1� m )

�
: (C12)

W e need to evaluateintegralsoftype

Z m

1

d�

�3=2
(1� �)n ;

Z m

1

d�

�3=2
ln(1� �)(1� �)n ; forn = 0;� � � ;4; (C13)

which can all be perform ed analytically. After som e algebraic m anipulations, the last contribution of
Eq.(C12)m ay be castin the form

2

Z m

1

d�

�2
l(�;�) =
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32

�

arctanh
p
m + ln2� ln
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�
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430080(1+ �2)7=2
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m
;(C14)

A (�) = 34125+ 24150�2 � 56210�4 � 46480�6 + 9253�8 + 738�10 � 5160�12 + 1680�14; (C15)

B(m )= 25609+ 18404m � 4818m2 + 1300m 3 � 175m4; (C16)

C(m ) = 123743+ 82792m � 56970m2 + 16960m 3 � 2365m4; (C17)

C0(m ) = 105
�
14711+ 35356m � 11310m2 + 3308m 3 � 465m4

�
; (C18)

C1(m ) = 70
�
19795+ 26252m � 1254m2 � 868m3 + 235m 4

�
; (C19)

C2(m ) = � 70
�
31873+ 98756m � 37826m2 + 11636m 3 � 1655m4

�
; (C20)

C3(m ) = � 560
�
4129+ 7940m � 1730m2 + 308m 3 � 23m4

�
; (C21)

C4(m ) = 156695+ 1690780m � 938350m2 + 322924m 3 � 47665m4; (C22)

C5(m ) = 79030� 82600m + 186900m2 � 111496m3 + 22630m 4
; (C23)

C6(m ) = � 40
�
4795+ 16940m � 7350m2 + 2492m 3 � 365m4

�
; (C24)

C7(m ) = 1680
�
35+ 140m � 70m2 + 28m 3 � 5m4

�
: (C25)

W e m ay check num erically thatthe osm otic pressure 2tcorrespondsindeed to the derivative ofthe excess
grand potential! with respectto the sem i-separation lbetween the two charged surfaces.

The extended large-separation expressionsareobtained by truncating the above expressions,neglecting
thushigher-ordercontributions.Collecting allcontributions,theextended large-separation osm otic-pressure
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di�erence� LS � 2(1� m )=m isde�ned im plicitly by the relation
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; (C26)

with the associated sem i-grand-canonicalpotential,

!LS(�;l)�
2

�
arccosh
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1+
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1+ �2

�

�
2

m
(1� m )l(�;m )� 2
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l(�;�): (C27)

D G lobally self-consistent linearized equations

In this Appendix we show that the linearized equations that preserve the exact nature ofthe Legendre
transform ation do not lead to any im provem ents in the agreem ent between the linearized and nonlinear
osm oticpressuresin com parison to the linearized versionsobtained in Section 3.

Asdiscussed in detailin Appendix G ofRef.[1],the Legendre transform ation between the sem i-grand-
canonicaland the canonicaldescriptions ofthe system m ay be rendered exact if| instead ofusing the
state-independentzero-th orderDonnan densities(36)| oneusesthequadratictruncation ofthenonlinear
averages,given by Eq.(38),asexpansion densitiesto obtain the linearized functional. W ith the inclusion
ofthe quadratic state-dependentcontribution h�2(x)i to the average densities,we obtain the globally self-
consistentlinearized sem i-grand-canonicalpotentialand linearized osm otic-pressuredi�erence,
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wherethe dim ensionlessparam eters,

�̂ =
1

p
1+ (�l=2)2eh�2(x)i

; k̂
2 =

q

eh�2(x)i+ [2=(�l)]2 =
eh�2(x)i=2
p
1� �̂2

; (D3)
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aregiven im plicitly in term softhe quadraticelectrostatic-potentialdeviation,
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� 1
io

: (D4)

To com pute the linearized osm otic-pressure di�erence �̂ D H ,Eq.(D2),one needs to take into accountthe
totalderivativesofthe param etricform s,Eqs.(D3),
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In accordanceto the in�nite-separation linearized self-energy obtained in Section 3,the new version isalso
given by !̂D H (�;l! 1 )= 2=�2.

In Figures1 and 2 we com parethe two linearized osm otic-pressurede�nitions,� D H and �̂ D H ,given by
Eqs.(51)and (D2),with theexactnonlinearversion �,given by Eq.(33).Thedotted linesin Figures1and 2
suggest a better agreem entbetween the linearized osm otic-pressure di�erence �̂ D H and the fullnonlinear
counterpart� | in com parison to the linearized version � D H ,obtained in Section 3. However,asshown
below by explicitanalyticalcom parison,thesenum ericalevidencesarein factm isleading.

Asym ptotic analyticalexpansions of the linearized osm otic-pressure di�erence �̂ D H about the weak-
coupling (‘B ! 0),
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� 1; (D6)

and the counterionicideal-gas(L ! 0,�nite �)lim its,

�̂ D H = � D H +
2

�l

(

�4

675

�
l

�

� 6

+ O

h

(l=�)7
i
)

; (D7)

show explicitly that both linearized osm otic pressures,� D H and �̂ D H ,agree with the fullnonlinear PB
version � up to the sam e order | cf.Eqs.(63)to (68). Therefore,the num ericalindicationsofa better
agreem entof�̂ D H ,as suggested by Figures 1 and 2,are purely fortuitous. In fact,for ratios �=L > 102

(beyond the values shown in Figure 2) one observes a crossover between the deviations ofthe linearized
versions,� D H and �̂ D H ,with respectto the fullnonlinearosm otic-pressuredi�erence �.
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Figure 1: Logarithm ic deviations from the PB of the di�erent asym ptotic osm otic-pressure di�erences.
DH represents the Debye-H�uckel-like,linearized-functionalexpansion about the weak-coupling lim it,G C
correspondsto theexpansion aboutthesalt-freeG ouy-Chapm an lim it,and LS denotesthelarge-separation
lim it expansion. The region com plem entary to LS is splitted into three parts. In the gray region the
linearized osm otic-pressuredi�erence� D H becom esnegative.Thearrowsindicatethedirection ofdecreasing
logarithm icdeviation ��from thePB results:10� 1 (dot-dashed lines),10� 2 (dashed lines),10� 3 (solid lines).
Forcom parison,wealso display (dotted lines)thelinearized resultsby including quadraticcontributionsin
the expansion densities,asde�ned by the linearized pressure �̂ D H ,Eq.(D2).
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Figure2:Sam e asin Figure1,butplotted using di�erentvariables.At�bL ! 0,the � D H = 0 line reaches
theasym ptoticvaluede�ned by Eq.(78),�0 = �=L = 0:123863965� � � Com parewith Figure1 from Ref.[36].
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Figure3:Deviationsfrom thePB averageddensitiesofthestate-independentzero-th orderDonnan densities,
which were used to perform the quadratic expansionsofthe nonlinearfunctional. The arrowsindicate the
direction ofincreasing logarithm ic deviations ��n� from the PB results: 10� 3 (solid lines),10� 2 (dashed
lines) and 10� 1 (dot-dashed lines). To allow a com parison with the region where the linearized theory
breaksdown,we also plotted the locus(dark gray thick line)where the logarithm ic deviation from PB of
the linearized osm otic-pressure di�erence is��D H = 10� 3. In the lightgray region the linearized osm otic-
pressure di�erence becom es negative,� D H < 0. Although there is a close connection between this region
and theincreaseofthedeviations��n� forhigh-surfacecharges(� � 1),forlow-surfacecharges(� � 1)and
largeseparations(l� 1),thelinearized theory stillpredictsa negativelinearized osm otic-pressuredi�erence
(upper-rightregion),while the fullnonlinearonevanishesexponentially from positive values.
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