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Abstract

W e study the electricpotentialand eld produced by disordered distributionsof charge to seew hy
clum ps of charge do not produce large potentials or elds. T he question is answered by evaluating
the probability distrbution of the electric potential and eld In a totally disordered system that
is overall ekectroneutral. An in nite system of point charges is called totally disordered if the
locations of the points and the values of the charges are random . It is called electroneutral if the
m ean charge is zero. In one din ension, we show that the electric eld is always an all, of the order
ofthe eld ofa singk charge, and the spatial variations in potential are w hat can be produced by a
single charge. In two and three dim ensions, the electric eld in sin ilarly disordered electroneutral
systam s isusually sm all, w ith am all variations. Interestingly, in two and three din ensional system s,
the electric potential is usually very large, even though the elkectric eld is not: large am ounts of
energy are needed to put together a typical disordered con guration of charges in two and three
din ensions, but not in one dim ension. If the systam is locally e]ectroneutral| as well as globally
e]ectroneutral| the potentialisusually sn allin alldin ensions. T he properties considered here arise
from the superposition of electric elds of quasistatic distrbutions of charge, as In nonm etallic

solids or ionic solutions. T hese properties are found in distrbutions of charge far from equilbrium .
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I. NTRODUCTION

T here is no danger of electric shock when handling a powder of sal or when dipping a
nger in a sal solution, although these system s have huge num bers of positive and negative
charges. It seem s Intuitively obviousthat the altemating arrangem ent ofcharge in crystalline
Na'"C1l shouldproduceelctric eldsthatadd aln ostto zero; it also seem s ocbviousthatNa*
and C1l Jdonswillmove In solution to m inin ize their equilbriim free energy and produce
an all electrical potentials. But what about random arrangem ents of charge that occur in a
random quasistatic arrangem ent of charge such as a snapshot of the location of ions In a
solution? T iny inbalances in charge distribbution produce large potentials, so why doesn’t a
random distribution of charge produce Jarge potentials, particularly if the distrdbution isnot
at them odynam ic equilborium ? Indeed, som e arrangem ents of charge produce aroitrarily
large potentials, but as we shall see, these distributions occur rarely enough that the m ean
and varance of stochastic distributions are usually nie and snall. M ore speci cally, we
determm ine the conditions under which stochastic distrbutions of xed charge produce an all
elds.

T he quasistatic arrangem ents of charge can represent the xed charge in am orxphous
non-m etallic solids or snapshots of charge arrangem ent of ions In solution, due to their
random [Brownian) motion. O ur analysis does not apply to quantum system s [1], and In
particular it fails ifelectronsm ove In delocalized orbitals, as in m etals. N ote that the random
arrangeam ents of charge considered here do not necessarily m Inin ize free energy.

W e consider the eld and potential n overall electroneutral random oon gurations of
In nitely m any point charges. An in nite system ofpoint charges is called totally disordered
ifthe locationsofthe pointsand the charges are random , and it is called overall electroneutral
if the m ean charge is zero. The con gurations of charge m ay be static or quasistatic, that
is, tin e dependent, but varying su ciently slow Iy to avoid electrom agnetic phenom ena: the
electric potential is described by Coulomb’s law alone. In one din ensional system s of this
type, the potential is usually nite| even though the system usually contains an In nie
num ber of positive and negative charges. Even if the systam is disordered and spatially
random , charges of the sam e sign do not clum p together often enough to produce large

elds or potentials, in one dim ensional system s.
O ur approach is stochastic. W e ask how disordered can a random electroneutral system



be, yet stillhave a an all eld orpotential. W e nd the answer by evaluating the probability
distrdoution ofthe electric potentialand eld ofa disordered system ofcharges. W e nd that
the electric eld in a totally disordered one din ensional system is an all w hether the system

is locally electroneutral ornot. T he potentialbehaves di erently; it can be arbitrarily large
in a one dim ensional system , but it is usually am all in electroneutral system s.

In two or three din ensional disordered system s, the electric eld is not necessarily an all.
W e show that In such system s that are also electroneutral the eld isusually anall. The
potential, however, is usually large, even if the system is electroneutral. Both potential and

eld are am all, if the system is JocaJJy| aswell as g]obaJJy| electroneutral (see de nition
below ) In one, two and three din ensions.

W e oconsider several types of random arrays of charges: (@) A lattice w ith random dis-
tances between two nearest charges; (o) A Jattice (of random or periodic structure) with a
random distribution of positive and negative charges (charge 1). Charges in the lattice
need not altemate between positive and negative, nor need they be periodically distriouted;
() A lattice (of random or periodic structure) with random charge strengths. Not all
chagesare 1, but they are chosen from a set q;%; :::;q, with probabilitiesp; ;1027 12700,
resoectively, such that

gp; = O: 1)
=1
Equation W) is our de nition of electroneutrality in an in nite system .

W e use renewal theory ], perturbation theory 1], and saddle point approxin ation [1]
to caloulate the electric potential of one din ensional systam s of charges and show that it is
usually am all. T hat isto say, the probability is sn allthat the potentialtakes on large values.
T hus, random ly distributed particles produce am all potentials even In disordered system s
In one din ension, if the system is electroneutral. T he analysis of one dim ensional system s
requires the calculation of the probability density function (df) of weighted Independent
dentically distrbuted (1id. sum s of random variables. This pdf looks like the nom al
distrlbbution near is center, but the taildistribution has the double exponential decay ofthe
logW ebull distrloution [1]. W e conclude that the electric potential of totally disordered
electroneutral one din ensional systam s is necessarily an all, com parablk to that of a sihgle
charge.

Later in the paper, we de ne localelectroneutrality precisely and show that two and three



din ensional system s w ith local electroneutrality usually have an all potentials, because the
potential of a locally neutral system of charges decays lke the potential of a point dipol,
as 1=r’. W e show that the potential of typical totally disordered arrays of charges in two
and three din ensions is In nie even ifthe system is electroneutral.

H istorically, little attention seem s to have been paid to quasistatic random arrangem ents
ofcharge, although m uch attention hasbeen paid to the equilbrium arrangem ents
ofm obile charge. In system s ofm obik charges, such as liquids and jonic solutions, the de-
cay of the electric potentialm ay even be exponential, after the m obilke charges assum e their
equilbrium distribution. The early theory of D ebyeH udkel 1] show s a nearly exponential
decay (wih distance from a given partick) of the average elctric potential at equiliorium ,
originally found by solving the linearized P oisson-B oltzm ann equation. In classical physics,
perfect screening of multipoles (of all orders) occurs in both hom ogeneous and inhom oge—
neous system s at equilbrium in the them odynam ic Iim it, when boundary conditions at
In nity are chosen to have no e ect [1] and there is no ux of any species. This type of
screening in electrolytic solutions is produced by the equilbrium con guration ofthem obile
charges |, 1], which typically takes 100 psec to establish (com pared to the 10 *° tine scale
ofm ost atom icm otions) [11]. M any other system s are screened by m obile charges after they
assum e their equilbbriim con guration of lowest free energy 1], such as ionic solutions,
m etals and sam iconductors.

T he spatial decay of potential n ionic solutions determ ines m any of the properties of
Jonic solutions and is a striking exam ple of screening or shielding. \Sum rules" of statistical
m echanics [, }] describe these properties. T hese rules depend on the system assum ing an
equilbbriuim distribution, which can only happen if the charges are m obik.

W e consider nite and in nite system s of chargesw hich m ay or m ay not be m obile
and w hich are not necessarily at equilibbrium . W e show that the potentialofa nite
disordered locally electroneutral system is attenuated to the potential of a sihgle typical
charge, w hether the potential is evaluated inside or outside a nite system or in an In nie
system . W e note that the behavior of the electric potential and eld outside the line or
plane of the lattice can be analyzed In a straightforward m anner by the m ethods developed
below .



IT. A ONEDIMENSIONAL IONIC LATTICE

Considera sam +n nite array ofaltemating electric charges gw ith a distance d between
neighboring charges. The elctric potential at a point P, located at a distance R from
and to the kft ofthe rst charge (see Fig. M) is given by

B q 1 1 N 1 1 N
4" R R+d R+2d R+ 3d
1 1 1
- 4 1 + +
4 "R l1+a 1+2a 1+ 3a
g ¥ (15

= 2
4 "R _ 1+na’ ©)

where a = d=R is a din ensionless param eter. The series W) is conditionally convergent, so
it can be summ ed to any value by changing the order of summ ation []. The order of
sum m ation re ects the order of construction ofthe system ; di erent ordersm ay
lead to di erent potential energies of the system . H owever, the in nite series
that determ ine the electric eld are absolutely convergent (see below ), so the
eld does not depend on the order of sum m ation of its de ning series. T hus, all
potentials di er from each other by a constant, which presum ably re ects the
di erent ways the charge distribution could be constructed, while having the
sam e electric eld. From here on, we consider the ordering in equation {#).
Setting R = d @ = 1) we nd the potential at a vacant Jattice point (to avoid In nie
potentials) due to charges located at both directions of the in nite lattice is
2 R=d)=2—2 S 21092

4" n 4 "d

T he constant 2 log2 is known as the M adeling constant of a one din ensional lattice [1].

Next we nd the asym ptotic behavior of the potential away from the sam i-n nite
lattice, that is for R d, or equivalently a 1. The follow Ing analysis is lndependent
of the order of summ ation of the series ). C karly, the in nite sum in eq. ) converges,
because i isan altemating sum w ith a decaying generaltem . W e expand the potential for
a 1 (@way from the lattice) In the asym ptotic fom

q 1 2
= g E VO + aVl + a V2 + . (3)
0




The e ect ofthe st charge can be ssparated from all the others,

1 1
= d —_ d VO + aVl + a2V2 + ’ (4)
4 "R 4 "“R+d

where

Com paring egs.l) and M) we cbtain
nw #

1 a
Vo+ aVl+ a2V2+ =3 Vo+ Vl+ S V2+:::
1+ a 1+ a 1+ a

The coe cients V (;V;;::: are ound by equating the coe cients of lke powers of a. In

particular, we ndthatVy= 1=2;V; = 1=4;V, = 0, so the potentialhas the asym ptotic form

©)

A1l ocoe cientsV ,, can easily be com puted in a sin ilar fashion. This result also detem ines

1

the rate at which the potential far away reaches is lin iting value, 232 ? =
0

series for x = 1 has the value Vg = % if interpreted as a lin it using the Abel sum ]

. The divergent

X 1
1 1+41 1+1 1+ :::= Im ( 1yx" = 1im
x! 1 x1'1 1+ x

n=0

N

W e note that the asym ptotic expansion M) can also be found directly from the di erential
equation that the sum

Xy,
y(X)_n:Ol+ na
satis es [1]
axy™+ y= (6)
1+ x

w ith Initialcondition y (0) = 1. T he asym ptotic form ofy (x) can easily be found by standard
m ethods [}]. In particular,

Iin ()—X1 LU,
x!lyx_ 01+na'

T he physical interpretation of the asym ptotic expansion W) is that the electric potential
away from an In nie lattice of charged particles is about the sam e as ifhalf a singlke charge
were located at the origin. T he spatial arrangem ent ofthe Jattice attenuates the e ect of its

charge. T he potential near the lattice is determ Ined by a few of the nearest charges and the



contrbution of the rem aining charges reduces to that of a half charge placed at a distance
R d. Obviously, asR ! 0 the potential becom es In nite, approaching the potential

produced by jist the nearest charge.

ITT. ONEDIM ENSIONAL RANDOM IONIC LATTICE

W e tum now to solids in which the charges are distributed random Iy In severaldi erent
ways. First, consider a sam in nie lattice of elctric charges, in which the sign of each
charge is detem ined random Iy by a Jp ofa fair coin. T hat is, the charges that are located
at the lJattice polnts X, @ = 0;1;2;::3) are ndependent Bemoulli random varables that
take the values 1 wih probability 1=2. The electric potential of this random Jlattice is

given by
a ¥ X

4 "R 0 1+ na @

Som e discussion of the nature of convergence of the series ) is needed at this point. The
convergence ofthe sum ofvariancesm eans that the partial sum s converge in L? w ith respect
to the probability m easure, so the sum ) existsasa random variable 2 L ?,whose variance
is the sum of the variances. Now, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality inplies that 2 L1, so
h i= 0. Note that (M) also converges w ith probability 1 [1].

W e use fair coin tossing to m aintain the condition of global electroneutrality, though
arbitrary long runs of positive or negative charges occur in this distrbution. Thus som e
realizations of the sequence X , have runs (tlum ps’) of substantial net charge and potential.
The standard deviation of the net charge in a region gives som e feel for the size of the
clum ps. T he standard deviation in the net charge ofa region containing N charges is qp N .
For large values of N , substantial regions are not charge neutral. The condition of local
charge neutrality (de ned later) is violated for m any of the realizations of charge In this
distribution.

N ote that a particular sst of X, can produce an in nite potential, despite our general
conclusions. If, for example, X, = 1 Por alln, the elkectric potential becom es In nite (see

eq. M), because = 1 . Nonethelss, the L? convergence of M) in plies that the

1+ na

n=20

probability that M) is n nite is 0. In other words, even though the potential is in nite for
a particular sst of X ,,, the potential is nite w ith probability 1. This is a striking exam plke



of the attenuation of the ekectric eld, even w ithout m obile charge. T he attenuation of the
potential produced by som e tlum py’ con gurations of charges occurs even though there is
no correlation in position, and there is no m otion whatsoever.

T he ekectric eld, given by

a ¥ x,

E = ;
4 "mRZ _(L+na)?’

ram ains nite for all realizations of X ,, because the sum

g ¥ 1
4 "RZ2 . (1 + na)?

S=

converges.

The electric eld is bounded (@bove and below) by S and so there is zero probabiliy
that the function is outside the interval ( S;S). The pdf of the electric eld is com pactly
supported, even when all charges are positive (or negative). T he electric e]d| unlke the

potentjal| is attenuated even if the net charge,of the system 35 not zero, taken as a whole.

1=2
q X 1

4 "mRZ __(L+ na)’

the eld ofa sihgk charge at a distance R .

(
T he standard deviation ofthe eld is

, which is of the order of

A . M om ents

The expected value of ish i= 0, asm entioned above. The variance of is given by

var()- 3 %L @)
T R @+ nap’

A vacant lattice point In an In nie (ot sem #n nite) lattice correspondsto R = d orboth
the charges to the right and to the kft. Ikt ©llow s that the variance of the potential there is

twice that given n W) with a= 1, that is,

23 2 2
1

Var ()= 2 —2 S 2 ©)

4 "d o n? 4 ".d 6

0 that the standard deviation is
q

= p—=: 10
4 "Od 3 ( )
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A sexpected, the constant = 3 is lJarger than the M adelung constant 2 log 2 of the periodic

lattice, because the potential of the disordered system is Jarger than that ofthe ordered one.
Away from the sem iin nite Jattice, ie., ora 1, we can approxin ate the variance {l)

by the EulerM aclaurin formula, which replaces the sum by an integral,

2 4 2

q 1 1 q 1 1
Var ()= ————dx+=-+0@) = —+-+0@) ;
4 "R o ([@L+ ax)? 2 4 "R a 2
11)
0 the standard deviation is
. 9
3= —P— (1+0@): 12)
4 "y dR

1 1
The decay law of p— ism ore gradualthan the decay law R of a single charge.
R

B. The electrical potential as a weighted iid. sum

P
The potential W) is a weighted sum of the form anX o, where X, are iid. random

variables. The distrdbution of potential is generally not nom al. For exam ple, consider

P 1
n

the weighted sum _,2"X,,where X, are the sam e Bemoulli random variables. This
weighted sum represents the uniform distrbution in the interval [ 1;1]. Ik is, In fact equiv—
alent to the binary representation of real numbers in the interval. Not only does this dis-
tribution not look like the G aussian distribution for am all deviations, it does not look at all
G aussian for Jarge deviations. In fact, this distribbution has com pact support. It is zero out-
side a nite interval, w ithout the tails of the better endowed G aussian. O ther unusual lim it

distributions can be easily obtained from sum s of the form [l). For exam ple, the weighted

P 1
n=1

st ] In [ 1;1], whose Lebesgue m easure (length) is 0.

sum 37X, isequivalent to the uniform distribbution on the Cantor \m iddle thirds"

N ote that the sum
® X .

n=0 m
has com pact support for every " > 0, because the series

X 1

n=0 m
converges or every " > 0. In our case " = 0, so that the lm it distrdbbution does not
necessarily have com pact support. N onetheless, we expect that the probability distribution

10



function of the potential w ill have tails that decay steeply, even steeper than those of the

nom aldistribution.

C . Large and sm allpotentials. T he saddle point approxim ation

T he existence ofthe rstmoment ofthe sum {l) depends on its tail distribution, which
we caloulate below by the saddle point method [I]. That is, we calculate the chance of
nding a pinch of (honcrystalline) salt w ith a very large potential. Fora potential de ned

1

in equation M), we denote the pdf of by f x). The Fourer transform £ k)

4 vaR
of this pdf is given by the In nite product
¥ k
fk)=  cos a3)

1+ na

n=0
which is an entire fiinction in the com plex plane, because the generaltem is1+ O M 2).
T he inverse Fourier transform recovers the pdf
Z 1

f (x) = 2i £ k)™ dk; 14)
1

which we want to evaluate asym ptotically for large x. Setting

®
gk;x) = log cos

n=20

+ ikx; 15)
+ na

we write 7
1

1
f&)=— expfg k;x)gdk: 16)

1

d
T he saddke point is the point k Hrwhich d—kg(k;x) = 0. D i erentiating equation () w ith
respect to k, we nd that

k
tan
d <3x) X 1+ na b a7
- ex) = ix:
dkg ! 1+ na

n=0
W e ook for a root of the derivative on the in agihary axis, and substitute k = is. The

vanishing derivative condition of the saddlk point m ethod is then

tanh
X 1+ na

= : 18
% 1+ na 48)

11



The in nie sum on the right hand side represents a m onotone increasing function of s in
the interval 0 < s < 1 , o equation [M) has exactly one solution for every x. Near the
saddle point k = is, we approxin ate g k) by is Taylor expansion up to the order

1d

gk) gls)+-——gls) k isy; 19)

to nd the lading order tem of the full asym ptotic expansion (derivatives of higher order
ofthe Taylor expansion can be used to nd alltem s of the asym ptotic expansion [1]). W e

use the C auchy integral form ula to caloulate our Fourder integral ) on the line paraliel to

the realk axis through k = is (see Fig. M)
Z 1

1 . 1
fx) e exp —gP6s)k isf dk
2 . 2
Z )
1 . 1 ZZ eq(ls)
= s exp g%@s)— dz= s (20)
2 1 2 2 d@s)

Equation [M) hasno analytic solution, so we construct asym ptotic approxin ations for large

and sn all values of s separately.

D . Tail asym ptotics

T hroughout this subsection we assum e that a is an alland s is Jarge and we nd the tail
asym ptotics of the pdf away from the system (fora 1). Fors 1 the EulerM aclaurin

sum form ula gives

s
Z , tanh
1+ ax 1
X = dx+ —tanhs+ O @): 21)
0 1+ ax 2
. . S 0
Substiuting z = , we obtamn
1+ ax
1 ®tanhz 1
X = — dz + 5tanh(s)+0(a): (22)
W riting
s 1 s Zs
tanh z tanh z tanh z 1 dz
dz = dz z + —
Z 1
hz tanh z 1 2s
= logs+ dz dz+ O €);



we obtain ) n the om
_ a 2. 25\,
ax—]ogs+C+5+O(a ;€°7°); (23)

w here the constant C is given by

Z Z
tanh z tanh z 1
C = dz + — dz: (24)
0 z 1 z

E xponentiation of equation [l) gives the Iocation of the saddle point asym ptotically for
an alla and large s as

— 2.4 28
s = eaxC a=2+0 @ “e ): (25)

The saddk point approxin ation ) requires the evaluation of g and its second derivative

at k = is. The EulerM aclhurin sum formula gives

pa
g(s) = logcosh
0

n=

Sx
1+ na

Z S
s logoosh z

1
= - ————dz+ 5]ogc:oshs sx + O (as)

Z Z . Z
s logoosh z dz logcoshz z 1
= — ———dz+ — 4+ ———dz+ O -
a z? 1z 1 z? s
s 2
+- @ — sx+ O (@s):
2 2

U sing equations ) and M), we nd

s 2 1
gis=c,> 240 alias ; ©6)
a 2 a
where
Z 1 Z 1 Z 1 Z 1
logoosh z logooshz z tanh z tanhz 1
Ci= 72dz+ —zdz dz ——dz; @7)
0 z 1 z 0 z 1 z
and iIntegration by parts showsthat C; = 1. It follow s that
s 2 1
g@s)= - ﬁ + 0O a;—;as : (28)
a 2 a

13



T he ssocond derivative of g is evaluated in a sim ilar fashion

s
1 tan
&? ©) B X 1+ na
dkzg e s o (1 + na)?
Z
17 1 ,
= — 1 tanfz dz = 1 tans + O (ase?®)
as 2
tanh
= S+O(ase25;e25)
as
1 1 2s
= ;+ O (as;l;a—s)e : (29)

Substiution of [ll), M), and ) into the saddlk point approxin ation [l gives

p_
a — ax a=

P gpmer ™ O TP e i T 30)

where the constant C = :8187801402 is given by equalllh). (T herefore, the sm all a

and large s approxin ation to the tailofthe pdfof is given by

f &) (31)
jo
4 "R " a 1 4 "d 1 4 "od
Pp—=exp - x C a=2 — exp x C a=2 ; x! 1:
a 2 2 q a a

It ©llow s from equation [l) that the pdfdecays to zero as a doublk exponentialasx ! 1 ,
which I plies that allm om ents exist. This decay is sin ilar to the extram e value or the log—
W ebull Gumbel) distrdoutions [}]. The com pact support of the distribbutions of convergent
series is replaced here w ith a steep decay. N ote also that the decay becom es steeper further
away from the systam , as expected, because the preexponential factor of the inner exponent
is I=a = R=d.

Foran allx the pdfcan be approxin ated by a zerom ean G aussian w ith variance V ar ( ),

which foranalla is

r__ ( )
4 ", Rd Rd 4 "x
— exp — ; o x ! 0: (32)
q 2 2 q

f ®)

N ear its center, the distribution looks like a G aussian w ith a standard deviation that decays

P
lke 1= R, in agreem ent with equation ). W e conclude that the pdf looks nom al near

14



its center, but, araway from there, it decays to zero m uch m ore steeply, rather lke a cuto .
T his conclusion is the answer to the question posed in subsection [l about the nom ality
of weighted sum s of iid. random variables. The non G aussian tails of the distrbution are
characteristic of large deviations [1].

IV. RANDOM DISTANCES

Consider a one-din ensional system of altemating charges w ithout the restriction ofequal
distance between sucoessive charges. In particular, we assum e a renewalm odel, In which
the distances between two neighboring charges are non-negative iid random variablesw ih

pdff ) and nite expectation valie
Z 1
d= If@di< 1 :
0
T he potential of this random system is also a random variable.
W e show below that away from the system the m ean value of the potential V has the

asym ptotic formm
q

1
Vv = —+ 0 ; 33
1 "R 2 @) (33)

where a = d=R . Equation [l) de nes the attenuation produced by the con guration of

charges. The mean potential of the system is produced by (In e ect) half a charge. W e
note that the value 1=2 is exactly the sam e for both random and non-random system s of

alemating charges (q.l)). W e rst note that

Z 1
PrfvV R)= Vg= fQOPr VR + 1= d vV dL: (34)
0 4 "OR
To nd themean value, wemuliply @) by V and Integrate (ote that 0 v 2 ?R),
0

15



and then change the order of integration

z 4 Z
_ 4 "R _ g
VR) = vV dv fQPr VR+ D= - v o di
0 0 4 "R
Z ., z _ 4
4 "R q
= fOdL " VPr VR+ D= dav
0 0 4 "OR
zZ ., z _ 4
_ g 4 "R -
= - f@Qdl VPrfV R + 1) = Vgdv
4 "R 0 0
Z
g
= fQOV R + 1)dL: 35
1R, DV R + 1) (35)
W e Jook for an asym ptotic expansion of the fom
__d 2
VCR)—4 - Vo+ avy+ a’Vo + t:: @ (36)
0

Substituting this asym ptotic expansion into [ll) givesV, = 1=2 forthe O (1) tem , because
Z 1

1 a £
0 (DR+1

da  1: 37)

The rst nequality is due to the inequality 1 x.Henccll) ©lows.

1+ x

V. DIMENSIONSHIGHER THAN ONE

A . The condition of global electroneutrality

In din ensions higher than one, global electroneutrality is enough to dram atically atten—
uate the electric eld, but it is not enough to produce a am all potential, as shown below .
C onsider the elctric potential at a vacant site of random dharges located at the points

ofa 2D square lattice

X X nm

n?+m?
(nm )6 (0;0)
The variance of is
X 1
Var()= — =1 : (39)
n?+ m?
(nm )6 (0;0)
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The In nite value ofthe variance m eans that arbitrarily Jarge potentials can occurw ith high
probability. T hat is, the electric potential is not attenuated. T he divergence of the variance
of the potential of three dim ensional system s is even steeper. T herefore, attenuation of the
potential of totally disordered system s can occur In two or three din ensional system s only
if som e correlation is ntroduced into the distribution of the locations of the charges. If, for
exam ple, the signs of all charges altemate, as n a realNa" C1 crystal, the distribution of
potentialw illbe dram atically di erent, and greatly attenuated, com pared to a two or three
din ensional system In which m any charges of one sign are clum ped together.

T he condition of globalelectroneutrality is enough to ensure the dram atic attenuation of
the electric eld. Indeed, consider a 3D cubic lattice of random charges. T he z-com ponent
ofthe ekectric eld at a vacant lattice point is

n
XnmlcOS P
X n+m?+ P
E,= : (40)
n?+m?+ P
(nm ;1)6 (0;0;0)
The variance ofE , is nite,
n
% o p—————
n+m?+ P
VarE,) = <1
Mm%+ m?+ P)?
(nm ;1)6 (0;0;0)

because convergence is determ ined by the integral
Z zZ

1
2 o sn d —r’dr< 1 :
0 d r4

T he large potentialm eans that m uch work has to be done to create the given spatial con-—

guration of the charges, however, the resulting eld rem ains usually snall

B. The condition of local electroneutrality

Here we show that the condition of local electroneutrality in plies the attenuation of
the potential n two and three din ensions. For exam ple, the potential of a two or three
din ensional lattice of extended dipols is nite with probability 1, if the ordentation of
dipoles is distributed independently, identically, and uniform 7 on the unit sohere (see F ig.
m.
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Paraphrasing 1, p.136], we say that a (et) charge distrbution &) has local charge
neutrality ifthe (et) charge inside a sphere of radius R falls with increasing R faster than

any power, that is, for any x
Z

lin R" )dy = 0 Pralln> 0: @1)
R!1 X YJ<R

O n a lattice, the num ber of charges that are assigned to each lattice point can be larger than
in our exam pk ofdipoles F ig. M), thus form ing m ultipoles. T he D ebyeH uckel distribution
also satis es the local charge neutrality condition.

T he potential of a single lattice point can then be w ritten as an expansion In spherical
ham onics, if the charges of each m ultipole are contained in a single lattice box. It can be
also expanded, if the charge density of each multipole decays su ciently fast, as [B1]

1
1 X X Vi ()
4" L 21+ 1 T

=0m=

42)

0,00 ®) =
where qp, are the mulipole m om ents. In particular, the zeroth orderm ultipole m om ent is

Qo = P— (y)dy = 0; 43)

by the condition of local electroneutrality [M): the far potential due to a single lattice
point decays as 1=r’ (or steeper). The coe cients g1, assigned to each lattice point are
random ized as In the previous sections so their m ean value vanishes, m eaning that there is
no preferred orientation in space. (Com pare the exam plk of dipolks which do not have a
preferred ordentation.) Them ean value of the potential of the entire lattice isthen h i= 0.
T he variance is given by

X
Var( )= Var( ijk); (44)

i3k
where iy is the potential of the charge at lattice point (i; j;k). The potential decays as
1=r? (or steeper); therefore the variance decays as 1=r* = 1=+ %+ k?)? (or steeper). The

convergence of the in nite sum () is determ ined by the convergence of the integral
z Z

1 1 4

—adv = 4 —dr= —

<1°: 45
rd . T d @)

r>d
T hus, the variance of the potential is nite and we have shown that local electroneutrality
produces a dram atic attenuation of potential. A s above, the potential away from a charge

isusually of the order of the potential of a singke charge.
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C . The liguid state

Screening In the liquid state nvolves a least three phenom ena. (1) The m ovem ent of
charge to a distrbution ofm inim al free energy. (2) T he properties of a static charge distri-
bution w ith m inin al free energy. (3) T he properties of any charge distribution.

If the charge correlation function (x) m Inim izes free energy, and is at equilibbrium , as
In jonic solutions, the far eld potential is strongly screened. H owever, the relaxation Into
such a state takes tin e, typically psec to nsec In an ionic solution under biological conditions
(see m easuram ents reported In 1], and theory summ arized In [7]) . A s long as local charge
neutrality exists during the relaxation period, the potential changes from attenuated (as
described above) to exponentially screened, as equilbrium is reached. In fact, the soread of
potential n ionic solutions has the curious property that it ismuch less shielded at short
tin es than at long tin es; potentials on the (sub) fam tosecond tin e scale of atom ic dynam ics
Soread m acroscopic distances whike potentials on long tin e scales soread only atom ic dis—
tances. Speci cally, potentials on a tin e scale greater than nano or m icroseconds soread a
few D ebye lengths, only a nanom eter or so under biological conditions, although potentials
on a fam tosecond tim e scale can spread arbitrarily far depending on the con guration of
dielectrics at boundaries that govem the violations of local electroneutrality. To m ake this
verbal analysis of fast phenom ena rigorous, the potentials and elds should be com puted
from M axwell’s equations, not Coulomb’s law .

Non-equilbbrium uctuationsm ay violate local charge neutrality, therefore eld uctua-
tions can be lJarge. For exam ple, in system s which are not locally electroneutral, potential
can spread a long way, as in the telegraph 1], K elvin’s transatlantic cable, or the axons
of nerve cells [1]. In such system s, d.c. potential soreads arbitrarily ﬁr| kilom eters in
telegraphs; thousands of kilom eters in the transatlantic cable; centin eters in a squid nerve

Tied with salt water| even ifan abundance of ons (  1¢°) are present. Local electroneu—
trality is violated in such system s (at the insulating boundary which separates the inside
and outside of the cabl, eg., the cellm em brane) and that violation allow s large far eld
potentials.
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VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

G Iobal ekectroneutrality ensures the dram atic attenuation of the electric potential and
eld of a one dim ensional system of charges. Even if local electroneutrality is violated,
and the local net charge is not zero, the potential rem ains nite in these one din ensional
system s, even in a random lattice that ncludes arbitrarily long strings of equal charges.
W e have shown that the distribution of the weighted sum of iid. random variables that
de ne the one-din ensional electric potential is aln ost nomm al near its center, but has very
steep double exponentially decaying tails. T he distances between neighboring charges can
also be random , w thout changing the attenuation e ect. In higher din ensions, global elec—
troneutrality is su cient to dram atically attenuate the electric eld, but not the potential.
However, local electroneutrality ensures a an all potential in two and three dim ensions, so
the electricpotentialand eld is short range In one, two, and three dim ensions, ifthe system s
are ocally electroneutral.
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FIG.1l:A sam in nite Jattice ofaltermating chargesw ith a distance d betw een neighboring charges.

Thepoint P is Iocated at a distance R from and to the keft ofthe st charge.
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0 > Re k

FIG . 2: The integration contour passes through the saddle point k = is in the com plex plne.
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FIG . 3: Two din ensional lattice of dipoles of random Iy chosen orientations produce attenuation

due to the condition of local electroneutrality.
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