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A bstract

For a Coulomb system contained in a dom ain , the dielectric
susceptibility tensor is de ned as relating the average polariza—
tion in the system to a constant applied electric eld, in the linear
lim it. A ccording to the phenom enological law s of m acroscopic elec—
trostatics, dependson the speci ¢ shape ofthedom ain . In this
paper we derive, using the m ethods of equilbrium statistical m e-
chanics in both canonical and grand-canonical ensem bles, the shape
dependence of  and the corresponding nite-size corrections to the
them odynam ic 1im i, for a class of general -din ensional ( 2)
Coulom b system s, ofellpsoidal shape, being in the conducting state.
T he m icroscopic derivation is based on a generalprinciple: the total
force acting on a system in them alequilbrium is zero. The resuls
are checked in the D ebye-Huckellim it. T he paper is a generalization
ofa previousone [L.Sam aj J. Stat. Phys. 100:949 (2000)], dealing
w ith the special case of a one-com ponent plasn a In two din ensions.
In that case, the validity ofthe presented form alism has already been
veri ed at the exactly solvable (dim ensionless) couplng = 2.
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1 INTRODUCTION

For system s w ith shortranged pair Interactions am ong constituents de—
ned In a speci cally shaped dom ain , the them odynam ic lm it of an
Intensive quantity does not depend in generalon the shape of the dom ain
and on the conditions at the boundary @ given by the surrounding
mediim . This is no longer true In the case of m acroscopic system s w ith
longranged pair interactions. A typical exam ple is the dom ain-shape de—
pendence of the dielectric susceptibility tensor for conductors predicted by
the phenom enological law s of electrostatics 'EJ]. The ain ofthispaper is to
derive rigorously and precisly, using the m ethods of equilbriim statisti-
calm echanics in both canonical and grand-canonicalensem bles, the shape
dependence of the dielectric susceptibility and the corresponding nite-size
corrections to the them odynam ic Ilim i, for a class of general classical -
dim ensionalm icroscopic Coulomb system s being in the conducting state.
The case = 1 has special features and w ill not be discussed here. The
paper is a generalization ofthe previous one ig:], referred to as I, which was
devoted to the m icroscopic derivation of the dielectric susoeptibility for the
spoecial case of a one-com ponent plasn a in two dim ensions D).

In dimnension , the Coulomb potential v at a spatial position r =
(r';r?;:::;r ), induced by a unit charge at the origin 0, is the solution of
the P oisson equation

ve)= s (r) 1d)

where s = 2 ~2= ( =2) is the surface area of the -dim ensional unit
sohere. E xplicitly,
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Here, r= ¥jand 1y is an arbitrary length scale. T he corresponding force
F (@)= rv() rads
Fr=— r3)

In a -dimensional space, the de nition of the Coulomb potential [_-_.-1)
Inplies In the Fourder space the characteristic am allk behavior v k) /
1=k?. Thism aitainsm any generic properties (like screening) of \real" 3D
Coulomb system s.

W e consider general Coulomb system s consisting of M m obile species

= 1;:::5;M wih the corresponding charges g , enbedded In a xed
uniform background ofcharge density . Them ost studied m odels are the
one-com ponent plasna (O CP) and the sym m etric tw o-com ponent plasn a



(TCP).TheOCP correspondstoM = lwih g = gand , ofopposite sign;
it m ay be convenient to de ne a \background density" n, by = qnp.
The symmetric TCP correspondsto M = 2with g = gy = g and

b= 0. The system is contained In a dom ain of speci ed shape wih a
an ooth boundary @ . The surroundingm ediuim is for sin plicity a vacuum
producihg no In age forces. The xed background produces the oneparticle
potential y  (r) where

b= drvFx 1.4)

T he corresponding electric eld is pEy (r) where
0

Z
Eyx®) = r (r) = d roi
° ° r

1.5)
The energy of a con guration frj;q ,g of the charged particles plus the
background is
X X
E = q.9,v(Fxi )+ b 9 p@)t Epp (Le)

i< j i

Since the backgroud-background interaction energy tem E,, , doesnot de—
pend on the particle coordinates, itsparticularvalie is irrelevant in the cal-
culation ofparticle distrdbution fiinctions. In the case ofpoint particles, for
m any-com ponent system sw ith at least two oppositely charged species, the
singularity ofv (r) {I 2) at the origin prevents the them odynam ic stability
against the collapse of positivenegative pairs of charges: In two din en—
sions for sm all enough tem peratures, in three and higher din ensions for
any tem perature. However, in those cases, one can introduce short-range
repulsive interactions which prevent the collapse. The derivations which
ollow allow for such interactions.

TheCoulomb system in thedom ain at inverse tem perature willbe
considered in both canonical ( xed particle numbers) and grand canonical
( xed species chem icalpotentials) ensam bles. T he them alaverage w illbe
denoted by P i. In tem s ofthe m icroscopic density ofparticles of species

, N (x) = ; ;. (© n),them icroscopic densities of the totalparticle
num ber and charge are de ned respectively by
X X

n() = n (x); ") = an (o .7

At oneparticlke level, the total particle num ber and charge densities are
given respectively by

n ) = M @)i; (r) = h" ()i 1.8)



At two-particlke level, one ntroduces the twobody densities
*

+
@) 0 X
n (%) = iy, @©om) @ o)
63
= m o o@)i M @i ;. @ 7P .9
T he corresponding U rsell finctions are de ned by
U o (r;ro) = n(z)0 (r;ro) n @rn o (ro) (1.10)
and the truncated charge-charge structure fiinction by
S’ = ho~r@dAiF
@)~ @1i h” @i @i a1

T he an allk behavior ofthe Fourder transform ofthe C oulom b potential
gives rise to exact m om ent constraints for the charge structure fiinction
S (see review B). In thebuk, Im z S () = S(¥ r°9 cbeys
the Stillinger-Lovett screening rules iff, :5] which in ply the zeroth-m om ent
(electroneutrality) condition

Z

drSk =0 1.12)
and the second-m om ent oor%djtjon
. 2
dryfs@m= = 1.13)
s

For nite system s, the analog of the zeroth-m om ent sum rule
Z Z

drseg)= drSed)=0 1.14)

holds only in the canonical ensam ble where it re ects the trivial fact that
the total charge in the domain is xed. In the grand canonical ensem -
ble, the system is expected to exhbit charge uctuations fa], in which
case {L.14) does not hold. The infom ation analogous to the buk second-
m om ent condition {1.13) is contained in the dielectric susceptibility tensor
. Let us use the notation
Z
Pi= d rriA(r) i= 1;:::; (115)

for the ith com ponent of the total polarization in the system . T he tensor
isde ned as relating the average polarization to a constant applied eld
E g, In the linear 1 it:
B 1 X 4
B - Hg) 1 16)
J3J -
j=1




T he linear response theory expresses the  -com ponents as

Y- — B el
J3 7 z
= — dn dnrrsm;n) @a7)
J3J
where h i is an average de ned oy E 0. In the canonical ensemble

wherethe sum rule {_l_.l_4) applies, the tensor com ponents Y are expressible
in another equivalent way

Z Z
Y= — dn dn@ )’SE@in) (118)
2373
As ! R onem ight naively expect that only the diagonal com ponents
f=12m , g % @d=1;:::; ) survive and, according to the buk second—

mom ent sum rule (:__i’;),that they tend to the uniform \Stillingerd ovett"
(SL) value 7
) .2 1
sp.= — drr S@m=— 119
SL > () s ( )

which does not depend on the shape of . This is indeed true for a
boundary-free dom ain lke the surface of a sphere. A s is explained below,
relation {_l:l:ﬂ) no longer holds In a geom etry w ith a boundary.

A coording to phenom enological electrostatics, based on plausble but
not rigorously justi ed argum ents, the dielectric susceptibility ofam acro—
scopic system is related to its dielectric constant . For the considered
Coulomb plasn a in a conducting state, the equality ' = 0 inplies

(1.20)

where T is the size-inhvariant but shape-dependent depolarization tensor
w ith position-independent com ponents
Z
. 1 2
pos 1 g Eve
s Qri@r]

121)

W ithout any loss of generality one can choose a coordinate system in which

T isdiagonal, T~ = T' 5, and consequently is also diagonal, * =
* ij.Then,Eqg. {120) takes the form

1

= : 122
e ( )

i

For -din ensionalellipsoidal dom ains :_ﬂ] which will be of interest In this

work, the T -com ponents Q;Z_].') are expressbl In an altemative form as
1 e?

THo =
s @riRrd

b (¥) 123)



with (r) de ned by {l 4), where r isan arbitrary point in . W ith regard

to t]:k,le P ojsson equation {_l_.]l'), the diagonalelem ents of T are constrained
by . ,;T" = 1. In the special isotropic case of -din ensional spheres,
T®= 1= andtheconsequent * = =s is tines ., ofEq. @19.

T he discrepancy between the naive prediction of statisticalm echanics
(:-_ 21:51) and phenom enologicalelectrostatics @:2:2) wasexplained in a nice se—
ries of papers E_‘/.]—E_Q] by Choquard et al. T he point is that the susceptibility
ism ade up ofa buk contribution, which saturates quickly to the SL value
M.19), and of a surface contrbution. The surface contrbution does not
vanish in the therm odynam ic lin it due to the inverse-pow er-law behaviorof
the charge structure function at large distances along the boundary. Sum —
m Ing up both contributions one gets Instead of {-_121:9) the shape-dependent
result of m acroscopic electrostatics “:122:2) . This fact was veri ed on the
2D disk geom etry, in the high-tem perature D ebye-H uckel lim it and at the
exactly solvable coupling = qg° = 2 ofthe OCP.A progress towards
the m icroscopic veri cation of form ula @;2:2) wasm ade in paper I. T here,
the m apping of the 2D OCP, when is an even posiive integer, onto a
discrete 1D anticom m uting— eld theory ﬂ}-(_):] was used or generating a sum
rule for the charge structure function. This sum rule com es from a speci ¢
unitary transform ation of anticom m uting variables keeping a \com posite"
form of the ferm Jonic action. For an elliptic dom ain, the sum rule con—

m s m icroscopically the asym ptotic form ula q._-L._-2:2") and givesa nite-size
correction term to * explicitly in temm s ofboundary contributions.

T he underlying sum rule derived for the 2D OCP seem ed to be closely
related to the logarithm ic nature ofthe 2D Coulom b potential. W e show in
this paper that actually the sum rule is nothing but a direct consequence
ofa generalprinciple: the total force acting on a system in therm alequilib—
ruum iszero. U sing thisprinciple, the sum rule isgeneralized to an arbitrary

-din ensional Coulomb plasn a. A s the reszu_]i:, for a -dinensionalel-
IJipsoidaldom ain, the asym ptotic form ula (-';L;Z_Zi) for ! is reproduced and
its lading nite-size correction is obtained, n both canonical and grand
canonicalensam bles.

T he paper is organized as follow s. Section 2 is devoted to the deriva-
tion ofthe crucialsum rule foran arbitrary -dim ensionalCoulomb plagm a.
Based on this sum rule, the splitting of the susoeptibility into its m acro-
scopic part {;L;Z_Z) plus a corresponding nite-size correction term is shown
for -dim ensional dom ains of ellipsoidal shape in Section 3. Section 4
presents an analysis of the nitesize correction tem , dependent on the
particular ensemble. The form alisn is docum ented In Section 5 on the
D ebyeHuckel lim it. The check on the exactly solvable 2D OCP at cou-
plng = 2 has already been done in the previous paper I. Concliding
rem arks are given In Section 6.



2 SUM RULES

One of us has derived several sum rules forthe 2D OCP in paper I, using
amapping on a ferm ionic eld theory. A ctually, these sum rules arem uch
m ore general. In the present section, the generalization of som e of these
sum rules is cbtained by sin ple argum ents about the balance of forces or
torques.

W riting that the total force acting on the particles is zero, at equilib—
ruum , results Into a sum rule relating their density n (r) and their charge
density (r): 7 7

p drEp@ () 1 dSn()=0 2.1)

e

where the rst term In the lhs. is the force exerted by the background,
and the second temm is the force exerted by the walls. dS  dSn wheren
is the unit vector nom alto the surface elem ent dS and directed towards
the exterior of . This is the generalization of Egs. (56) of paper I.For
sin plicity, we have assum ed that the particle-w all interaction is a hard one,
such that the center of each particle feels a hard wallon @

A sin ilar sum rule is obtained by assum ing that a particle of species

1 is xed at point r;, and w riting that the total force acting on the other
particlesvanishes. N ow , the force that the xed particle exertson the other
ones m ust also be included in the force balance, which reads

Z X Z
p d nEyp() q, (r2511) ds:
e

2
z X
+ dn 9,9, F nn® @min)=0 2

1,1(2)
2 1

1,1(2)

S, ()

2

w here w e have used that the density ofparticlesof species , at r, know ing
that there isa particke of species 1 atry,isn (22)  zin)=n | (). Ifthere
are short-range interactions, they must be added to the de nition @ 3) of
the Coulomb force F . Another form ofEq. 6_2;2) can be obtaned by using
the rst BGY equation which can be w ritten as

rn () = pEp @)a ,n , (1)
z X
+ dr g,9,F@ 0% @in) @3)
2
W ith regard to theequaliy F (r1y )= F (@ n),ushgkEqg. @g)ﬁor
the Jast tem in the lh.sofEq. R2) gives
Z A\l =T #
X

(

p 4 REp@E) q,n® @in)+qg,n, @) @ n)



X
ds; n® (min) rn,@)=0 @4
e 2
Finally, wemultiply Eq. C_Z-:z{) byg, andsum on ;,wemutiply Eq. C_Z-_.i')
by (g ), and we substract from each other the two resulting equations,
w ith the result
Z Z X
p 4 RER@)Skin)=r @)+ ds; q.0 , , (in)
e 17 2
@5)
This isthe crucialsum rule which is the generalization ofEq. (60) ofpaper
1.

A tthough we shallnot need them in the ollow ing, ket usm ention that
another class of sum rules can be obtained from the balance of torques.
For Instance, In three dim ensions, w riting that the total torque acting on
the particles (due to both the background and the walls) vanishes at equi-
Ibrim gives the sum rule

Z Z

» dre Ex@] @+ HBS rh@=0 2.6)
e
T his is the generalization ofEq. (41b) ofpaper I. If one particle is assum ed
to be xed at som e point, one obtains the torque analog ofEq. @;3)
Z
b Ink Er@BEeR) = b rl @) @7

Z X

gs, 1] q.,U , , ;o)
e 17 2
T his is the generalization ofEqg. (45b) ofpaper I.
The sum rules (4la) and (45a) of paper I can also be generalized, fol-
low Ing a m ethod developed In refs. E[]_:] and I_l-gi] H owever, these general-
izations w ill not be described here.

3 DERIVATION OF THE SUSCEPTIBIL-
ITY

Let bea -dinensionalellipsoid in the reference fram e de ned by the
axes of the ellipsoid,

— 1 31)

In this reference fram e both tensors and T are diagonal. For the do—
m ain shape under consideration, the depolarization tensor T isexpressble



as {1 23) and independent ofthepointr2 ,whil 1 (r) is invariant under
the transfom ations r* | r!. This in plies that

s X L5 2
b(r)= const ? T (3.2)
=1
The corresponding Ey (r) = r (r) reads
X L
Ep@®) = s T're* (3.3)

i=1

where e! is the unit vector along the ith axis. The com ponents of T fora

2D ellipse read
R?2 R!
1 2
e E— T = —— 34
R+ R?' R+ R? G4

T he com ponents of T are m ore com plicated finctions ofR*;R%;R> fra
3D ellipsoid ﬂ:]. In the isotropic case R* = R ofa -din ensional sphere,
TH= 1= . -
Inserting B.3) into the sum ruk {2.9), and de ning the com ponents
dsi= ds, & one gets foreach com ponent the equality
Z Z

pS Ti drzri's (rz;r1)=

X
(o) + ds; q,U ,;, (@in)
Q

@‘@
AL

17 2

. . R 35)
W emultiply both sides of C_3;E{) by 17, then integrate  d r; and use the
de nition q._L._l_7:) of the dielectric susceptibility, for obtaining

z . Z Z X
ps TH t94= drr'— @+ dnn ds; 9.V, , (@in)
@rt @ L.
(3.0)
Sin ple algebra gives
7 . z 0 Z
drrl@—rl (r) = ) dr@—r_.L rl (r) dr[ (r)+ b b]
= dsirt @ 1i+ .3 @3.7)
@
w here Z
= drlP@+ 88)

is the m icroscopic total charge (J'nchdjng_tl'le xed background charge) in
the dom ain. Provided that , 6 0,Eq. {3.4) can be thus rew ritten in the



1] N 7 7 #

, 1 . .
= : . = — dno dsih® @)n )it  (3.9)
sTY  wsTH 33 37 P TTEn e

T his is the desired splitting of the susceptibility onto its m acroscopic part
@:2:2:) plusa nite-size correction tem .
The formula C_3-;3) can be fiurther sinpli ed In the isotropic case of a
-din ensional spherical domain wih a radius R = R and a volme
jJj= s R = . Sihoce now the com pogents 1 do not depend on i, we
can consider their comm on value = ., = .Forthe -dimnensional
sphere it holds

asi= Bas,; | dasi- moss a5, 610)

where isthe anglke between 1 and r,. Since h” (1 )n ()i’ depends on
the ordentations of r; and r, R)n]y through their angle ,we can choose

along the l-axis and replace o ds, by sR '.Eq. {_37;9|) takes the form

n . Z #
i 1
= — f!; — drrhroaR)f (311)
s bS 77 R
whereR = (R;0;:::;0). It is som etin es convenient to expressfL in the

integralon the rhs. of @1l) asr' = R R r') and in thisway to
cbtain an alremative \boundary" form ofEq. (3 _.1_]:),
ll}é\l ) 7 #
i o
= — — Har)'+= drR Hhroar)T
s bS 77 R

(312)
The above form alisn applies to the case & 0, with no restriction

on the use of canonical or grand-canonicalensembles. W hen , ! 0, for
the sake of sin plicity we shall restrict ourselves to the symm etric TCP in
a -din ensional sphere and to only m icroscopic states such that the total
charge of the system is equalto zero, ¢ = 0. This is either the case of
the canonical ensem ble w ith in posed charge neutrality, or the case of a
restricted grand-canonicalensem ble when the xed background of charge

N g is st neutralized by N opposite charges + g and then g charges
are added to the system jn_a_l yar:iab]e num ber of neutral pairs I_l-3_:] Under

these conditions, relation (3.12) reduces to

Z
1 1 T
= — — dr R r hoaR)L (3.13)
s S R o

10



w here the notation h , Isused to em phasize that the average is taken in
presence of the background. T he background-charge deﬁs:ity b couples to
particle coordinates in the Boltzm ann factorexp[ p d 1 , )~
where , isgiven In @-g).lntheltnjt b ! 0, the them alaverage h L1
of a m icroscopic quantity can be expanded around = 0, denoted sin ply
ash i, using the linear response theory:

Z

h ,_%h ip drf,)n %+ 0 () 314

Since, due to the + $ charge symm etry of the TCP, h" (r)i = 0 and

h"@xM R )i= 0 atany pontr2 , relation (§._1§:) can be rew ritten in the
! 0l i as follow s

1 Z Z
= — —— dr R rt dro(ro)2
s 2R
o @aR)L b @ @Oin R )i (315)

W e see that for the TCP w ih no background, threebody densities enter
the nite-size contrbution.

4 NON-EQUIVALENCE OF ENSEM BLES

A though them acroscopic result forthe -dim ensionalsphere =s is
the sam e in both the capggjcal and grand-canonical ensem bles, the nie-
size correction tem in {3.13) is ensem bledependent.

41 CanonicalEnsemble

In the canonical ensem ble, the m icroscopic total charge is xed, QA = Q.
Let us analyze tem by tem the nite-size corrections appearing on the
rhs. ofEq. (3.12).

If there is som e excess charge in the dom ain , due to the electrostatic
repulsion i hastendency tom ove to the dom ain boundary @ and to create
there a m acroscopic surface charge density = Q= j. W e note that, as
a consequence, lrQAi=j = =R, and it is reasonable to assum e that is

nie. T he other them al averages in @;1:2.') are assum ed to be taken fora
xed .

Since the m icroscopic total charge does not  uctuate, dnR)iT = 0.

O ne hasto be cautiouswhen dentifyingtheR ! 1 lm it ofthe dipol
m om ent In the last term w ith its at hard-wallocounterpart: ow ing to a slow
power-law decay of the correlations along a plain hard wall [_Ié]—lij], the
lin it cannot be freely Interchanged w ith the integration. In particular, let

11



usconsiderin -din ensionsa sam in nite Coulom b plagn a w hich occupies
the halfspacex > 0;wedenoteby y the set ofrem aining (1) coordinates
nom alto x. Theplane at x = 0 is charged w ith the uniform surface charge
density . It isshown in Appendix that In dimnensions = 2;3theR ! 1
Iim it ofthe considered sphere dipolem om ent is related to the corresponding
at dipole m om ent as follow s:
z Z Z
lin drR rMnreae)f =2 dxx dyh” &;y)n 0;0)4

R! 1 0

41)
T he factor2 in thisequation was rst cbserved in paper I for the case ofthe
2D OCP at coupling = 2. Its tem perature-independence is also checked
in the D ebyeH uckel 1im it (see the next section).

W e conclude that in = 2;3 din ensions the form ula for the dielectric
susceptibility tensor of the C oulom b conductor, evaliated in the canonical
ensem ble up to the kading 1=R nite-size correction tem , reads

. Z . Z

— + 2 dx x dyhA(x;y)ﬁ(O;O)iT 42)
S pS R 0

This result can be readily extended to the ! 0 lin i of the symm etric
TCP with QA = 0 (@nd, consequently, = 0), discussed at the end of the
previous section. Using for the truncated correlation in Cfl-;Z) the lnear
response {3:1:4), now in the halfspace geometry with , % = s x%%=2,
one arrives at

L2 z  Z, z

— = dxx dy dx’ ®%? dy°
s R 0

b~ 6;y) 2 65y (0,001 h” x;y) 7~ 68y im 0;0)i]  ©4.3)

A Yhough the nitesize analysis wasmade for the = 2;3 spherical ge—
om etries, it can be sin ply generalized via Eq. {_37;9|) to an arbitrary -
din ensional ellipsoid: the leading correction term is still of the order of 1
over the characteristic length of the dom ain.

42 Grand CanonicalEnsemble

The grand-canonical analysis of the nite-size corrections In ('§-._1-g.’) funda-
m entally depends on the dim ension.

Two D iIn ensions. In the grand canonical ensem ble, necessarily the total
charge ¢ vanishes and does not uctuate !_2-(_)'] (except In a very special
case not discussed here). This is because bringing a charged particle into
the system from a reservoir at in niy, wih a hole eft in the reservoir,

12



would cost an In nite energy, and this cannot be achieved with nite fu-
gacities. Thus, the tem s i i and St ® )i’ vanish n 3.11) and B12).
Furthem ore, {4.1) and {4.3) are still valid.

Three D Im ensions. In the grand canonical ensemble, for a nite system,
10’1 is determ ined by the fiigacities and does not vanish, except for special
adjustm ents ofthese fuigaciies. H ow ever,lrQAijsatm ost oforderR . Indeed,
w hen the sphere already carriesa chargeQ , thew ork required from bringing
one m ore particlke of charge g Into the system from the reservoir has an
electric part gQ =R . Therefore, wih nite chem ical potentials, g0 =R has
to be nite.

The total charge does uctuate, w ith a variance such that 132iT = R
in the largeR lin i, and the tem 1A R )i in @.14) does not vanish, and
is of order 1=R as shown below .

Indeed, considering for sim plicity the case ofthe OCP in a 3D sphere
of radius R, I9 A R )iT is proportional to the total charge on the sphere
when one of the particles of charge g is xed on the surface. M acroscopic
electrostatics says that, when a point charge g is at distance r R from
the center of a grounded sphere, it nduces on it a surface charge o€ =

R =r)qg. T hus, the totalcharge g+ o€ vanishes ifr = R . H ow ever, actually,
the \surface" charge has som e m icroscopic thickness of the order of the
charge correlation length, and i is better to describe approxin ately the
con guration of a particle xed on the surface as a partick at distance R
from the center ofa sphere of radiis R .Thusd= [R )=R Ig, the
total charge g+ < is of order g =R, and I0n R)AT ds expected to be of
order =R.

Finall, n §11) and $312), in the largeR lim i, the tem hJi=j jis
atm ost of order 1=R ? an can be discarded. But the tem l’QAﬁ R )it gives
to 8.12) a contrbution of order 1=R, lke the dipok integral, and both
should be kept in the leading nite-size correction. Asto {4.1) and ¢.3),
they are still valid.

5 DEBYE-HUCKEL THEORY

The rmulas (3.11) and @ .1) willnow be tested in the w eak-coupling lin it,
which is describbed by the D ebyeH uckel theory, for the general system of
M species ofpoint particles plus a background, in tw o or three din ensions.

5.1 G eneralFom alism

A oonsistent way of deriving the D ebye-H uckel theory for a nite system
is to start w ith the renom alized M ayer diagram m atic expansion (hich is
review ed, for nstance, in refs. t_l@] and f_lg]), in the grand canonicalensem —
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ble, and to m ake a topological reduction, replacing the fugacities by the
densities. T he weak-coupling lim it for the correlation functions is obtained
by resumm ing the chain diagram s w ith the densities taken as constants
n (taking into account their posiion-dependence near the boundary @
would give corrections of higher order). This is equivalent to w riting the
O msteinZemicke equations w ith the direct correlation functions replaced
by tim es the corresponding interaction potential:

h, ,@in) = quqZV(jfl I2J (5d)
X
+ dnl g,9.,v( w)h ,h, , @)

3

where the correlation fnctions h are related to the U rsell functions by
U, ,@;r)=n,n,h ,@;rn). Theset 51) ofM ? coupled equa—
tions can be transform ed into one equation. Indeed, let usm ake the ansatz
that the solution is of the form

h, , @)= q,9,G (@) (52)

U sing {_5_.-2) n (5;1') one does check that these O mstein-Zemicke equations
are satis ed provided that G obeys the integral equation

z
2
G @;m)=v(i ) . d i3v(kr 13)G (r3712) (6.3)
p -
where 2= s n ¢ ;theDebye kngth is1= .Using (52) one nds
2
" (@)f ()i = T C@in)t @ ) (5.4)
and
1 2 2 2
Sirn) h@ @i = = o S@im)t— @ n) 65

T he integral equation {_5_.3) for G can be transformm ed into a di erential
equation by taking the Laplacian w ith respect to r; . O ne obtains the usual
D ebyeH uckel equation for the screened Coulom b potential G

[1 *B@in)= s @ ) 5.6)

However, n a nite system , the di erential equation (5_@:) m ust be supple-
m ented by boundary conditions. In the present approach, these boundary
conditions are provided by the integral equation C_g ;3) .

Tt has been seen In Section 3 that, n general, when there is a back—
ground, the nie-size correction to the susceptbility can be expressed in

14



tem s of the two-body correlation appearing in 8.11), whil, in the Iim it
of no background, one obtains the m ore com plicated expression (3 ;1_5') n
term s of a threebody correlation. T he D ebyeH uckel theory has the very
special feature that this com plication doesnot arise. Indeed, shce = br
one sees in C_gg{) that h” (g )n (1 )iT = , is expressed in tem s of the two-
body function G even in thelimit ! 0. Furthem oretdi= 0. Therefre
@11 still ;nvolves only a two-body correlation in this imi ! 0.

52 2D D isk

In an In nite plane, Q_E;;a) givesG (r1;2) = Ko( Inm 1r),whereKg isa
m odi ed Bessel function. In a nite disk of radius R, the solution is ofthe
om []

®
G (t1;) = (< )K (s )+ aIn(s1)Iv(s2)] ~cost .7)
=0

wheres;;; = 1n;,s< ands, arethe sn allest and the largest, respectively,
ofs; and s;, I and K « arem odi ed Bessel functions, and a. a coe cient

to be detem ined; « isthe Neumann factor o= 1, «= 2for* 1.1In
the square bracket of {5.}) the rst termm corresponds to an expansion of
Ko( Jn 1J),whilethe second tem correspondsto the generalsymm etric
solution of 6.4) without the rhs. tem . -

T he detem nation ofa, from the integralequation ©3) hasbeen dis-
cussed in ref. [_29‘], w here it hasbeen argued that the length scale rp in the
2D Coulomb potentialvm ustbem ade in nite at the end ofthe calculation.
Theresultisag= K1 (Z )=I; Z),whereZ = R.

Fordeterm ininga. when ' 1, we consider the integralequation {5_:3),
and use for G the expansion C_gf/:) and for v the expansion

. . o
r s 1 =
v ni= nE—- nIZiT 2w, 1) 68)
o o N r
In the angular ntegralon 3, only the tem s nvolving the same ' In the
two expansions {5.7) and (5.8) survive. In tem s of the square bracket in
6.1, ie.

G (i) In<)K (s )+ aIi(s)I(s2) (5.9)

one obtains, when r; > n,

. 7 .
1 I 2 o 1 I3
26 mir) = S — dmr—- — Gh(3in)
I 0 I
Z
2 R 1 I
drsrs7 — G (mir); Y 1 (5.10)
r I3
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One could solve {5::(1) However, it is sinpler to rem ark that it in plies

@G (;r)=Cr},-r = (SR)G R;r). Therefore, using the de nition
6.9 OrG R ;r;) gives

K°Z)+ a1%@) = ELK\(Z)+a\I\(Z)]; vl 611)

a relation that Choquard et al. ﬁ] have obtained by another m ethod, in—
volving a continuation of C5 Q) outside the disk; that m ethod led to som e
am biguity for detemm Ining ap . From @.1],), using sin ple relations obeyed
by the Bessel functions, one cbtains
a‘:K‘l(Z) (512)
I. 1 @2)

This nalequation tums out to be valid for all Y, ncluding ‘= 0.

U sing @:1) and {5:1:2) n 5;-2), one can easily check the perfect screening
expected In two din ensions, even In the grand canonical ensem ble: the
charge in the cloud around a particlke ofchargeq , s q,,

Z X

&’y g.,n h, , (i) = g, (513)

1

W e now tum to the dielectric susceptibility. From isde nition @.17),

using the present S (r; ;r» ), one obtains [_Q]
= l 1 M (5.14)
R (R)

A tematively, one can use the generalm ethod of the present paper and
check the expression (311). Herel§i= 0,and ,= . Let Dagiux be
the dipole m om ent de ned as the Integralin @;1_1:) We callthisdipolem o—
ment D ratherthan D forusing the sam e notation as in the Appendjx)
Only the part *= 1 ofG contrbutes to this integral. Using h* )it R )&
from @4 and G; from C5 9,) wih a; from (5. 1], gives, after smple m a—
nipulations on the Bessel functions,

Dy = 2 2(R) (5.15)
disk IO(R)
Tt should be ram arked that, s:noeJnZD lrQﬁ(R) = 0, D gisx s also the

Jntegralzrl_{h;l_z Using $6.15) in @.11.) or _-Ll_i one retrieves the sam e

asin 614). In the largeR linit, .n 614) T, ( R)=T, ( R) ! 1andone
sees that the correction term is indeed of order 1=R :

! 2 (5.16)
R
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ThedipolemomentD ,: fora atwall, in the 2D D ebyeH uckeltheory,
has been com puted In I_lé] It can be checked that, In the Imit R ! 1,
D 4isk does have tw ice the value found forD ¢

53 3D Sphere

In In nite space, @;}) givesG (ri;p)=exp( T )= i Inha
nite sphere of radiis R, the sam e considerations as in 2D now give Eg]

G (rix) = p— I 16Ky )+ bIyi(e)Iy L (s2) Pi(os )
rlr2 2 2 2 2
5a7)
where P+ is a Legendre polynom ial. As J'n_2_D , the coe cientsb + can be
determ ined by using the integral equation {5_.?3), w ith the sam e result as in
ref. {]:
K. 1(@2)
b= —2— (5.18)
I. %(Z)
W ith ourm ethod, there is no soecial problem or ambiguiy with the case
‘= 0.
A s expected, there is no perfect screening, since the starting point was
the grand canonicalensemble. Using (5.17) and (5.1§) .n 62) gives
Z
R X sinh n
dnm qg,n h, ,@in)= g, 1 Soh R (5.19)
1
ratherthan g ,. .
T he dielectric susceptibility, com puted from isde nition L 17) is ound
to be [4] "
313( R)

RI: ( R) r!1
2

3 3 3
— — 1 — (5.20)
4 4 R

A tematively, one can use the generalm ethod of the present paper. A gain
lrQAj._=_ 0, p= rand only the part *= 1 ofG contrbutes to the integral
in {3.11). O ne retrieves for the susceptibility the resul 620).
It should be noted that, in 3D, $ uctuates and K$AR )iT 6 0. One
nds

I. ( R)
— 521)

Aﬁ T _ 2
R )L RI%(R)R!l R

In agreem ent w ith the qualitative estim ate of Section 4 2. T herefore, w ith
D on de ned as the integralin (8.12), the equivalence of 8.11) and (8.12)
gives

2

D on (522)

RI!1
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and the nite-size correction to can be decom posed as

3 1 2

1 — — (523)
R!1 4 R R
wheretheterm 1= R isthe contribution from l'QAﬁCR )i? and thetem 2= R
is the contribution from the dipole moment D o, seen fom the boundary.
Again,inthelmiR ! 1 ,D gy doeshave twice the value found fora at

wall [16] in the D ébyeH uckel theory.

6 CONCLUSION

M acroscopic electrostatics predicts a shape-dependent value for the dielec—
tric susceptibility of a conductor (the resoonse, som etin es called polariz—
ability, to a uniform applied electric eld). In the present paper, i hasbeen
shown that classical (ie. non-quantum ) equilbbrium statistical m echanics
ofa large class ofm icroscopicm odels results into a dielectric susceptibility
which isthe sum ofthem acroscopicvaluie plusan explict nite-size correc—
tion. Thus, the 1im its of validity of m acroscopic electrostatics are clearly
exhibited.

T he basis for the m icroscopic derivation only is that the total force
acting on a system vanishes at equilbriim . It is quite surprising that such
a sinple statem ent is su cient, and the reason for that still is an open
problem .

O ur approach deals w ith m odels of Coulom b system s m ade of charged
particles embedded In a uniform Iy charged background. The case of no
background is dealt with as a lim iting case. Ikt seem s that our m ethod
cannot be used for directly starting w ith a system w ithout a background.

C lassical statistical m echanics has been used. It gives an acceptable
phenom enologicaldescription ofsom e system s such aselectrolytesorm olten
salts. W e have not attem pted to dealw ith a m ore fiindam entaldescription
of realm atter based on quantum statisticalm echanics of point charges.

APPENDIX :DIPOLE M OMENTS

W e brie y summ arize known facts about the large-distance behavior of
particle correlations along a plain, possbly hom ogeneously charged, hard—
wallin = 2;3 dimensions. Let us rst review the case of a sam i-in nite
Coulomb plasn a which occupies the halfspace x > 0; y denotes the set of
( 1) coordinates nom alto the x-axis. A ccording to ref. :_[1_6'3], for the
charge-density correlator one expects an asym ptotic powerJdaw behavior
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along the boundary of type

0
X ..
meoyin a0 TEEL g ® 1)
¥
whereg (x;x%, which asa fiinction ofx and x° has a fast decay away from
the wall, obeys the relation
Z Z ., z
dxg (x;x0)= dxx dyh” x;y)n (xO;O)iT; = 2;3

s
2 0

. A 2)
vald for any x° 0. A behavior of type [A 1) at large distances was
cbserved also in the largeR lin it of the -din ensional sphere i§,117]. For
two points r and r’ mside the sphere, it is only necessary to identify x
and x° w ith the corresponding point distances from the sphere surface and
Y jwih the Euclidean distance (chord) of the point profctions onto the
sohere surface:

x=R 1rx’=R % ¥3= 2R sin( =2) @ 3)

where is the angl between r and . At small distances, an in nites-
In al deform ation of a at boundary towards the sohere has a negligble
e ect on the correlations. W e can therefore w rite, on both m icroscopic and
m acroscopic scales, that, as the radius of the sphereR ! 1 ,

h" ()a @)1 h™ ;)7 (;0)17 @ 4)

sphere at

In the dipolk integralon the rhs. of @;1:2), the correlator of interest
is taken at_tpe point 1= R xed at the boundary, which corresponds to
x°= 01 {_A_.g:) . To sin plify the notation, we de ne

on & )=h"@aR)I at ;¥ I = b x;y)0 (0;0)F

sphere’ at

@ 5)
W ithin the identi cation (A 3) with x°= 0, the asymptoticR ! 1 equiv-

alence @:4) now takes the form
soh &7 ) at ;¥ ) ¥ 3= 2R sin( =2) @ 6)

Ourtask isto relatetheR ! 1 Iim it ofthe sphere dipolemoment D gp

seen from the boundary and the atdipolemomentD ,:,de nedasfollows
Z

D soh dr®R ') on® 17 ) @)
z . Z

D &+ = dx x dy at i ¥ D @A 8)
0

Because of slight di erences, the derivations of the relation are m ade sep—
arately or2D (w ith notation \disk" instead of \sph") and 3D .
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2D D isk

Using the substitution x = R randwrtigr' = ® x)[ 2sin’ ( =2)],
the disk dipolemom ent @ _.7}) is expressble as
Z 5 z
Daix = dxxR x) d  oqisx ®; )
0
Z . z
+2  dx R x)?  d osif(=2) g ) @)
0
In the largeR lin i, wem ake use ofthe transform ation é:é) to getD qisk =
I, + I, where

Z g Z or
X dy
I]_ = dxx 1 — S at (X;y) (A .10)
0 R b S T
4R 2
Z g % 2 Z R dy 2
I, = 2 dxR 1 — F=—="—5 a&jy) @.1l)
0 R 1 - AR

4R ?

Since 4t X;y) as a function of x has a fast decay away from the wall,
the x=R tem s in I; and I, can be neglected In com parison w ith the unity
when R ! 1 .A fler simpl algebra, one nds for I;
Z Z 1
Iim I =D s+ dxx lin 2R dt jca—— 1 at(X;ZtR)
R! 1 0 R! 1 1 1
@ 12)
Considering 5+ X;2tR) gy (%;0)=(2tR )2 In plies a converging integral
overt, so that limg, 1 I = D s:. A s concems the second integral I, it
can be analogously w ritten as

Z 1 Z 1 at

Im I, = dx lim (@R)? p——t L (X;2tR) @ 13)
R! 1 0 R! 1 ;1 1

A s above, we consider the lading asym ptotic behavior of .t ®;2tR),
w ith the result

Z 3 Z 3

dt
Im Ip = dx g ;0) P=—==D @A 14)
R! 1 0 11 2

Here, relation (:_A:.ZE) wih s, = 2 wasapplied atx’= 0. W e conclude that

m D gik = 2D aes =2 @A 15)
R 1
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3D Sphere
In 3D, the volum e elem ent d®r = r?’drd , where the angular part d =
sin d d’" with 2 (©O; )a1:1c_1’ 2 (0;2 ).Usihg the substitution x= R 1,
the sphere dipolem om ent @ _7) reads

Z 5 z

Degn = dxx R x)* d soh X7 )
7 u z
+2  dx® x)° d sh®(=2) gnlx; ) @ 16)

0

In the largeR lim i, the transfom ation @:Q) ImpliesD oo = I1 + I, where

ZR x 2 Z2R
L = dxx 1 5 @) dyy at ®;y) @& 17)
0 0
Z g x 3 Z 2r yz
L, = 2 dxR 1 = @ dyy—s x; a8
2 . R ( )O VY Rz at ®;y) @ 18)

R R
Here,wehaveused d = (2 =R ?) 02R dyy.Asin 2D, the x=R tem sare
neglectedasR ! 1 .Thus,limg, ;1 I; = D 4 and
Z Z

Im L =2 dx lin (R)®> dtf L x;2tR) @ 19)
R! 1 0 R! 1 0

T he keading asym ptoticbehavior .+ x;2tR) g3 ®;0)=QRtR)>asR ! 1
gives zZ

]iﬂl L=2 dxgs x;0) =D 4 @ 20)
R 0

4 wasapplied at x°= 0. Fially,

w here the relation é:.@) w ith s3

I Dgn= 2D a; =3 @ 21)
RI!I1
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