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A bstract

The classical problem of two uniform Iy charged in nite planes in electrochem ical equilbbrium with
an in nite m onovalent salt reservoir is solved exactly at the m ean— eld nonlinear P oisson-B oltzm ann
PB) kvel, ncluding an explicit expression of the associated nonlinear electrostatic contribution to the
sem igrand-canonical potential. A linearization of the nonlinear functional is presented that lads to
D ebyeH uckellike equations agreeing asym ptotically w ith the nonlinear PB resuls in the weak-coupling
(high-tem perature) and counterionic ddealgas lim its. T his linearization schem e yields artifacts in the low —
tem perature, Jarge-separation or high-surface charge lin its. In particular, the osm oticpressure di erence
betw een the Interplane region and the salt reservoirbecom es negative in the above lim its, in disagreem ent
w ith the exact (at m ean— eld level) nonlinear PB solution. By using explicitly gauge-invariant form s of
the electrostatic potential we show that these artifacts | alhough them odynam ically consistent w ith
quadratic expansions of the nonlinear finctional | can be traced back to the non-ful lim ent of the
underlying assum ptions of the linearization. Explicit com parison between the analytical expressions
of the exact nonlinear solution and the corresponding linearized equations allow s us to show that the
linearized results are asym ptotically exact In the weak-coupling and counterionic idealgas lim its, but
always failotherw ise, predicting negative osm otic-pressure di erences. By taking appropriate lim tsofthe
fullnonlinear PB solution, we provide asym ptotic expressions for the sem igrand-canonicalpotentialand
the oan oticpressure di erence that involve only elem entary functions, which cover the com plem entary
region where the linearized theory breaks down.

1 Introduction

In the preceding paperllJ we perform ed a linearization of the m ean— eld Poisson-Boltzm ann (PB) density
functional for sphericalW igner-Seitz cellsthat agreesasym ptotically w ith the PB results In the weak-coupling
(high-tem perature) 1im it by adop‘lc,ing an explicitly gauge-invariant approach. However, as already pointed
out previously in the literature2® the linearization schem e yields artifacts in the low -tem pgrature, high—
surface charge or in nitedilition (of polyions) lin its for the D onnan equilbriim problm 2% i spherical
geom etry, which describes a suspension of spherical charged polyions in electrochem ical equilbrium w ith
an In nite salt reservoir. In these lim its the linearized oam oticpressure di erence between the colloidal
suspension and the salt reservoir becom es negative, In disagreem ent w ith the ullnonlinear PB result, that
alw ays displays positive oan oticpressure di erences. Because the nonlinear PB equation is not analytically
solvable in spherical geom etry | even In the sin plest salt-free case, when only neutralizing counterions are
present | one m ust rely on num erical calculations to establish com parisons between the nonlinear and the
linearized equations. Thism otivated us to consider the prototype case represented by the classical problem
of two uniform Iy charged in nite planes in electrochem icalequilbrium with an In nite salt reservoir, when
the exact analytical solution ofthe nonlinearproblem ispossble. T he explicit analyticalcom parison betw een
the exact (@t them ean- eld level) fullnonlinear and the approxin ated linearized equations allow susto trace
back the underlying reasons ofthe breakdow n ofthe linearization schem e that is intrinsically associated w ith
its range of validiy. A dditionally, the study ofthis exactly-solvable case sheds som e light on the question of
the proper de nition of the linearized osam otic pressure that was previously considered in R ef. -@:].

M oreover, to our know ledge, the explicit calculation of the sem igrand-canonical potential for two uni-
form Iy charged in nite planes at the nonlinear m ean— eld PB level has only been reported in connection
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to the polyelectrolytebrush problem :'? In that work, how ever, the them odynam icalpotential also included
electrostatic and elastic contributions arising from the polyelectrolyte brushes, and therefore, these need to
be subtracted out. T he know ledge of the therm odynam ic potential allow s us to derive all them odynam ic
properties of the two charged In nite planes problem . W e note that i can be also extended to curved sur-
faces by using the D erpguin approxin ation 1613 F isthen possble to determm ine the nom al forces (perunit
area) betw een these surfaces w hen their separation distance ism uch an aller than their curvature radiis. W e
w ill present the exact nonlinear sem igrand-canonical finctional from which we derive approxin ate expres—
sions. These involve only elem entary fiinctions and provide excellent approxin ations to the fiill nonlnear
PB resultsw ithin the whole range of param eters.

The rem ainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section ::a’ the m odel is introduced and the
exact nonlinear solution is obtained. In Section :_'q’ the linearization of the appropriate sem i-grand-canonical
functional is perform ed. In Section E4: we present explicit analytic com parisons betw een the exact nonlinear
and the linearized equations of state. In Section :_5 we give som e concluding rem arks. In Appendix :_A-:
we ocom pare the exact nonlinear and the selfconsistent linearized averaged densities used to perform the
quadratic expansion of the nonlnear fiinctional. In A ppendix 3_5: we derive the asym ptotic expansions of
the exact nonlinear solution. In A ppendix :C-' we obtain extended expansions of the exact nonlinear solution
that are valid In the G ouy-C hapm an (thh—surﬁoe charge) and the large-separation 1im its, regionsw here the
linearization schem ebreaksdown. In A ppendix D' w e present linearized equations that preserve the exactness
of the Legendre transform ation between the sem igrand-canonical and canonicalensaemble form ulations of
the problam .

2 Exact nonlinear P oisson-B oltzm ann solition

The system to be considered is com prised of two in nite planar surfaces a distance 2L apart, each wih

surface charge q, where g > 0 is the elem entary charge, In electrochem ical equilbriim with an in nite
m onovalent salt reservoir ofbulk salt density ny . Them icroions (positive counterions and sal ions) are free
tomove in the region L < x < L between the two charged surfaces, where we introduced a C artesian axis
perpendicular to the planes in which them idplane is located at x = 0 and thetwo charged planesatx = L.
At them ean—- eld kevelofapproxin ation the ions are treated as inhom ogeneous idealgases described by their
average local num ber densities n (X). W e do not distinguish between (positive) counterions and positive
jons derived from the salt dissociation. The total charge number densiy (counterions, sal ions and the
negative surface charge on the planes) of the system ,

®x)=n ®) n x) x+ L) x L); 1)

where isthe one-dim ensionalD irac delta-fiinction, is related to the reduced electrostatic potential (x)
g (x), which satis es the (exact) P oisson equation,
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where Y d= istheBfrrum length and ! = kp T isthe them alenergy. &t is in plicitly assum ed that

the solvent dielectric constant rem ains the sam e outside the region containing the sal solution (k3j> L),
S0 In agecharge e ects due to dielectric contrast are absent. T he form al solution of the P oisson equation (.’g:)
m ay be w ritten in term s of the one-din ensional G reen fiinction G1 X;Xp),
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which in tum allow s us to express the m ean— eld sem igrand-canonical functional (for one charged plane)
per uni area as
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where are the therm alde B roglie wavelengths of cations (incliding the positive counterions) and anions,
respectively, and the (mean- eld) m icroion chem ical potentials = In ny, > assume ideal gases of
uniform densiy np, for both types of ions in the in nite salt reservoir. The last equality results from
Integrating the electrostatic energy (oer uni area) | the rsttem ofEq. ('¢_l:) | by parts and using the fact
that surface contributions vanish due to G auss’ law and the overall electroneutrality of the system ,
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The equilbriim density pro les are obtained by m inin izing the PB sam Igrand-canonical finctional ('@:)
under the chargeneutrality constraint 6'_5),
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where we introduced the Lagrange multiplier o; to ensure the neutrality condition (B) . This yields the
Boltzm ann-weighted ionic pro ls,

n )= npexp| el =x)1; (7)

and the Lagrange m ultiplier ; is ound by im posing the charge-neutrality condition ('_5),
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where n. = =L is the average density of counterions in the Interplane region kj< L and the brackets

denote unw eighted spatial averages over the volum e available to the m icroions,
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In close analogy to the spherical case | cf. Appendix E ofRef. @] | it is possble to w rite the nonlinear
equilbriim density pro ls in an explicitly gauge-invariant form by inserting the Lagrange m ultiplier (3_3')
Into the Boltzm ann-weighted ionic pro les, Egs. €_7.),
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By explicitly gauge-invariant we m ean that the equilbrium pro les do not depend explicitly on a particular
choice of the zero of the potential, because they depend only on the di erence h i x). Henceforth
gauge—-invariant w ill be a short w riting to explicitly gauge-invariant. In particular, In the salt—firee (n, ! 0)
lim it, these gauge-nvariant om s lead | In a direct and transparent way | to the vanishing coion pro l,
n &) 0,and to the salt-free equilbrium counterion pro ke, ny () = nee® * ®)=

The m ost comm only used gauge‘lz.'ﬁ is the one in which the chargeneutrality Lagrange m ultiplier is
ZEY0, o1 0, which ¢loes not correspond to the gauge In which the electrostatic potential at the in nite
sakt reservoir vanishes®? H enceforth, to sin plify the notation and the calculations we w ill use the standard
gauge o1 0 to treat the nonlinear probkem . W e should keep in m ind, however, that the xed-gauge
electrostatic potential /' (x) (%) <1 Willno longer be gauge-invariant: its value at a particular point



| k¥t us say, at the m dplane, " " x = 0), or at the charged surfaces, 'L ''x = 1) | will be
determ ined by in posing the overall charge neutrality (_5) in the whole system . They can no longer be chosen

arbirarily, in contrast to their gauge-invariant counterparts, o x = 0) or x = L). In the
gauge-invariant form ulation, either ( or 1 may be chosen arbitrarily | but not both sim ultaneously |
because the di erence 1, o= "1 ’o must eventually be preserved.

In the standayd gauge the nonlnear problem reduces nto solving the usualPB equation fortwo charged
in nie planes %31
&’ &) _
dx?
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w ith the appropriate boundary conditions,
0 0 0 0 2
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the prim e @) denoting di erentiation w ith respect to the argum ent. W e have introduced two length scales:
the D ebye screening length associated w ith the bulk density np, ofthe n nite sal reservoir,
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and the G ouy-C hapm an24%% Jength,
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w hich gives the characteristic (@lgebraic) decay length of the counterion distribution (for a salt—free system )
around an in nite charged plane w ith bare surface charge
U sing the m athem atical identity
le (X) B 1 d(' 0)2 )

dx? 2 a ' 16)
it ispossble to ntegrate the nonlnear PB E(g. I_l-j) exactly,
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whosepso]utjon is written in tem s of the midplane electrostatic potential "o < 0 and F ("in) =
4 1 msif isthe ncomplkte elliptic integralofthe rst kind 2424 A pplying the boundary condi-
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where we de ned the two din ensionless distances » and 1 pL,and " < ¢ < 0 is the surface
electrostatic potential at the charged planes. Introducing the variable
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which a posteriori w illbe identi ed w ith halfofthe (din ensionless) osm oticpressure di erence between the
interplane region and the salt reservoir | cf. Eq. 33) | the two boundary conditions can be com bined into
the eigenvalue equation,
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where cs@uidp) = cn(uin )=sn@@in ) is the ratio of the cosineam plitude and sine-am plitude Jacobi elliptic
finctions®@% The explicit exact solution of the nonlinear PB problkm can then be w ritten as
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It should be rem arked that the exact solution to thenonlinearPB problem m ay be cast in severalequjya]ent
formm s. Verwey and O verbeek /! '34 quoted by H unter,-i gave an altemative form for the In plicit solution Cl8),
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whereK ~fn) ( =2 Jn ) isthe com plete ellptic integralofthe rstkind, L2 while B ehrens and B orkovec’s
version? -tothe explicit solution CZ3) reads
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where od (uin ) is the od Jacobielliptic finction L3184 H owever, none of these previous w orks presented the
explicit expression for the nonlinear PB sam igrand-canonicalpotential h (x)Lguu, which can be ex—
tracted from Ref. Q] by neglecting the electrostatic and elastic contributions arising from the polyelectrolyte
brushes.
T he din ensionless exc:ess‘_25 sem igrand-canonical potential per unit area,
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m ay be evalnated Inserting the exact nonlinear solution é;;) Into the sam igrand-canonical fiinctional @)
and perform ing the Integrations. A fter som e tedious algebra, we obtain
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whereE (n)= ,d 1 msif isthe incomplte ellptic integral of the second kind24®2% 7, < 0is
the reduced electrostatic surface potential at the charged plane at in nite sgparation and ! ( ;1 ) represents

the nonlinear excess selfenergy of the system . U sing the relations
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and the factthat ' < 0and ', < 0, the excess sam igrand-canonicalpotential ! m ay be cast in a sin pler

form ,
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A salready pointed out in the introduction, besides its intrinsic relevance, the sem igrand-cananicalpotential
forthe planar case has also an in portant application : by using the D erpguin approxin ation 144 valid when
the range of interaction£4 (cforder 'y and the separation distance 2L between the two curved surfaces
arem uch an aller than their curvature radiis a, i ispossble to determ ne their nom alforce (per unit area)
F at ssparation 2L by
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Retuming to the planar case, the oan oticpressure di erence P between the interplane region and the
In nie sal reservoir can be w ritten in term s of the m idplane reduced electrostatic potential’ g

P 1 d (;L) d!(;1) ny O)+n Q) 2n
2ny 2ny, dL A e i dl 2ny,
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which m ay be obtamed by takJng the form al derivative of ! wih respect to 1, sin ilarly as perform ed in
Appendix A ofRef. EJ] Eq. d33 is a m ean- eld version®’ of the boundary-density theorem , which states
that the oam otic pressure is sin ply given by the sum of the m icroionic densities at the m idplane W S-cell
boundary). T his sin ple relation does not hold beyond the m ean— eld levelbecause of nite ionic=size e ects
and the presence of m icroionic correlations between particles located in the di erent sem igpaces separated
by them idplane | even though it stilldoes for one charged plane w ith the electrolyte con ned by a neutral
m jdp]ane.'@q W e restrict ourselves, how ever, to the nonlinear m ean— eld result C_§3_’), which clearly predicts
that the oam oticpressure di erence is always positive.

W e should rem ark that the nonlinear osm oticpressure di erence CBC_’; m ay also be written in a gauge—
nvariant form using the gauge-invariant equilbrium densiy pro ls (:_l]_;)
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where ( is the arbitrary m idplane electrostatic potential in the gauge-invariant ﬁ)]igl ulation. It does not
need necessarily to coincide w ith the m idplane electrostatic potential’ 2arcsinh =2 in the standard
gauge <1 0. The gauge-nvariant form :[3_:’4) of the nonlinear ogm oticpressure di erence w ill be usefiil
later, at the end of Section :_3, when establishing a connection between is quadratic expansion about the
average potentialh i and its linearized counterpart {_5-4) .

3 Linearization schem e

To obtain the linearized sam igrand-canonical functional py hh (x)] we truncate the expansion of the PB
nonlinear sam igrand-canonical nctjonal h ®)],Eqg. (_4), up to second order In the di erencesn  (x)

n &)i,whereln )i (1 L) dxn (%) are the (@ priori unknown) average densities,
ZL 7L
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A 8 ‘B dx . Ny . hn-il
0 = = 0
7L
1X , n; (x) g
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A fter m inin ization of the functional py h )] wﬂ:thespectto the pro lesn (x) under the overall elec—

troneutrality constraint 6), [=n (x)] pH=A 1 dx (x) = 0 | analogously as perform ed for the
spherical case In Appendix F ofRef. E;] | we obtain the selfconsistent linearized averaged densities,
P
nZ+ (@ny)?
n M i = —= (2b) iy (36)
and the linearized equilbrium density pro ls,
n ®K)=n [ h ®i x)1; 37)

where the notation h ;| emiphasizes the fact that the selfconsistent averaged densities ¢_3-§I) w ere obtained
w ithin a linearized approxin ation. H enceforth we w illom it the subscript 1’ in orderto sin plify the notation.



W e should rem ark that the pro ke Independence of the selfconsistent linearized averaged densities given
by $6) can only be veri ed after them inin ization procedure. W hen perform ing the fiunctionalm inin ization
of the linearized functional py h (x)], one must take the pro le dependence of the average expansion
densitieshn (x)i Into account, in addition to the chargeneutrality constraint (id) . A though sin ilarquadratic
expansions ghout the zero-th order D onnan densities for the planar case were already proposed by Trizac
and Hansen,gg- they focused their study on nite-size g ects and did not Investigate the consequences of
the linearization in detail. D esemo and von G runberg? considered the general d-dim ensional problem 1 a

xed-gauge form ulation, nterpreting these self-consistent linearized averaged densities in term sofan optin al
linearization point,n = npe °rt.,

T he linearized expansion densities ('_3-§) , which correspond to the state-independent zero-th orderD onnan

densities, represent the In nitetem perature (3 = 0) lin it of the gauge-invariant fom s of the equilbbrium
density pro les {;L-]_J) and do not coincide w ih the exact nonlinear averages,

P P
n2+ (@ny)? nZ+ (2np)?eP2®i+ 0 i
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2 2
because of the nonvanishing quadratic and higher-order ( 2) contrbutions of the electrostaticpotential
deviations,
x) h i x)]: (39)

In Appendix :_A-: we ocom pare the uniform selfconsistent linearized expansion densities I_3-§) w ith the exact
nonlinear averages C_§§') . Justi cation of the neglect of the quadratic and higher-order contributions under
linearized theory, which was done for the spherical case | but is trivially generalized for the planar case |
is found in Appendix F ofRef. rg:]. H owever, we should m ention that | although intemal (W ithin the sem i~
grand-canonical ensem ble) self-consistency under linearization is achieved by using the uniform expansion
densities ¢_3- 6) | glolal selfconsistency (preserving the exact nature ofthe Legendre transform ation betw een
the sam igrand-canonicaland canonicalensem bles) requires also the inclision of the quadratic contribution
of the averages ¢_3-§), as discussed In detail in Appendix G ofRef. 'E}]. T he linearized equations including
these quadratic contributions to the expansion densities are presented in A ppendix ﬁ_:)-:, where it is shown that
their inclusion do not in prove the agreem ent betw een the linearized and the full nonlinear equations.

Theerting the linearized,equilbriim density pro Jes (37) into the Poisson equation (@) yields the D ebye—
Huckellke O H) equation 2

d&? &) 5 , 2
oz [ ®) h &)1 J+—=[ &+ L)+ & L)I; 40)
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ng no_ N¢ . )
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m easures the relative in portance of the counterions to the ionic strength in the interplane region kj L,
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—@my+n )== n np)? = — = :
2 7 2 ° b 2 1 2

The (e ective) D ebye screening length in the interplane region ! satis es

2
2:8 ‘BI=P- b 2> 1123; (43)
1

show ing that screening is enhanced com pared to the salt reservoir. _
The gauge—jnvarjanl: linearized electrostatic potential satisfying the D H —-1ke equation Cfld) sub gct to the
boundary conditions C_l;m') can be readily obtained,

®) = h @i+ 1 2 pXmE 44)
a * snh L '

w here the average electrostatic potential for an arbitrary electrostatic surface potential 1 is given by

h ®)i= ¢+ LL (L); (45)



in tem s of the Langevin function,

1
L () cothx —:
X

T he linearized sem J_—grand—canomcal potential,
equilbrim density pro les G |
are given by Eq. d36 |

(46)

DH pa b &)kquis Is obtaining by inserting the
recalling that the selfconsistent linearized averages, In ()i = n
and the D H -like solution 644) Into the linearized sem fgrand-canonical fiinctional
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peh )], Eqg. d35) A fter perform ing the integrations, we m ay cast the linearized sem igrand-canonical

potential (per unit area) in the fom
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w hich yields the din ensionless excess linearized sem igrand-canonicalpotential per unit area,
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w ritten in temm s of the din ensionless lengths
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W ih these de nitions we obtain the linearized selfenergy !py ( ;1! 1 )= 2= 2 and
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T he din ensionless linearized osm oticpressure di erence is then given by
P 1 d ;L d! ;
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where we have m ade use of the total derivative,
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and the derivative of the Langevin function,
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A tematively, the sam e expression for the linearized osm oticpressure di erence m ay be cbtained by
perform ing a quadratic expansion of the gauge-invariant form of the nonlnear PB ogn otic pressure {_3{1) |

sin ilarly as obtained for the spherical case in Appendix E ofRef. E:],

5 1 1, .
pg = k% 1+ 1(0)+52(O) > h, x)i 1;

where the -th order electrostaticpotentialdi erences @9‘) read

cosh x
sinh L

x) =

(53)

In the next section we w ill Investigate the properties of the linearized osmn oticpressure di erence de ned by
= =

Egs. (51) or C_51_j) and com pare it w ith its exact nonlinear counterpart ¢_§§) .



4 Com parison of the exact nonlinear and the linearized equations
of state

As already pointed out in the ]ji:eramre,lg":? the linearized osm oticpressure di erence py de ned by
Egs. {_5]_;) or {_éz_i) yields artifacts in the low-tem perature, large-separation or high-surface charge lim is.
In contradiction to the exact nonlinear result C_3-C_’;), which predicts that the oan oticpressure di erence is
always positive, > 0, the lnearized version py becom es negative in the above m entioned I];lm is. In an
attem pt to de ne the osm otic pressure in a linearized fram ew ork, D esemo and von G runberg? introduced
an addiional (@ltemative) de nition, 1, cf. Eg. 43) ofRef. B], that does not have the shortcom ing of
displaying any instabilities. O n the other hand, we w ill show later that their partially unstable osm otic—
pressure de nition, cf.Eq. (44) ofRef. [3], coincides w ith the linearized version Q_S-]_;) obtained in the previous
section, » py - T heirgeneral form ulas, for the planar case d= 1), need to be taken in the form allim it

of vanishing volum e fraction, a=1! 0 | wih a > 0 being som e arbitrary (reduced) length | which
yields
2 1.3
inh? 1 el
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2
1, 2 1 K1
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= ; =k ———— + kloothkl 2 ; (57)
4 sinh® k1
D = K1, ka)L» k1) K, kKDL, ka); (58)
E=K ;,ka)_, kD+ K-, kDI ;_, ka); (59)

where fT ;K garethemodi ed Bessel fiinctiond!? ofthe rst and the second kind, respectively, and op¢ IS
the optin al linearization point, satisfying the relations

2 2 . Nc 2
tanh opt = H cosh opt = —b = k%; sinh opt = an = —l: (60)

In accordance wih Egs. 23) and (26) of Ref. -Eq‘], the two osm oticpressure de nitions can be recast in a
sin pler form al form ,

1
1=k 1+ O+ 20 1 ©61)
, 1 1, .
2=k 1+ 10)+ > 2 (0) h, &)1 1; (62)

2
from which one can see that the second osm otic-pressure de nition coincides w ith the linearized osm otic-
pressuredi erence (E)l_:) obtained in the last section, - DH (W hilethe rstone 1 diersfrom Eq. (54_:) by
an om itted quadratic tem . Analogously to the spherical casef the tem that distinguishes the two distinct
osm oticpressure de nitions originates from the volum e dependence of the optin al linearization point p¢,
as pointed out by D esemo and von G runberg.-"}

From itsasym ptotic expansions to be given next and its form alexpression (_éi-), we see that 1, although
fully therm odynam ically stable | related to its positiveness, cf. Eq. d_5-§) | is inconsistent w ith a quadratic
expansion of the gauge-invariant nonlinear PB pressure @-4), because of the om itted last quadratic tem
of C_gé‘) . Furthem ore, we will show next that the consistent | although partially unstablke | Iinearized
oam oticpressure di erence , presents indeed a better agreem ent w ith the nonlinear ogan otic pressure in
the weak-coupling and counterionic idealgas lim its, when the underlying assum ptions of the linearization
are ful Iled. Therefore, although the altemative ; displays the fortuitous advantage of preserving the



positiveness ofthe exact nonlnearpressure , isderivation hasno juisti cation in our approach based on the
m inin ization ofthe linearized sem igrand-canonicalfunctional py h (x)]. M oreover, the partially unstable

, corresgoonds Indeed to the negative total derivative of the linearized sem igrand-canonicalpotential !py
w ith respect to the planes separation 1, which we thus believe to be the consistent and correct de nition of
the ogn otic pressure.

Let ysnow perform an explicit com parison between asym ptotic expressions of , the nonlinear oan otic

pressure§5: obtained in A ppendix E: | and of the two corresponding linearized versions, i and ,, Por
the distinct regim es listed below .
W eak-coupling or zero-th orderDonnan g ! 0) Iimi:1! O, ! 1 ,but nieproduct 1
2 2 2 2
=k?1 —k*P — ? 3%kx''+ —32? 5k°P° 7°+18 %+ 512 84x%®
6 90 945 113400
+0 k'Or° 1; ©3)
2 2 2 2
1=k 1 —k*P+ —k'! —kf1+ —kPP+ 0 k1 1; (64)
6 30 189 1350
2 2 2 2
,=k*1 —k’P — ? 3k''+ — 22 5k 32 7k®B+ o0 k!02° 1; (65)
6 90 945 9450
Counterionic idealgaslm it: 1! 0 and nie
( .)
2 1 4 4+ 1% 16 1 h 4
= — 1 —+ —+ — — — — +0 (=) 1; (66)
1 3 45 8 945
( .)
2 1 2 ¢ 1% g 1* h 3
1= = 1 —+ —+ — — — — +0 (=) 1; (67)
1 3 15 8 189
( .)
2 1 4 4+ 1% g 13 h 4
2= — 1 —+ —+ = = — - +0 (=) 1; (68)
1 3 45 8 315
G ouy-Chapm an or high-surface charge Iimit: 1! Oand =1! O
_ 1 1 %240 h( —l)3i 1+0 P ; (69)
2 1 1 !
P— P
2 1 ¥ 2k ocoth 2= P —
1= ——p—+ — P 1+0 =1 ; (70)
2 sinh A 1 4 sinh 2=
r —
- L o 2 2.0 PE (71)
27 2amn?t 2w 2" 2 1 ’
Large-separation lmit: 1! 1 and nite
21 ( 2 21 )
32e 1 e
= —p—— 1 81 1+ 5 ) = ;+0 FPe® (72)
+ 1+ 2 1+ + 1+ 2
" #
1 2 4cothl 21 3cotfl 2 8+92 12c0tifl cothl 2 1+0 e 21
1= snhZ 1 2 a7 612 + 3 813 + a7
40 15 ; (73)
" #
1 2 4cothl 2 1+272 3cotifl 41+0 e 21 .
2= —57 = o = T +0 1% : (74)
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Looking at Egs. C_7-1:) and {_7-4) onem ay see why the linearized osm otic-pressure di erence , becom es
negative at the G ouy-C hapm an and large-sgparation lim its. In the G ouy-Chapm an lim it the leading tem
is given by the O 3=2 , which is negative and overcom es the exponentially decaying O 2 tem . The
leading term of the large-separation lin it is given by the O 1 ° contribution, which is negative and over—
com es the three exponentially decaying lowest-order term s. In the full nonlnear solution, however, all
algebraically decaying tem s cancel iIn a nontrivial way, and eventually only an exponentially (oositive) de—
caying behavior is predicted. Note that both linearized versions, ;1 and 5, show asym ptotic behaviours
that disagree strongly from the nonlinear osn oticpressure di erence . This clarly indicates that both
linearized oam oticpressure de nitions are m eaningless in these lim its and so is the positiveness of ;.

W e see that in the weak-coupling lin it the selfconsistent linearized oam otic pressure , and itsnonlinear
counterpart agreeup to theO0 1* tem s, con m ing the validity of the linearization when its underlying
assum ptions are fi1l lled. T he sam e occurs for the counterionic idealgas lin it up to the O (1) tem s. In both
cases the fully stable 1 hasa worse agreem ent, one order lower than the partially unstable ,.However, n
the large-separation lim i, the two linearized and the nonlinear expressions disagree even qualitatively: the
linearized asym ptotics is algebraic (negative for ,, positive for ;), whereas the nonlinear is exponential
(and positive). On the other hand, although in the Gouy-Chapm an lin i all asym ptotics are algebraic,
in the linearized case the powerdaw is / 1'2 for , and / 1! ©r ., both in disagreem ent w ith the
nonlinear asym ptotics / 1 2. The failure of the Jinearization schem e should not be at all surprising, because
it is supposed to be valid in the weak-coupling (s ! 0) and counterionic idealgas lim it, but not in the
opposite, largesgparation (1! 1 ) or high-surface charge, Gouy-Chapman, ( ! 0) lin is. T herefore, any
resuls obtained in a linearized fram ew ork outside the weak-coupling and the counterionic idealgas ]Jlm its
should be taken w ith caution. See also our comm ents i the concluding rem arks of the preceding paper® on
the gas-liquid-like phase separation in dilute delonized aqueous suspensions of charged collbbidal particles.

In order to show the accuracy of the selfconsistent linearized osn oticpressure di erence pgy,Eg. C_S]_;),
and the region w here the linearization schem e breaksdown, weplotted in F jgures-r;' and :_2 the lociiof constant
errors betw een the exact nonlinear PB osm oticpressure di erence and the corresponding linearized version,
m easured by the logarithm ic deviations

DH dn py (D n (;D3: (75)

W e have chosen a logarithm ic m easure for the deviations because varies In a range of several orders of
m agnitude. For an all deviations, this de nition leads to the relative errors,

(;D (;D
e == T : (76)

Analogously, we m ay de ne the logarithm ic deviation from PB of the linearized sem igrand-canonical po-—
tential,
'pn Infpe (;) (1)1 WmIC;D (5115 (77)
which is always an aller than pg (ot shown). Therefore the linearized sem igrand-canonical potential,
-1 =
Eg. (49), and the linearized osm oticpressure di erence, Eq. El), describe well the corresponding nonlinear

equations in the lmi =1 land 1 1. Because the nonlinear theory always predicts repulsion, the
attractive osm oticpressure region | shown In gray in FjgulcesgjI and Q | is clearly an artifact of the

linearization. W hen plotted on the =L (pL) ! plane, the py = 0 lhe reachesat L ! O the
asym ptotic value o= =L = 0:123863965 , which is given by the solution of the transcendental equation
r _ r___ r ___
0 2 5 2
29+ —L — + L — = 1: (78)
2 0 0

To obtain the fillnonlinear PB osm oticpressure di erence , one needs to num erically solve the tran—
scendentalequation {_2g') involving elliptic functions or elliptic ntegrals. A Ithough the asym ptotic expansions
of the nonlinear represented by Egs. (63), (46), (69) and (J2) allow an explicit analytical com parison in
the distinct regim es w ith their linearized versions, they are not very usefill or num erical evalnation. In Ap-—
pendix _b: w e derive extended expansions ofthe nonlinearPB sem igrand-canonicalpotential! ,Eq. C_Bd) ,and
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of the PB oan oticpressure di erence , Eq. (3_5_;, that involve only elem entary functions and are suiable
for num erical in plem entation. These extend the num erical accuracy of the above m entioned asym ptotic
expansions of the full nonlnear and are com plem entary to the linearized equations, ! py, Eqg. C§§'), and

pu s EJ. @-]_J'), providing an excellent approxin ation in the regions where the linearization schem e breaks
down. In FJgures:;I: and :2: we also present their corresponding logarithm ic deviations from the exact PB
resul, which, sin ilarly to ('_7-5), are de ned by

GC n gc(;H) I (;D3J; (79)
LS n s(;) In (;D3; (80)

where ¢ and 15, given explicitly in A ppendix :_C-:, are the ogan oticpressure di erences in the extended
G ouy-C hapm an and large-separation lin is, respectively.

5 Concliding rem arks

T he classicalproblem oftwo in nite uniform ly charged planes In electrocheam icalequilbbriuim with an In nie
salt—reservoir isexactly solved at them ean— eld nonlinear level, aswellasby a linearization schem e consistent
w ith quadratic expansions of the nonlinear sem igrand-canonical finctional. By using gauge-invariant form s
of the electrostatic potential, we have shown that the linearized osn otic pressure corresponds to a quadratic
expansion of the corresponding nonlinear vepsion.

A s already pointed out in the literaturer it is shown that the selfconsistent linearized osm otic pressure
leads to artifacts in the large-separation and the G ouy-Chapm an high-surface charge) lim is, predicting
there negative oan oticpressure di erences. A though it ispossble to de ne an altemative linearized osn otic
pressure that it is ully stablebased on the partial derivative ofthe linearized sem grand-canonicalpotential
with respect to the separation distancef its stability is shown to be a fortuitous result. In fact explicit
com parison of the exact nonlinear oam otic pressure and the tw o linearized versions show s that the linearized
selfconsistent ogan otic pressure, though partially unstable, presents a better agreem ent w ith the PB results
In the weak-coupling and counterion idealgas lin its, where the linearization can be applied. H owever, not
surprisingly, in the region where the linearization breaks down none of both proposed linearized osm otic
pressures give quantitatively correct results.

To avoild confusion we should stress at this point the exactness of the PB nonlinear solution at the
m ean— eld level and disauss is range of validiy and lin itations. It is known from num erical sim ulations
of the P rin itive M odef’ PM ) in the planar geom etry that a1 ciently close and highly charged planes
In the presence of neutralizing counterions attract each other,'éq 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 repulsions at the an all ssparations at which it would be observed neglecting the nite ionic size.
Because the m ean— eld PB approxin ation always predicts repulsion, theoretical validation for this attrac—
tion (cbserved in fact at room tem pergtiire only form ultivalent ong).has to be given beyond the PB Ilvel,
eg. by buk counterion correlations2%*#¢ integraleqpations theories 2?4 charge-correlation-nduged attrac-
tions2¥%4 charge- uctuationsinduced attractions®1® % electrolytic depletion-nduced attractions?? discrete
solvent-m ediated attractionsf? eld-theory m ethod€®d etc | see also Refs. [B1{§0] or m echanism s of at-
traction between lkecharged rods. O n the other hand, in the strong-coupling lim it the linearization of the
W S-cellm ean— eld PB equation, as discussed in this work, does predict attraction. H ow ever, here the m ech—
anism ofattraction is related to m athem atical artifacts of the linearization itself and does not correspond to
a realphysicale ect. The fact that this prediction is in agreem ent w ith the theories beyond the m ean- eld
Jevel is purely accidental and is intrinsically connected w ith the inadequacy (m eaning incorrect application)
of the PB mean- eld approach at the same Iim i. In other words, a qualitatively correct resul (in this
exam ple, attraction) m ay be deceptively anticipated in the strong-coupling lin it because of the sim ultane-
ous application of two nadequate approxim ations, nam ely, the m ean— eld PB equation and its subsequent
linearization.
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A Exact nonlinear averaged densities

In thisAppendix we w ill com pare the uniform expansion densities about w hich the linearization is perform ed
| the state-independent zero-th order D onnan densities | with the exact nonlinear PB averages.
By using the de nite Integrals

70
d’ sinh’ 2 cosh’ 2 cosh @Al
i< = co. co. ;
tJ2<::osh’ 2cosh’y . 0
7 0
d’ cosh’ cosh’ h "0 Lt 20
P = — F arcocos sinh — sinh— 1=cosh® —
2cosh’ 2cosh ' cosh > 2 2 2
- r h r 1 IO
2oosh7E arccos sinh — smh7L 1=ooshz7
’Lp
czo‘ch2 2cosh’, 2cosh’q; A2)
it ispossble to obtain the exact nonlnear PB averaged densities,
S
. D E 2
L(X)lz e &) - 2 + & & e & 2
nNp 1 1
r_
14 2t 2 ZPmE 1 1 . 2 1+ 21+t @3)
= — = arctan = —— —_
11 t 1+t 1 1+ 2t

In Fjgure:_j we com pare them wih the uniform densities about which the linearization is perform ed, the
state-independent zero-th order D onnan densities {_35:),

= = o+l = ®4)

:3|D
o

'_4
|_l

by looking at their logarithm ic deviations from the corresponding exact PB averages,
n nlm ®)i In : ®5)

B A sym ptotic expansions of the nonlinear solution

In this Appendix we obtain the asym ptotic expansions of the nonlinear oam oticpressure di erence . W e
L= r=
have m ade extensive use of R efs. [lg:{-_ZlJ'] throughout this A ppendix.

B.1l W eak—coupling lim it

To obtah the weak-coupling (% ! 0) lini, rst note that the product 1= 2=( k?) does not depend on
% . Therefore we m ultiply both sides of the eigenvalue equation by 1,

p-

Pio 21 P1re 2 ®1)
k2 1+t
P

and expand them in powersofl, assum ing thatt= _ i: 0 @2k 1% . Tt is then possible to cbtain the coe cients
fasx g of the expansion recursively, leading to Eq. l6§) .

B 2 Counterionic ideal-gas lim it

To obtain the counterion-dom inated idealgaslm it (1! 0 and nite ), wewrie

Pt P L ®2)
= CS ;
1+t
P
and expand the right-hand side in powers of 1, assum Ing that t= i: ] ax ¥ . It is then possible to obtain

the coe cients fa g of the expansion recursively, leading to Eq. C_éé) .
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B .3 Gouy-Chapm an lim it

To obtain the Gouy-Chapm an thigh-surface charge) lm it ( ! 0), note that
o — p- 1 1 p—— 3
l11+t=F — arctan( t) =K — 1+ t+ O (°v); B3)
2 1+t 1+t
Jleading to
11+ —+0(3t=) e K = ®4)
1 "Iyt 1+t

Ifwe additionally assume that 1! 0, wih =1! 0, and wih the help of the expansion of the com plete
elliptic integralK (m ) aboutm = O,

h i
m 2
Km)=—- 1+ —+0@m"°) ; ®B5)
2 4
we are lead to the asym ptotic solution,
t= 02 +oh(—1ﬁ)3i Lio 2 ®6)
21 1 2 !

w hich gives the asym ptotic oan oticpressure di erence In the G ouy-Chapm an lim i, Eq. (';_3-9_:) . Evaluation of
higher-order tem s of the leading contrdution O (1 ?) of the expansion would give

(

2 2 2 2 3 2 4 4 g2 5
t= — 1 —+3 = + — 4 = 5 — 1 = — —+ 6 =
21 1 1 6 1 6 1 40 2 1
h i) 1
—1\6 2
+0 (=D 5+O r : ®B7)
B 4 Large-separation lim it
To obtain the largeseparation (1! 1 and nite ) asym ptotics, rst note that
9] p- 1 p- 1
1 1+t=F arcootg t — =F — arctan t —
1+t 2 1+t
1 pP—— 1
=K — F arctan 1+t
1+t 1+t
K o F (@rctan Jl)+ O ) = K o In +p1+ 2 +0@® B8)
= a n = H
1+t J 1+t
U sing the expansion of the com plete elliptic integralK m ) aboutm = 1,
1
Km)= 14 Eh(l m)+0@ m); B9)
we are kd to the asym ptotic solution
lee 2 a
t= —p———+0 k' ; ®10)
+ 1+ 2

which yields the leading tem of the asym ptotic osn oticpressure di erence In the large-separation lin i,
Eqg. C_7§) . By com puting higher-order tem s, i is possible to w rite an asym ptotic pow er series,
" #
16e 2 X a2l ()
t=—p——> 1+
+ 1+ 2

; B11)

pP—— 2
-1+ 1+ 2
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where the coe cientst ( ;1) = O (1) ofthe three leading tem s read

1 2
tH(;D) = 81 1+—p(172); B12)
+
) 24 1 %) 4 2 4 6
t( ;) = 96 15211 —_ 4+ 11+ 35 48 4+ 24
19 1+ 2 1+ 2
8
— 19 122 17%+6 ° ; ®13)
a+ 2
() = 4096134—409612 I + 012 1 11 62 10%+3°
2 3 tJ:|_+ 2 1+ 2)3=2
321
— = 47+ 222 2% 81*% 128°+ 1288
1+ 2)?
32 2 4 6 8 10
— 47+ 15 159 4+ 17 ®+ 104 56
(l+ 2)5—2
64 2 4 6 8 10 12
+——— 3+ 53 39 77+ 72 8+ 36 24 : B 14)
a+ 2)3

A Yhough this asym ptotic seriesworkspretty w ell for large separations (1 1), In the crossoverregion (I 1)
it leads to oscillating pressures. In A ppendix '_C: we obtaln extended expansions of the nonlinear equations
In the lJarge-separation lim it that do not have this disadvantage in the crossover region.

C Extended expansions of the nonlinear solution

In this Appendix we obtain extended expansions of the nonlinear sem Igrand-canonicalpotential and of the
nonlinear osm oticpressure di erence that are valid in the region w here the linearization breaksdown. A gai,
W e have m ade extensive use ofR efs. {_l§'{2]_}] throughout this A ppendix.

C .1l Extended Gouy-Chapm an lim it

In the previous A ppendix, both the counterionic idealgas ( nite ) aswellasthe Gouy-Chapman ( ! 0)
asym ptoticswere cbtained in the an allseparation (1! 0) lin it. In fact, orany ratio = =1lthe summ ation
overthe =l series for the leading term sup to O () m ay be perform ed exactly, yielding

2 1 31+ o+ 2y 1+ 2y? o+ 23y
g= 2 =+ 4 Y Y Pyo T ; €1
1 2 32y% 1+ + 2y?) A+ 2y?)
where y = y( ) is the solution of the transcendental equation
ytany = 1: C2)

g@general expression yields the leading tem O (1 ?) of the counterionic dealgas ( nite , when y !

= ! 0) aswell as the GouyChapm an (high-surface charge, when ' Oy ! =2) asym ptotics as
special cases,
( )
, 1 1 4 1% 16 1° 16 1% 6a s h 3
V== 1 —+— = — = = = o (=)
3 45 945 14175 93555
2 ( 2 2 2 3 2 4 4 5 2 5
= - 1 = +3 - + — 4 = 5 — 1 = — —+6 -
2 1 1 6 1 6 1 40 2 1
h 1)
vo (=) c3)
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T he excess sam Igrand-canonicalpotential ! m ay be obtained by integration of the osn oticpressure di er-
ence 2t, leading to

1 3

2y° 4 ) 1 .2 1 5
— — 1+ =h —shy +1 —ooty sh'y+ — — +0 I : C4)
2 2 2y

PO =

W hile the third and fourth tem s are the leading corrections due to the presence of sal, thetwo st tem s
can be related to half of the exact nonlinear Helm holtz free energy of two charged in nite planes in the
presence of neutralizing counterions only (salt—free G ouy-C hapm an case),

F 1 2y 4 1 2 %

= = — l+h(shy)+ -h
A 4 % L ( v) 2 3

i €53)

w here y is the solution of the transcendental equation ytany = L= .
W e de ne the extended G ouy-C hapm an lim it by truncating the above expansions, neglecting thus higher—
order tem s,

I ( ;D 2y* 4 1+ In i + 1 L t n? y + ! ’ Co6)
! ; - - — sin = Co sin - —
GC 1 2 Y 2 y Yy 2y
y 2 31+ + 3y? 1+ %y o+ 23y
cc (i) 2% 5 - —— ()
1 16y L+ + “y*) 1+ <y*)

where y = y( ) is the solution of the transcendental equation EC}.) .

C .2 Extended large-separation lim it

T he large-separation osm oticpressure asym ptotics {I_B:I:L') obtained in A ppendix :B:é displays oscillations in
the crossover (1 1) region. Because we want to m atch the linearized D H -like, the extended G ouy-C hapm an
and the large-separation asym ptotic expressions at the crossover region, we need to nd an extended expan-—
sion that does not display this shortcom Ing. In fact the pressure oscillations are avoided if one uses instead
the Im plicit orm 1= 1( ;m ), which is obtained by expanding the eigenvalue equation,

P — pP— P —
I(;m)="mZK (m) mF arctan = m m ; C8)
In powersof 1 m) =1+ t). Accurate results In the crossover region, which w ill cover alm ost the whole
a ) param eter space w ith logarithm ic pressure deviations from the exact PB within 0.1% , are obtained

by using fourth-order expansions of the elliptic jntegra]éfl: aboutm = 1,
1 1 1
Km)= Ini4 5]1'1(1 m)+Z(1 m) mhd 1 Eh(l m)

+¥ia_ mfBEns 7 3nhQ xnn+£La_ mYBO4 37 15h@ m)]

128 1536
35
+ 1 4204 533 210h(@ +0q@ na ; co
Toee05 ¢ m) [ @ m)+0@ myYh@ m) €9
p_— _ @ m)?®" 5 3
F arctan = m m = F (arctan 31'11)4-77:2 1+
21+ 2)
1 1
+7@ m) 1+ 22 3 94 4 5 @ mf 1+ 2 15452 10%+6 ¢+ 98
1
t15; O my 105+ 70 2 70%+ 28 °+66°% 72 60 +0 @ m) ; €10)

b (m 1 @"F (arctan Jm)

F (@retan m ) = F (@rctan 1) +
n! @m™
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p 1 m p p 1
=h + 1+ 2 + Z n + 1+ 2 1+ 2
h i
3a P p
+(7m)2 3n  + 1+ 2 1+ 23 2°2
64
h i
5@ m I P
+(7)3 15n + 1+ 2 1+ 2 15 10%+8*
768
4 h i
3510 m P P
+¥ 105 + 1+ 2 1+ 2 105 702+ 56 % 48°
49152
+0 @ m)p : C11)

T he asym ptotic lJarge-separation (1! 1 ) excess sam igrand-canonicalpotential is cbtained by integration
of the osmn oticpressure di erence, 2t = d!=d],

2t di .
Y(;D=1(;1) 2 d d—+o<1 mfnd m)
0 Zt
= 1(;1) 2t+2 d 1[;1=@+ )I+0 @ mfh@d m)
2 O % m
=!1(;1) =@ m)lm) 2 —U;)+0 @ mfh@ m): €12)
m 1
W e need to evaluate integrals of type
Zm Zm
d . ‘j - 0 el
= i =@ ;i frn=0; i4; €13)

which can all be perform ed analytically. A fter som e algebraic m anjpulations, the last contrbution of
Eqg. (g_lj) m ay be cast in the fom
Z

2 md—zl(;)=§arctanhpﬁ+h2 In +p1+2 19 A () — + B(rfo)_
1 32 56 3360 (1+ 2)7—2 8192 m
X7
h o L e . i, m)
hd m) 4h2+2nh + 1+ 2 + o— + —p—i C14)
49152" m 430080 1+ 2) m

A ()= 34125+ 24150 * 56210 % 46480 °+ 9253 ®+ 738 'Y 5160 %+ 1680 '*; (C15)
B )= 25609+ 18404m  4818m%+ 1300m >  175m*; c1e6)
Cfn) = 123743+ 82792m  56970m? + 16960m >  2365m*; c17)
Cofm) = 105 14711+ 35356m  11310m?+ 3308m°>  465m? ; c18)
Cim)= 70 19795+ 26252m  1254m?  868m°+ 235m* ; €19)
Cofm) = 70 31873+ 98756m  37826m*+ 11636m°>  1655m* ; (€ 20)
Cs3fm) = 560 4129+ 7940m  1730m? + 308m°> 23m* ; €21)
Csfmn) = 156695+ 1690780m  938350m? + 322924m >  47665m?; c22)
Csfn) = 79030 82600m + 186900m?  111496m>+ 22630m *; €23)
Cem)= 40 4795+ 16940m  7350m? + 2492m >  365m? ; C24)
C;m)= 1680 35+ 140m  70m?+ 28m°> 5m* : €25)

W em ay check num erically that the ogn otic pressure 2t corresponds indeed to the derivative of the excess
grand potential ! w ith respect to the sam isgparation 1between the two charged surfaces.

T he extended large-separation expressions are obtained by truncating the above expressions, neglecting
thus higher-order contributions. C ollecting all contributions, the extended large-separation osn oticpressure
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di erence 15 2(1 m)=m isde ned inplicily by the relation

1( ;m) 1 1 1

Sl =h4 Thd m)+=1 m)mh4 1 Zh@d m)
m 2 4 2
+ 3 @ fema 7 3nhQ )]+—5 @ yBOm4 37 15I( )]
_— m m m m
128 1536
35 @ m)?™ , 3
+ @ myp@20m4 533 210mhd m)] ——— 1+
196608 20+ 27
1 1
+1a m)1l+ 27 3 2%+ @ mf 1+ ? 15457 10%+6°+ 9"
1
+l—92(1 my 105+ 70 2 70%+ 28 °+66 8 7210 g0l?
P 1 mb P P i
n + 1+ 2 2 n + 1+ 2 1+ 2
h i
3@ p P
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w ith the associated sem igrand-canonicalpotential,
2 2 1P 2 ™4
'ps (7D — arccosh 14——2 +4 1 = 1+ 2 — @1 m)l( ;m) 2 _21(; ): c27)
m

D G lobally selfconsistent linearized equations

In this Appendix we show that the linearized equations that preserve the exact nature of the Legendre
transform ation do not lad to any im provem ents In the agreem ent between the linearized and nonlinear
osm otic pressures in com parison to the linearized versions cbtained in Section -'_3

A s discussed In detail In Appendix G ofRef. @], the Legendre transform ation between the sem igrand-
canonical and the canonical descriptions of the system m ay be rendered exact if | instead of using the
state-independent zero-th order D onnan densities C_§§) | one uses the quadratic truncation ofthe nonlinear
averages, given by Eq. C_§§'), as expansion densities to obtain the linearized finctional. W ih the inclision
of the quadratic state-dependent contribution h ; (x)i to the average densities, we obtain the glolally self-
consistent linearized sam Igrand-canonicalpotential and linearized oam oticpressure di erence,

n #
b ADH(;L) 2 1 1 A A 1 .
g () —= —22 " 4on L =2 amtanh”c S+ AR K1 + —h,&x)i +1
2Np A ~ 2 27
h i
2 1 5 1
= = arctanh® —A+ZAQJL k1 +ZA&D2 L?2 k1L 1 +% ©1)
~ dfpu ( ;D EZ 1 1 ,
; —RR T 1+ ~,0)+=,0) =nh 1
pu (7D al 1 0) 22() > 2 x)1
1 1 h i
= k% 1+ ZAZ}QJL k1 o+ Z(Aﬁbz L? k1 1 1; D 2)

w here the din ensionless param eters,

1 . q o . &h 2 (x)i=2
~=p ; = @iy p=( DF = B——; 03)
1 (22t 1 2
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are given Im plicitly in term s of the quadratic electrostaticpotential deviation,
1 n h io
h,®)i= EAzﬁl 3L k1 +k1n? k11 O 4)

To com pute the linearized ogm oticpressure di erence AD arEqQ. 0_5_2), one needs to take into account the
total derivatives of the param etric fom s, Egs. {I_Z)_%),

dl @1 die~ die~

_& r e g, ldhiwio @ o
@L 1 2 dl @n 21

d @ dar @ da~ @
+

1 1 # dh,x)i @
1 = — 5
2 A2 dl @/\ (D )

In accordance to the in njre—separatjon linearized selfenergy obtained in Section g, the new version is also
given by fpy ( ;10 1)=12=2

In FJgures.]. and 2 we com pare the two linearized oam oth—pressure de nitions, py and D Hr gJyen by
Egs. l51) and Q2 2), w ith the exact nonlinearversion ,given by Eq. (33) The dotted lines in F igures 1-ar1d 2.
suggest a better agreem ent between the linearized oan oticpressure di erence D g and the fill nonlinear
counterpart | In com parison to the linearized version py, obtained in Section :_3: However, as shown
below by explicit analytical com parison, these num erical evidences are in fact m isleading.

A sym ptotic analytical expansions of the linearized ogm oticpressure di erence AD g about the weak-—
coupling (s ! 0),

4 2 2
“bn = pa+ Kk 245 1 2 x*P+o0 kM2 =x*1 —k*P — % 3k°1
16200 6 20
2 2
+— 22 5k°1° 7°¢+28%+ 2 84kxPP+o0 k10 1; © 6)
945 113400

and the counterionic ideatgas L ! 0, nite ) lim is,
( .)

Ay = ;2 © 2 +0 (1—)71- ©7)
DH DH l 675 r

show explicitly that both linearized oam otic pressures, pa and ADH , agree w ih the fill nonlnear PB
version up to the sam e order | cf. Egs. (63) to (689 T herefore, the num erical indications of a better
agreem ent of " pH s @s suggested by F igures -L and Q. are purely fortuitous. In fact, or ratios =L > 102
(beyond the values shown n Figure -2) one observes a crossover between the deviations of the linearized
versions, pg and © py , Wih respect to the fiill nonlinear osn otic-pressure di erence
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Figure 1: Logarithm ic deviations from the PB of the di erent asym ptotic oam oticpressure di erences.
DH represents the D ebyeH uckellike, linearized-fiinctional expansion about the weak-coupling lim it, GC
corresponds to the expansion about the salt—free G ouy-C hapm an lim i, and LS denotes the large-separation

lin it expansion. The region com plem entary to LS is splitted into three parts. In the gray region the
linearized osm oticpressure di erence py becom esnegative. T he arrow s iIndicate the direction ofdecreasing
logarithm icdeviation  from thePB results: 10 ! (dot-dashed lines), 10 ? (dashed lines), 10 ° (solid lnes).
For com parison, we also display (dotted lines) the Iinearized results by ncliding quadratic contributions in

the expansion densities, as de ned by the linearized pressure AD grsEqQ. @_2) .

2
10 g
|

10

N/L

Figure 2: Sameasijgure:gj,butp]E)tted using di erent variabls. At pL ! 0,the py = 0 line read:les
the asym ptotic valuiede ned by Eq. (/8), o= =L = 0:123863965 Com parew ith Figure 1 from R;@f B6].
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Figure 3: D eviations from thePB averaged densities ofthe state-independent zero-th orderD onnan densities,
w hich were used to perform the quadratic expansions of the nonlnear functional. T he arrow s Indicate the
direction of increasing logarithm ic deviations n from the PB resuls: 10 3 (sold Ines), 10 ¢ (dashed
lines) and 10 ! (dot-dashed lhes). To allow a com parison with the region where the linearized theory
breaks down, we also plotted the locus (dark gray thick line) where the logarithm ic deviation from PB of
the linearized osm oticpressure di erence is py = 10 3. In the light gray region the linearized osm otic-
pressure di erence becom es negative, py < 0. A though there is a close connection between this region
and the Increase ofthe deviations n forhigh-surface charges ( 1), for low surface charges ( 1) and
large separations (I 1), the linearized theory still predicts a negative linearized ogn oticpressure di erence
(upperright region), whik the full nonlnear one vanishes exponentially from positive values.
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