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A bstract

Soft m atter m aterdals, such as polym ers, m em branes, proteins, are often electrically charged. This
m akes them water soluble, which is of great in portance in technological application and a prerequisite
for biological function. W e discuss a few static and dynam ic system s that are dom inated by charge ef-
fects. O ne class com prises com plexation between oppositely charged ob gcts, for exam ple the adsorption
of charged ions or charged polym ers on oppositely charged substrates of di erent geom etry. Here the
m ain questions are whether adsorption occurs and what the e ective charge of the resulting com plex is.
W e explicitly discuss the adsorption behavior of polyelectrolytes on substrates of planar, cylindrical and
spherical geom etry with speci ¢ reference to DNA adsorption on supported charged lipid layers, DNA
adsorption on oppositely charged cylindricaldendropolym ers, and D NA binding on globular histone pro—
teins, respectively. In all these system s salt plays an in portant role, and som e of the In portant features
can already be obtained on the linear D ebyetH uckel evel. T he second class com prises e ective Interac—
tionsbetween sim ilarly charged ob fcts. Here them ain them e is to understand the experin ental nding
that sim ilarly and highly charged bodies attract each other in the presence of m ultivalent counterions.
T his is dem onstrated using eld-theoretic argum ents as well as M onteC arlo sin ulations for the case of
tw o hom ogeneously charged bodies. R ealistic surfaces, on the otherhand, are corrugated and also exhibit
m odulated charge distributions, which is in portant for static properties such as the counterion-density
distribbution, but has even m ore pronounced consequences for dynam ic properties such as the counte—
rion m obility. M ore pronounced dynam ic e ects are obtained w ith highly condensed charged system s
in strong electric elds. Likew ise, an electrostatically collapsed highly charged polym er is unfolded and
oriented In strong electric elds. A 1l charged system s occur in water, and water by itself is not a very
well understood m aterial. At the end of this review , we give a very brief and incom plete account of the
behavior of water at planar surfaces. T he coupling betw een water structure and charge e ects is largely
unexplored, and a few directions for future research are sketched. On an even m ore nanoscopic level, we
dem onstrate using ab-initio m ethods that speci ¢ interactions betw een oppositely charged groups (which
occur w hen their electron orbitals start to overlap) are in portant and cause ion-speci c e ects that have
recently m oved into the focus of interest.
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1

Introduction

P rocesses and structures involving electrostatic interactions are abundant in soft m atter and play an in -
portant role in colloidal, polym eric, and biological system s[l, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. This is because charges
tend to m ake ob gcts soluble In water. Even the ubiquitous van-derW aals or digpersion interactions are
In fact due to Iocally uctuating electric elds (or, equivalently, soontaneous polarization charges) O]. Soft
m aterials are easily deform ed or rearranged by potentials com parable to them al energy; exam ples lnclude
polym ers, selfassem bled m em branes orm icelles and com plexes form ed by the binding of oppositely charged
m acrom olecular com ponents. It becom es clear that interactions caused and m ediated by pem anent and
Induced charges constitute prom inent factors determ ining the behavior and properties of soft m atter at the
m esoscopic scale, since they are strong enough to control and m odify soft m atter structures. W e list three
exam ples to dem onstrate the diversity of phenom ena we have in m ind:

C olloids that are dispersed in aqueous solvents experdence m utual attractions due to van-derW aals
forces9, 10] and additional solvent-structure-induced forces[l1l]. They thus tend to aggregate and
form large agglom erates[12]. Large aggregates typically sedim ent, thereby destroying the dispersion.
In colloidal science, this process is called coagulation or occulation, depending on the strength and
range of the inter-colloidal forces nvolved. In m any industrial applications (for exam ple dispersion
paints, ood em ulsions such as m ayonnaise or m ik), stability of a dispersion is a desirable property,
In other applications (such as sew age or w aste-w ater treatm ent) it isnot[l3, 14]. O ne way to stabilize
a colloidal dispersion against coagulation is to in part pem anent charges to the colloids: Sim ilarly
charged particlestypically repeleach other such that van-derW aalsattraction which isalways stronger
than electrostatic repulsion at sm all distances) cannot induce aggregation [L0]. Every rule has an
exoeption, and in this particular case it is an interesting exoception: Ik has been found over the years
that strongly charged colloids in certain cases attract strongly, which caused considerable confiision
at st and is now quite well understood due to Intense research over the last years (m ore of this in
Section 3) &, 5, 6,7, 8]. A second m ethod of stabilizing a colloidaldispersion is to graft polym ers to the
surface of the colloids. If the polym ers are under good-solent conditions, they will swell and inhbit
close contacts between two colloids. For this task, charged polym ers are ideal, since they swella lot in
water[l5]. M any structures obtained w ith charged colloids bear resem blance w ith atom ic structures,
but occur on length and tin e scales that are m uch easier to observe experin entally. To som e extent,
colloidal system s have been used asm odels for ordering phenom ena on the atom istic scale.

Polym er science and technology have revolutionized the design, abrication, and processing ofm odem
m aterials and form an integral part of every-day life[l6, 17, 18]. C lassical polym er synthesis is based
on hydro-carbon chem istry and thus lads to polym ers which are typically insoluble in water. In the
quest for cheap, environm entally friendly, and non-toxic m aterials, attention has shifted to charged

1T he term colloid refers to an ob ect that is Jarger than 1nm and sm allerthan a few m icrons and thus encom passes proteins,

polym ers, clusters, m icelles, viruses and so on.



polym ers, so-called pokekctroltes, since they are typically water-soluble[l9, 20, 21]. T he m echanisn

behind this water-solubility is connected w ith the translationalentropy ofm obilke ions that are trapped
In the polyelelctrolyte solution R2]. For som e polyelectrolytes, the resulting a niy forwater is so high

that they are righteously called super-adsorbing polym ers: T hey can bind am ounts ofwater in m ultiple
excess of their own weight R3]. This property is put to good use in m any practical applications such
as diapers.

Hum an DNA, the storagem ediim of all genetic inform ation, isa sam 1 exdble biopolym er w ith a total
length of roughly 2m , bearing a total negative charge of about 10'%e (where e denotes an elem entary
charge), which is contained inside the cell nucleus w ith a diam eter of less than 10 m . In addition to
the task of con ning such a large, strongly charged ob fct In a very amn all com partm ent, the DNA
is incessantly replicated, repaired, and transcribed, which seem s to pose an unsum ountable DNA —
packaging problem . N ature has solved thisby an ingeniousm ultihierarchical structure. O n the lowest
Jevel, a short section of the DNA m olecule, consisting of 146 base pairs (corresponding to a length
of roughly 50nm ) is w rapped tw ice around a positively charged protein (the so—called histone). By
this, the DNA is both com pacti ed and partially neutralized. In experim entsP4], it has been shown
that a tightly wrapped state is only stable for intermm ediate, physiological salt concentrations. Since
salt m odulates the electrostatic interactions, it is suggested that electrostatics are responsble for this
Interesting behavior. Indeed, as is explained In Section 6, only at interm ediate salt concentration is an
optim albalance between electrostatic DNA {DNA repulsion (favoring a straight DNA confom ation)
and the DNA {histone attraction achieved. Sim ilar com plexes between charged spherical ob fcts and
oppositely charged polym ers are also studied experin entally in the context ofm icellepolym er25, 26]
and colloid-polym erR7, 28, 29, 30] interactions.

In these exam ples, electrostatic Interactions dom inate, they are responsble for the salient features and
the characteristic properties and therefore have to be included in any theoreticaldescription. T his is the type
ofsystem weain at in this review , and this is also the operationalde nition ofa strongly charged system : a
system where i m akes sense to neglect other interactions than Coulombic In a rst approxin ation (@ m ore
quantitative de nition w ill be introduced in Section 3). O f course, the boundary to m aterials w here other
Interactions com e into play as well is di use: water structures at neutral and charged interfaces exhibit
surprising properties and can often not be neglected, as is discussed in Section 10. Likew ise, aln ost all
phenom ena involring charges in aqueous solution show a characteristic ion-speci city 31], nam ely a poorly
understood dependence on the speci ¢ ion type present n thebulk, which is som ehow related to the quantum —
chem ical properties of solvated ions (see Sectionll).

O urviewpoint is that it m akes sense to use the whole scenario of sin pli ed m odels theoretical physicists
Jove and are used to, nam ely to treat charged m acroions as an ooth, featureless and hom ogeneously charged
bodies, ions as point-like or (on a higher level) as charged spheres, and to replace water by a continuum
medim . Thiswasvery successfiilin the past (asis reviewed in Sections 3 and 5-8) and there arem any lessons
still to be leamed on this kevel. At the sam e tin ¢, m any of the presently pressing experin ental questions
can only be answered if one leaves this level and treats water as a discrete solvent w ith the capability to
rearrange at surfaces and close to charged particles and ions as com plex ob fcts that form weak bonds w ith
other charges or water m olecules. It is as yet not clear whether findam ental insight can be gained on this
m ore m icroscopic level or whether one w ill be lost In the realn of particularities (Sections 10 and 11 give
testin ony of the problem s one encounters when dealing w ith charges in the m icroscopic world). T he hope
would be that a coarsegrained form ulation in tem sofe ective param etersw ill stillbe possible which would
nevertheless encom pass ion-speci ¢ and solvation e ects.

2 Charges: W hy and how

A Inost any m aterial acquires a surface charge when dipped into water. Pemm anent charges on single
m olecules, surfaces, or Interfaces in aqueous m edia arise via two routes: Firstly, the substance can con—
tain dissociable surface groups, w hich under suiable pH conditionsm ay donate protons (in which case one
speaks of acidic groups), thereby in parting negative charges to the surface, or accept protons (these are
called hasic groups) and thus produce positive charges on the surface (the pH is a logarithm ic m easure of
the bulk proton concentration, as w ill be discussed at length In Section 9). W hat is the m echanism for
this dissociation? W hy should m olecules 21l apart spontaneously to produce charged parts and why do



these oppositely charged pieces not bind together again? A s an exam ple, consider the ionisation of hydro—
gen, which requires the energy ofE j,, = 13:66V or (in units of the them alenergy at room tem peratures)
E ion 500k T . C learly, this lonization process cannot be them ally activated at room tem peratures. The
situation isvery di erent for chem icalgroupsw hich have acidic character: H ere the energy needed to rem ove
a proton from them olecule in an aqueous environm ent ism uch sn aller; to give a few exam ples, it is roughly
14ky T Por the carboxylgroup in the reaction

RCOOH + H,O ! RCOO +H3OJr @)
and 9%g T for the sulfonic group in the reaction
RSO3H + H,0 ! RSO, + H30: @)

T he sulfonic group is therefore said to be a stronger acid than the carboxylic group. T he dielectric properties
ofthe surrounding w ater are very im portant in these reactions, asw thout water (ie. in the gasphase) these
reactions cost m uch m ore energy (see Section 11). Still, energy has to be paid in order to crack the acids,
but again water properties come in: Since the concentration of water m olecules in the condensed liquid
state (@bout 55m ol=]1) is m uch higher than of the other com ponents, according to the law of m ass action
the equilbrium is shiffed to the right side and charged groups do Indeed occur frequently. T he equilbrium
betw een association and dissociation can be ne-tuned by tem perature and the concentration ofH ;0 * ions
In the solution (ie. pH ). The second m echanisn for the pem anent charging of surfaces nvolves an all
charged m olecules, such as sal ions, which physically or chem ically adsorb to a surface, thereby leading to
an e ective surface charge. In practice, one typically encounters a m ixture of these two m echanian s, such
that the e ective charge of a surface is controlled by the distrbution of acidic and basic surface groups,
solution pH , and buk concentration of charged solutes. Induced charges arise via the polarization ofatom s,
m olcules, and m acroscopic bodies32]. For m olecules that possess a perm anent dipole m om ent (such as
water), the m acroscopic polarization contains a large contribution from the ordentation of such m olecular
dipolem om ents. T he iInteraction betw een spontaneouspolarization chargesgives rise to van-derW aals forces,
w hich act between allbodies and particles, regardless ofw hether they are charged, contain perm anent dipole
m om ents or not[10, 9].

T he reduced electrostatic interaction between tw o soherically sym m etric charges in vacuum (throughout
this review , all energies are given In units of the them alenergy kg T) can be written asU (r) = Q10 2V (v)

w here

eZ

V() = 4 "ok T 3)
is the Coulom b Interaction between two elem entary charges, Q1 and Q , are the reduced charges In units of
the elem entary charge e, and "y is the vacuum dielectric constant?. T he interaction only depends on the
distance r betw een the charges. E lectrostatic interactions are additive, therefore the totalelectrostatic energy
of a given distribution of charges results from adding up allpairw ise Interactions between charges according
to Eg.@3). In principle, the equilbriuim behavior of an ensem ble of charged particles (eg. a salt solution)
follow s from the partition function, ie., the weighted sum overalldi erentm icroscopic con gurations, which
| via the Boltzm ann ﬁctor| depends on the electrostatic energy ofeach con guration. In practice, how ever,
this route is com plicated for several reasons:

1) The Coulom b interaction, Eq.(3), is very long-ranged, such that (even, and as tums out, especially for
low densities) m any particles are coupled due to their sin ultaneous electrostatic interactions’ . E lectrostatic
problem s are therefore typically m any-Jody problkm s. As is well known, even the problem of only three
bodies interacting via gravitational potentials (which are analogous to Eg.(3) except that they are always
attractive) de es closed-form solutions. To m ake the problem even worse, even if we consider only two
charged particles, the problem e ectively becom es a m any-body problem , for the ollow ing two reasons:

) Tn alm ost all cases, charged ob Ects are dissolved In water. As allm olecules and atom s, water is
polarizable and thus reacts to the presence of a charge w ith polarization charges. In addition, and this is
a by far m ore in portant e ect, water m olecules carry a pem anent dipole m om ent, and are thus partially
oriented in the vicinity of charged ob fcts. T he polarization e ect ofthe solvent can to a good approxin ation*

2N ote that the Syst em e International (SI) is used, so that the factor 4 appears in the Coulomb law but not in the P oisson
equation.

3The potential Eq.(3) reaches unity at a distance of roughly r 56nm , which in the nanoscopic world is considered large.

4D eviations from this continuum linear approxin ation take the form of a m om entum -dependent dielectric function ® (k) and
non-linear correction tem s. T hey are In portant for the solvation of ions.



be taken Into account by introducing a relative dielectric constant " [32, 33, 34, 35]. Note that for water,
" 80, so that electrostatic interactions are m uch weaker in water than in air (or som e other low -dielectric
solvent). The Coulom b potential now reads

eZ ‘B

4" "% Tr r

v(r) = @)
and the B frrum length % = 1=(4 ""okg T), which is a m easure of the distance where the interaction is of
them al strength, has the value % 0:/nm .

iif) In allbiologicaland m ost industrialapplications, water containsm obile sal ions. Salt ionsofopposie
charge are drawn to charged ob fcts and form loosely bound counter-ion clouds and thus e ectively reduce
their charges; this process is called screening. The e ect of charge screening is dram atically di erent from
the presence of a polarizable environm ent. A s has been shown by D ebye and Huckel som e 80 years ago [36],
screening m odi es the electrostatic interaction such that it 2lls o exponentially w ith distance.

T he follow Ing points are im portant for the discussion in the subsequent sections: For each surface charge
an oppositely charged counterion is released into the aqueous solution. T hese counterions form cloudsthat are
Joosely bound to the surface charges. T he Interactions between charged bodies and their electric properties
itself (such as their electrophoretic m obilities In an electric driving eld) are predom nantly determ ined by
the properties of these counterion clouds, and an understanding of the properties of charged bodies requires
an understanding of the counterion clouds rst. H ighly and opppositely charged surfaces or particles w ith
pem anent charges typically have interaction potentialsthat arem uch strongerthan thermm alenergy, one often
obtains quasibound com plexesw hich have to be dealt w ith in a very di erent way than the ratherdi use and
highly uctuating counterion distrbutions. T ypically, charged soff m atter (eg. polym ers, uid m em branes)
is deform able and show s them ally excited shape uctuations, and one is dealing w ith the intricate interplay
of shape and counterion uctuations. E lectric elds are used In electrophoresis experin ents to analyze and
purify charged soft m atter. The electric eld sets charged ions and particles in m otion and thus lads to
dissipation of energy, one is facing a non-equilbrium situation. It also changes the equilbrium distribution
functions, and can lad to non-equilbrium phase transitions, as will be shown towards the end of this
review . Finally, oppositely charged chem icalgroups are often In intim ate contact to each other, for exam ple
In siuations when oppositely charged bodies are bound to each other. The boundary between chem ical
binding and salt bridging is di use, and quantum -m echanical e ects which are caused by the overlap of
electron orbitals give sizeable and very speci ¢ contributions to the e ective interaction between charged
groups. For a detailed understanding of the statistics and dynam ics of charged soft m atter, those quantum -
m echanicale ects in principle have to be taken into account.

3 Interactions between charged ob fEcts

3.1 A ttraction between sim ilarly charged plates: a puzzle?

E xperim entally, the interaction between charged planar ob cts can be very elegantly studied using a stack
of charged, selfassem bled m embranesB71H43]. Such m em branes spontaneously form in aqueous solution
of charged am phiphilic m olecules (lipids or surfactants) and consist of bilayers which are separated by
w ater slabs of thickness d (it is the sam e structure that form s an Integralpart of biological cell walls) @4].
Since the m embranes are highly charged (they typically contain one surface charge per 0:#6nm ? and thus
belong to the m ost highly charged surfaces known), one would expect strong repulsion between them , or,
which is equivalent, a strongly positive and m onotonically decaying osm otic pressure in such a stack. In
contrast, experin ents using the cationic surfactant DDAB show that a m ysterious attraction exists between
the charged lam ellae[39, 40]. This is seen in Fig.la, where an electron-m icrograph of a sam ple containing
50 $ water and 50 $ DDAB, rapidly frozen from the equilbrated structure at room tem perature (@nd
thus representative of the room -tem perature situation) is shown. O ne can discem a two-phase coexistence
between two m acroscopic lam ellar phases wih di erent water-layer thicknesses d. In the corresponding
pressure/surfactant concentration isothemm (ocbtained at room tem perature) In Fig.db the osm otic pressure
show s a pronounced plateau as a function ofthe w ater-layer thickness, equivalent to m acroscopic coexistence
oftwo lam ellar phases w ith di erent water content. Such phase coexistences are best known from non-ideal
gases and resul from an attraction between the gas m olecules (com pare the van-derW aals equation of
state) . In the present case, it m eans that an attractive force acts between the highly charged m em branes,
strong enough to overcom e the electrostatic repulsion between the charges on the m embrane (note that
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Figure 1: a) C ryo-electron-m icograph ofa m em brane stack consisting ofequalam ountsofwaterand DDAB
surfactant, frozen In from the equilbrated structure at room tem perature, exhibiting m acroscopic phase
separation between two lam ellar phases of di erent water content and thus di erent spacing between the
bilayers (adapted from Ref.[39]). b) O anotic pressure as a function of the waterJayer thickness d. A
pronounced plateau is apparent (adapted from Ref.[40]).

the dispersion attraction is too weak by orders of m agniude to account for this attraction). This is quite
surprising, and cannot be explained wihin classical theories (pased on a mean— eld description for the
counterion distribution) . C learly, the realm em brane system isquite com plex and containsa num berofe ects
that we w ill not consider (such as shape uctuations, chem ical structure of the surfactant heads, etc.). But
we w illdem onstrate In the follow iIng that a sin ple argum ent for the counterion induced interaction betw een
charged surfaces su ces to explain the observed m iscbility gap in an aln ost quantitative fashion. Thisw i1l
Jead us to a theoretical description of strongly coupled charged system s which com plem ents the classical
m ean— eld theory. In all the above—<cited experim ents on charged lam ellar phases m onovalent counterions
were employed. W e should add that a sin ilar attraction is also seen with less strongly charged bilayer
system s when the m ono<valent counterions are replaced by divalent counterionsf@5, 46].

3.2 Counterions at a single charged plate

T he experim entally observed attraction between sin ilarly charged surfaces requires a desper understanding
of counterion layersat highly charged surfaces, w e therefore start our discussion w ith a single, planar charged
plate w ith counterionsonly (ie. no additionalsalt ions). The H am iltonian for a system ofN counterions of
valence g, located at positions ri, close to a single oppositely charged planar wall of charge density 5 is (in
units of kg T ) given by
% 1 \ byl

= & AP z5; )
¥ %]

H

j=1 k=3+1 =1

where &=4 "" kg T isthe B frrum length (e is the elem entary charge, " is the relative dielectric con—
stant). In water, one typically has % 0:{/nm . For the sake of sin plicity, the dielectric constant is assum ed
to be hom ogeneous throughout the system , the plate is an ooth, In penetrable to ions and hom ogeneously
charged, and the counterions are assum ed to be ponnt-lke. Still, the system is nontrivial and allow s to
understand the special features of strongly charged system s In a very ucid m anner. The rsttem In Eg.(5)

contains the C oulom bic repulsion between all ions, the second temm acoounts for the electrostatic attraction
to the wall which is assum ed to be of in nite lateral extent and located in the z = 0 plane). T he relevant
length scale in the system isthe G ouy-Chapm an length, ,which isde ned asthe distance from the charged

wall at which the potential energy of one isolated counterion equals the them alenergy kg T . A s will tum
out later, it is a m easure of the typical height of the counterion layer’ . From Equation (5) it can be read of

to be
29% s )

SIn fact, w ithin m ean— eld theory, it is the distance up to which half of the counterions are con ned.
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Figure 2: a) For large coupling param eter > 1 the lateraldistance between ions a, is larger than their
average separation from the wpa& proportionalto the G ouy-Chapm an length . In rescaled units, this lateral
distance reads &, = a, = = 8 .The layerisessentially at, two-din ensionaland strongly correlated. b)

For < 1,the lateralion separation a, is an aller than the layerheight .W ithin the counter-ion layer, the
inter-onic distance ag scales as ap = ag= 1=3 and the ion-ion correlations are rather weak.

If one expresses all lengths in units of the G ouy-C hapm an length and rescales them according to
r=r=; )
the H am ittonian Equation (5) can be rew ritten as

K 1 b
H = — 4+ Z5: 8)
¥y rxJ

=1 k= 3+ 1 j=1

Now the Ham iltonian only depends on a single param eter, the coupling param eter

32 q3s_

T2 '

)

w hich includes the e ects of varying tem perature T (via the B prrum length ‘g ), surface charge density ,
and counterion valence g. T he counterion valence enters the coupling param eter as a cube, show Ing that this
is an experim ental param eter w hich decisively controls the resultant behavior of the double layer (com pare
the experin ents w ith charged lam ellar system s where the counterion valency has been increased 5, 46]).
Sm all values of de ne the weak-coupling regin e (where, as we w ill dem onstrate later on, the m ean— eld
Poisson-Boltzm ann (PB) theory becom es valid), Jarge values de ne the strong-coupling (SC) regin e, where
surfaceadsorbed ions are strongly correlated 47, 48, 49]. T his strong-coupling regin e constitutes a sound
physical lim it w ith behavior very di erent from the PB lim it, as can be show n rigorously using eld-theoretic
m ethodsB01-b4].

The m ean lateral area per counter-ion is determm ined by the surface charge density and de nes a length
scale which we associate w ith the lateral distance between ions), a; , via the relation

(@2=2)"= = : (10)

In rescaled units, this Jateral distance reads

)
&, = a, = = 8 : 11)

Since the height ofthe bound counterion cloud isunity in reduced units, it ©llow s from equation (11) that for
coupling param eters largerthan unity, > 1, the lateraldistance between ions is larger than their separation
from the wall and thus the layer is essentially at and two-dim ensional, as is shown schem atically in Fig.
2al@7, 49]. For < 1, on the other hand, the lateral ion separation a, is an aller than the layer height
, which m eans that within the counterson layer the ion-ion correlations should be rather 3D uid-lke,
as depicted schem atically in Fig. 2b. The two di erent lim its are visualized In Figure 3, where we show
snapshots of counterion distrbutions obtained in M onte€ arlo sin ulations for two di erent values of the
coupling param eter, = 1;100.Foramn all , the ion distrbution is indeed rather di use and disordered and
m ean— eld theory should work, sihce each ion m oves In a weakly varying potential due to the di use cloud



Figure 3: a) Snapshots of counterion distribbutions at a charged surface fortwo di erent values ofthe coupling
param eter, show ing a rather di use distrbution orsnall and a at quasitwo din ensional layer for large

. b) Num erically determ ined counterion density pro les (data points) as a function of the distance from
the surface for di erent values of the coupling param eter in com parison w ith the asym ptotic predictions
In them ean- eld (solid curve) and strong-coupling (oroken line) lim its (adapted from Ref.B0]).

of neighboring ions. For large , on the other hand, ion-ion distances are large com pared to the distance
from the wall; the ions form a at layer on the charged wall. For large , the repulsion between condensed
ions at a typical distance a, , proportionalto Y &f=a, , is Jarge com pared w ith them al energy, as can be
seen from the fact that

B Cl2 p— a»

—: 12)
ar

The layer is thus at and also strongly coupled@9]°. As willbe shown in Section 3.5, the counterion
layer form s a crystal around 31000 [B5], m eaning that there is a wide range of coupling param eters,
1< < 31000, where the counterion layer is highly correlated but still liquid. Nevertheless, m ean— eld
theory, which can pictorially be viewed as an approxim ation where one laterally am ears out the counterion
charge distribution, is expected to break down, at least for the system wih = 100; this is so because each
jon m oves, though con ned by is in m ediate neighbors in the lateral directions, alm ost independently from
the other ions along the verticaldirection W hich constitutes the soft m ode). W e stress that this continuous
crossover from a three-dim ensional, disordered counterion distribution for small , to a two-dim ensional
correlated counterion distrbution for large values which willbe discussed In m ore detail later on) is a
pure consequence of scaling analysis; as the only input, it requires the rescaled counterion layer height to be
of order unity, which is true irrespective of the precise value of asw illbe dem onstrated next.

U sing M onte-€ arlo sin ulation techniques, we have obtained counterion density pro lsby averaging over
statistically sam pled counterion con gurations for di erent values of . Since the surface charge density
is hom ogeneous, the counterion density pro ke (z) only depends on the distance from the wall, z. The
counterions exactly neutralize tk}@lsurﬁoe charges, the integral over the counterion densiy pro l is therefore
given by (in 1ﬂ1resca]ed units) 0 dz (z) = s=q. Usihg the rescaled distance coordinate z = z= , the
Integral gives

01 dz ()= 2 ‘p s,whjch suggests to de ne the rescaled densiy pro ke as

~(z) = = 13)
2 g 2
which, via the condition of electroneutraliy, is nom alized to uniy,
2
dz ~(z) = 1: (14)

In Figure 3b we show rescaled counterion density pro lesobtained usingM onte C arlo sin ulations for various
values of the coupling param eter = 0:1, 10, 100 and 10*. O ne notes that allpro les saturate at a rescaled
density ofunity at the charged wall. This is in accord w ith the contact-valie theorem , which states that the

N long the sam e lines, for < 1, in the three-dim ensional di use counterion cloud, depicted schem atically in F ig.2b, the
typical inter-ionic distance is ag ap= 1=3 and the interaction at such distance scales as 5 q2=ao 2=3 B2]. In this case
the counterion cloud is weakly coupled and thus only weakly correlated.



counterion densiy at the wall is | for the case of a single hom ogeneously charged wa]l| exactly given by
0)= 2 ‘3 2,o0r, in rescakd units,
~0)=1 15)

(incidentally in agreem ent w ith the P oisson-B oltzm ann prediction) (6, 57, 58]. T he contact value theorem
Eqg.(5) follow s from the requirem ent of vanishing net force acting on the wall, which m eans that the osm otic
pressure, in unitsofky T given by the counterion density atthewall,Pos = (0), hasto cancelthe electrostatic
attractive force between wall and counterion layer, which is given by Pe; = 2 % 5, ie. Pos + Pe1 = O,
from which Eqg. (15) directly follows. G iven the two constraints on the rescaled densiy pro le, nam ely
being nom alized to unity and reaching a contact density of unity at the wall, Equations (14) and (15),
it is clear that the pro ls In the units chosen by us have to be quite sin ilar to each other even for vastly
di erent coupling param eters, as indeed observed in F igure 3b. A Iso, i is a rather trivial consequence ofboth
constraints that the typical decay length of the pro ls is always given by unity in rescaled units (though,
strictly speaking, the rstm om ent hzi ofthe density distribbution diverges logarithm ically w ithin PB theory).
Still, the asym ptotic predictions for vanishing coupling constant ( ! 0,PB theory, solid line in Figure 3b)
and diverging coupling constant ( ! 1 , SC theory, broken line) are as di erent as they can be from a
functional point of view , while still obeying the constraints m entioned above, aswe w illnow recapitulate.

At Iow coupling, the counterion density distrdbution is well described by the Poisson-Boltzm ann EB)
theory, which predicts an algebraically decaying pro e[B9, 60, 61]

1
~»p (&)= —— i 16)
1+ =)

while in the opposite lin it of high coupling the strong coupling (SC) theory, predicting an exponentially
decaying pro k[0, 52]
~sc (%) = exp Z; a7

becom es asym ptotically exact. An exponential density pro ke (although wih a di erent pre-factor) has
also been obtained by Shklovskii[d9] using a heuristicm odel for a highly charged surface, w here counterions
bound to the wall are In chem ical equilbrium with free counterions. The Intuitive explanation for the
exponential density pro ke Equation (17) uses the fact that for large values of the coupling constant, the
lateral distance between counterions is large and therefore a counterion m ostly interacts w ith the charged
plate and experiences the bare linear wall potential, the second term in Equation B8), with only small
corrections due to other ions. T he single—ion distribution function follow s by exponentiating the linear wall
potential, sin ilar to the derivation of the barom etric height form ula for the atm ospheric densiy, and in
agreem ent w ith the result In Equation (17). It is in portant to note, though, that Equation (17) has been
obtained as the leading term in a system atic eld-theoretic derivation which also gives correction term s[b2]
w hich in tum have been favorably com pared w ith sim ulation resultspb3]. A s can be seen from F igure 3b, the
PB density pro ke Equation (16) isonly realized for < 1, whik the strong-coupling pro ke Equation (17)
is indeed the asym ptotic solution and agrees w ith sinulation results for > 10% over the distance range
considered in the simulations. In fact, there is a crossover between the two asym ptotic theordes which is
distance dependent b2, 53], aswe willbrie y discuss now .

In the strong coupling lin & > 1 an expansion of all cbservables in Inverse powers of can be set up
that hasmuch In comm on w ith a viralexpansion 52, 53]. T he density distrdbbution can thus be w ritten as

1
~@) = ~sc @)+ —~o @)+ 0 ( 2) 18)

w ith the leading correction to the asym ptotic strong-coupling pro le given by [b2]
~e (@)= e — =z 19)

A system atic estin ate of the lim its of accuracy of the asym ptotic SC theory is fumished by com paring
the leading and next-leading contributions, Egs.(17) and (19), which enter the system atic SC -expansion of
the counter-ion density Eq.(18). This lin it of applicability tums out to be distance-dependent. For large
separationsz 1 the SC theory should be valid for

> =2 (20)



U sing the relation between the lateral distance between counter-ions, a, , and the coupling param eter,
Eqg.(11), the Jatter threshold can be transform ed into a; > =z ora, > z. Thism eans that the SC approach
should be valid as long as one considers distances from the wall, z, an aller than the average lateraldistance
between counter-ions, a, . This is In accord w ith the intuitive expectation since the bare wall potential
prevails for these distances.

In the sm allcoupling regine, < 1, a sin ilar expansion can be perform ed using the eld-theoretic tool
of a Joop-expansion [62, 63, 52]. W e ocbtain for the density pro ke the expansion in powers of the coupling
param eter

~E)= ~wp @)+ ~ip @)+ 0 (P): 1)
This show s directly that the saddle-point (or m ean— eld) m ethod, which yields the rst (leading) tem, is
good when the coupling param eter is an all. For large values of , higher-order termm s becom e in portant.
For large separations from the wall, the asym ptotic behavior has been determ ined explicitly as[62]

hz
=

@ ,
~p &)

@2)
T he correction in Eqg.(22) decays faster than the leading tem in Eq.(16). By com paring the tw o expressions,
one obtains that for large separations from the plate, z 1, the PB prediction for the densiy, Eq.(16),
should be valid for coupling param eters

=

In (=)

: 23)

T his show s that it does not m ake sense to tak about the accuracy ofthe PB or SC approach per se for a
given coupling param eter . Rather, from Eq.(23) it is seen that the PB solution becom esm ore accurate as
onem oves firther away from the plate. C onversly, from Eq.(0) the SC solution becom esm ore accurate as
one m oves closer to the plate. By com paring Egs. (20) and (23) one realizes that for large distances from

the wall (or for large coupling strengths), a gap appears over the distance range

pP—
< =< @4)

w here neither of the asym ptotic theories is applicable. T his gap w idens as the coupling strength increases
and can be interpreted as a distance range where the densiy distrbution is neither described by the SC
result ~’ e %, see Eq.(17), nor the PB resul, Eq.(16), which for Jarge separations reads ~’ = 2. That
an interm ediate scaling range has to exist already follow s from the fact that the asym ptotic density pro les
cross only once at a rescaled distance from the plate of the order of unity. In order to connect the SC
and PB pro ls continuously at much larger distances, one needs an intermm ediate distance range where
the density decays slower than the inverse square w ith distance. Som e ideas on how to understand and
analytically describe this Intermm ediate regin e have been brought forward in Refs.49, 52] In a num ber of
recently published papers counterion density pro ls were calculated for intem ediate coupling param eter
using various approxin ate theories and successfilly com pared w ith num erical data [64, 65, 66].

In summ ary, the strong-coupling theory is a theory that becom es asym ptotically exact in the opposite
Iim i when the m ean— eld or P oisson-B oltzm ann theory isvalid. T he tw o theories therefore describe the two
extram e situations, as can be seen m ost clearly in F igure 3. E xperin entally, a coupling param eter = 100,
which is already quite close to the strong-coupling lim it, is reached w ith divalent ions for a surface charged
density ¢ 39nm ?,which is feasblew ith com pressed charged m onolayers, and w ith trivalent counter ions
for ¢ 12nm 2, which is a typicalvalue. T he strong-coupling lin it is therefore experin entally accessble
and not only interesting from a fundam entalpoint of view .

3.3 Charged plate in the presence of salt

T he case of counterions at a wall is particularly sim ple, since the two length scales in the problem , nam ely
the G ouy-Chapm an length, , and the m ean-lateral distance between charges, a, , can be combined Into a
single param eter according to @ = )?.Experin entally, one is alvays dealing w ith aqueous solutions at

nite salt concentration (and if  was only for ions due to the auto-dissociation ofwater, which gives rise to
an ionic concentration ofat Jeast 10 7 m ol/1land thusto a screening length ofthe order ofa m icrom eter), so
we have to have a ook at how our argum ents In the preceding section arem odi ed In the presence of sak.
Salt adds an additional length scale, nam ely the m ean distance between sal ions in the bulk, see Figure 4,
which we denote by ag and which is related to the salt concentration ¢ via cg a 3. In principle, if the
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Figure 4: Scham atic view ofthe relevant length scales for a charged wallin the presence of salt. The lateral
distance between counterions in a neutralizing layer at the surface is denoted by a, . The G ouy-C hapm an
length is the height of the counterion layer, and a is the distance between salt ions in the buk. Fially,
the jon diam eter isdenoted by a. In the picturewe chosea, > ,equivalentto > 1,m eaningthatwe have
a strong-coupling siuation. W e also chose ag > a, , which together with > 1 m eans that the screening
length ! satises !> and thusthe counterion height is lndeed given by the G ouy Chapm an length.

bulk contains oppositely charged ions, one also needs to give the ions a nite diam eter a to prevent them
from collapsing into each other; however, in order to concentrate on the essentials, we w ill Jargely neglect
the nite ion diam eter in this Section. Thuswe con ne ourselves to three length scales, ,a-; , and ag, that
can be com bined into two unitless param eters which fully de ne the problem . T he actualphysics, how ever,
is quite rich, since from the three geom etric length scaleswe de ne in F ig. 4, one can derive two additional
length scales which play an in portant role, nam ely the screening length ' de nedby 2= 8 ‘5 fc, and
the length at which two ions interact w ith therm alenergy, ¢ % .

W ithin mean- eld, ie. the Poisson-Bolzm ann theory 59, 60, 61], the electrostatic potential (z) at
a charged walldecays as ge (z)=kg T = 2In[(1 e? )=+ e ?)]. The counter and coion density
distrbbutions at a charged wall follow w ithin m ean- eld as

1+ e *

— — — (z)=ks —
;B_Ci_PB_CSeqe T_Csﬁ @5)
w here the constant  is determ ined by the equation
=1 H=1=(): 26)

Tt is seen that the screening length gives the scale over which the ionic charge distribution decays towards
the buk value as one moves far away from the charged wall; in other words, the screening length is the
correlation length of the salt solution’.

In the ollow ing we w ill discuss various crossover boundaries for the system under investigation, which
w ill eventually be summ ed up In a scaling diagram .

1) In the D ebyeHuckel DH) lin it de ned by

1< @7

the screening length is sm aller than the Gouy Chapm an length; the charged surface perturbs the lonic
densities only slightly, the m ean— eld equations can be linearized and the linear superposition principle for
densities and potentials is valid. Eq.(26) is solved by ' 1=2 ) and the potential isge (z)=k g T '
2e * =( ) and the ion densities ollow as 5 = & (1 2e *=( )). W hen nnequality Egq.(7) is not
satisi ed, ie. when the DH approxin ation is not valid, the algebraic density pro ke Eq.(16) is realized for
the counterions at distances sm aller than the screening length.

1) Ifthe interaction between sal ionsat theirm ean separation ag is lJarger than them alenergy, we have
a strongly coupled salt solution and m ean— eld theory breaks down, even in the buk and in the absence of
a charged surface®. This condition reads s f=as > 1 and can be reexpressed as

> () ©8)

"The potentialand the ion densities are also related by the P oisson equation according to O(z) = gel ; B (z) P B z)E"".
8This de nes the realm of large plasm a param eters and where an electrolyte solution exhibits a critical condensation
transition 55, 67, 68]. E xperin entally, such a transition is reached w ith organic solvents.
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Figure 5: Scaling diagram for the behavior of a salt solution at a charged surface as a function of coupling
param eter and ratio of screening length ! and G ouy-C hapm an length . A xes are Jogarithm ic, m eaning

that power law s are straight lnes. E ects of bulk correlations between salt ions and correlations between

counterions at the surface are included. The various phases and scaling boundaries are explained in the
text. The crossover between PB and DH is located at 1= 1=2, since there the electrostatic potential
at the surface is roughly uniy In tem s of the them alenergy, ie., ge¢ =kg T 1; orm onovalent ions this
correspondsto = 25m V.

In practice, an e ective m ean— eld theory can be de ned where the screening length is renom alized from
its bare value[69]. Such am odi ed DH theory with renom alized screening length we denoteby DH . Since
the J'nte_mijegjate distance range, w here the counterion density pro X is neither described by SC norPB, is
given by < z< ,Eqg.(4), it ollows that when Eqg.(28) holds, the counterion density pro e at large
distances # > can be described by a linear D H * theory since the non-linear PB regim e is preem pted by
the Interm ediate regim e w here neither SC nor PB works.

iii) W hen the screening length b%;o_m es an aller than a, , we expect the Intermm ediate distance range,
w hich is expected for the range a- < z< ,to disappear. T he condiion 1 < a, isequivalent to

> () ?: 29)

A 11 three scaling boundarie Egs.(7-29) are represented in Fig. 5, where we chose as axes the coupling
param eter and the ratio of screening length and G ouy-Chapm an length, = . The horizontal line in
addition denotes the boundary between weak coupling and strong coupling regin es, which roughly occurs
at 10, see Fig. 3b. In the scaling regin e 'PB’ the ordinary P oisson-B oltzm ann theory is valid and the
Jon densities are correctly described by Eg.(25). In the D ebye-H uckel regin e denoted by D H’, the linearized
version ofPB issu cient. In the phase 'D H *’ the salt is strongly coupled, and ion pairs proliferate. T his can
be taken care ofby a renom alized screening length. Now wem ove to the phases for strong coupling constant

> 1,where things arem ore interesting but a]ga_]ess certain. In thephase 'SC-m PB’ ths ion density pro ke
exhibits three di erent scaling ranges: for z < the strong-coupling pro le is realized, < < de nes
the intermm ediate range (W here predictionsbased on a G aussian theory have been advanced in Ref.[52]), and
for < zthePoisson Bolzm ann pro ke isvalid (note thatthePB pro I itself is subdivided into a nonlinear
range < z< 1=( ) and a lnearDH range 1=( ) < z). In the 'SC-in D H *’ phase the non-lnear PB
range has disappeared, and nally, in the 'SC-D H *’ phase the interm ediate range hasbeen swallowed up by
the DH * scaling range. The SC-DH * phase is curious, since the counterion density pro l is expected to
show a crossoverbetw een tw 0 exponentialdecays govermed by two di erent decay lengths, nam ely the G ouy—
Chapm an length (for am alldistances) and the screening length (for Jarge distances) . It is itself subdivided by
a broken line into two subregin es. T he right regin e ism ore Interesting, since here the charged wall induces
counterion concentrations m uch higher than the bulk concentration and thus a quite visbl e ect (as will
be shown shortly in simulation data). T he crossover betw een the two exponential decays, how ever, w illbe
hard to cbserve In practice.

In Fig.6 we show counterion and coion density pro lsata charged wallasobtained in B row nian dynam ics
sin ulations[70]. The pro ke In Fig.6a is obtained for a coupling param eter = 2:3 and a rescaled screening
length 1= = 126. According to our scaling argum ents advanced above, this system belongs to the
P oisson-B oltzm ann regin €, and indeed the PB pro lesEd.(25), solid lines, m atch the sin ulation resulsvery
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Figure 6: Counterion ( lled symbols) and coion (open sym bols) density pro les obtained w ithin sim ulations
as a function of the distance from the charged walldivided by the ion diam eter, (z =2)=a.a) PB regine
with weak coupling = 23 wherePB pro ks, Egs.(25), solid lnes, are accurate. The Coulom b interaction
between two ions at contact is = f s =a = 1:75 and the rescaled screening length is '= = 126. The
G ouy-Chapm an length in units of the ion diam eter is =a = 0:758. b) Strong coupling regin e 'SC~m -D H */
wih = 189 where PB (solid lines) breaks down. Coulomb strength is q2 % =a = 5 and the rescaled
screening length is = = 171 and =a = 0265. The broken line is the saltm odi ed strong-couplng
pro le for the counterions, Eq.(30). The inset show s a gradual density depression at the uncharged upper
system boundary, which is caused by correlation e ects (see discussion in text).

nicely. The data in Fig.6b are cbtained for = 18:9 and 1= = 171. Since the crossover n  occurs or
10, the system belongs to the SC regin e and indeed the PB prediction (solid lines) perfom spoorly. In
order to com pare the data w ith the strong-coupling pro le, which was derived in the counterion-only-case,
we have to use additional inform ation. First of all, the counterion pro le saturates at a nie value far
away from the surface which is given by the buk salt concentration. Secondly, the ion density at the wall
still obeys the contactvalie theorem , which is slightly m odi ed in the presence of salt: The net pressure
acting on the wall is not zero, as w ith counterions only, com pare Eq. (15), but equals the buk osn otic
pressure Py, - In the 1im it of a weakly coupled salt solution (ie. fora smallbulk-plasn a param eter or for
< 1= ), thebuk ogn otic pressure is that ofan idealgas, P pux = 2¢ . Neglecting also correlation e ects
at the surface, which are sin ilar to the O nsagerSam arrase ect[/1], the pressure acting on the surface equals
the sum ofthe surface oan otic pressure, Pos = * (0) + (0), proportional to the surface ion densities, and
the electrostatic double layer attraction attraction Pe; = 2 % g, com pare our discussion after Eq. (15).
Equating surface and buk pressures, Pyyx = Pos + Pel, we dbtain 2cs = * () + 0) 2 % g U sing
that for a highly charged surface the colon surface density (0) vanishes, we obtain * (0) 2+ 2 'y g .
T he sin plest functional satisfying the surface and the bulk constraints, and which decays according to the
SC prediction Eq.(17), is

e ® gy grg 2 2e s (30)

which is shown In Fig.6b as a broken line and describes the data quite well. T he coion distrdbution is quite
featureless close to the wall and equally well described by the PB orby amodi ed SC expression.

A pronounced density depression of both coions and counterions is seen in the inset of Fig.6b at the
uncharged boundary surface located at z=a = 5. T his is analogous to the aforem entioned O nsager-Sam arras
e ect according to w hich the ionsin an electrolyte solution are repelled from a low -dielectric substrate[/1, 72].
In the present case the dielectric constant isuniform , but stillthe ions are repelled from the bounding surface
since the e ective polarizability of the salt solution is higher than that of the halfspace devoid of ions[73].

A fter having discussed the counterion distribution at a single charged wall, it isnow tin e to go on to the
experin entally relevant case of two charged walls.

13



3.4 Counterions between two charged plates

A great dealofwork hasbeen devoted in the past twenty years to understanding the Interaction between two
double layers. Speci cally, i has been known for som e tim e that two sin ilarly and strongly charged plates
can attract each other In the presence ofm ultivalent counterions or even w ith m onovalent counterions w hen
the surface charge density isextrem ely high. Thishasbeen seen In M onte C arlo sin ulations[74, 75], cbserved
experin entally w ith the surface force apparatus([76] and also deduced from the phase diagram s of charged
lam ellar system s@5, 46, 40], as has been discussed in Section 3.1. A sin ilar attraction is theoretically pre—
dicted for highly charged cylinders[/71-89], exdble polym ersP0] and spheres aswellP1]-[101] and is thus by
no m eans con ned to the planar geom etry. E xperin entally, a long—ranged attraction has also been seen for
charged spherical colloids con ned by walls[102, 103, 104, 105], although i hasbeen shown in themean tin e
that or som e setups the e ect can be caused by hydrodynam ic artifacts. For other setups the long-ranged
Interaction persists. It w as very recently argued that optical artifacts caused by the in aging process can lead
to m inute distortions in the particlk distances as obtained by digital video m icroscopy. T hose distortions in
tum resul n an apparent m Inimum in the interaction energy[106]. T he general occurrence of lke-charge
attraction is quite relevant conceming the stability of colloidalsolutions, since it m eans that the stabilization
of colloids w ith charges can fail if the surfaces are too highly charged. Such behavior strongly contradicts
the P oisson-B oltzm ann theory, which predicts that the electrostatic interaction between sim ilarly charged
surfaces is always repulsive[61]. M ost theoretical approaches (beyond PB) tried to include the correlations
betw een counterions, w hich were thought to be the reason for the discrepancy betw een them ean— eld and the
experin ental/sin ulation resuls and which are neglected on them ean— eld kevel[l07, 2]. The st theoretical
approach that dem onstrated the existence of attraction between equally charged plates (W ith electrostatic
origin) isdue to K ®llander and M arceln [108], who used a sophisticated integralequation theory (wih HNC
closure) and obtained resuls that com pared very well with sinulations[74, 108, 109]. A Iso perturbative
expansions around the PB solution [110, 111, 62] and density—-functional theory [112, 113]were used, and pre—
dicted aswellthe existence ofan attractive interaction. Forplates faraway from each other, ie., at distances
such that the two doubl layersweakly overlap, the attractive force w as obtained w thin the approxim ation of
tw o-din ensional counterion layers by incliding inplane G aussian uctuations[l14, 115,116, 117] and, m ore
recently, plagn on uctuations at zero tem perature[l18] and at non-zero tem peratures[l19]. F uctuation—
Induced interactions between m acroscopic ob fcts constitute a quite general phenom enon, which is present
w henever ob cts couple to a uctuating background eld[120], giving rise to a w ide range of interesting
phenom ena including colloidal occulation in binary m xturesfl1].

T he rescaled pressure P’ between two plates In the presence of counterions only is given by the contact

value theorem
p ©)
P = = 1; 31)
2% I 2% ;
w hich relates the pressure In units ofkg T, P , acting on one wallto the counterion densiy at that wall, (0)
Which In a sin ulation can be extracted via a suitable extrapolation schem e). A s has been discussed before,
the rst tetm on the right-hand side is the osm otic pressure due to counterion con nem ent, the second
tem is the double layer attraction between the counter-ions and the charged plates. T his theoram can be
form ulated In di erent ways and is exact[56, 57, 58]. C learly, the pressure depends on the rescaled distance
d'= d= between the two walls.

Themean— eld (Poisson-Bolzm ann) prediction for the pressure follow s from equation (31) as

Prg @) = (32)

where is determ ined by the transcendentalequation [121]

which is solved by
2! 1=3 pr g 1

P; = 34
ze () 2g 2 br & 1: G
A s iswelkknown, the PB pressure is always repulsive[61].
W ithin the strong-coupling theory, the kading result for the pressure ispl, 52]
2
Psc @=—- 1 (35)
a
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Figure 7: a) Sin ulation resuls for the rescaled pressureP” P=2 } § as a function ofthe plate separation
d'= d= fordi erent values of the coupling param eter . The solid line denotes the PB prediction Equa-

tion (32) and the broken line the SC prediction Equation (35). T he errorbars are sm aller than the sym bols.
N ote that for Jarge enough distances, allM C data exhibit positive pressures. b) The global behavior of
the Interwall pressure as obtained from the sinulations, show ing the region where the pressure between
two charged walls is negative (attractive) and where the pressure is positive (repulsive). T he dividing line
denotes a line ofvanishing pressure. The lled diam onds (and fi1ll line) denote the them odynam ically stable
distance between the plates. T he open squares corresoond to a m etastable localm ininum (lower branch)

and amaxinum (@Upper branch) in the free energy. For couplings > 12, there is a range nd w here
the pressure is negative (attraction). At = 17 a rstorder unbinding transition occurs (@s follow s
from the M axwell construction).

and w ill be derived using sin ple argum entsbelow . W hilke the PB theory predicts that the pressure isalways
positive (only repulsion), the SC theory gives attraction between the plates ford> 2 (hegative pressure) and
thus predicts a bound state (free energy m inimum ) at a distance & = 2. In analogy to the strong-coupling
result for the counterion densiy pro ke at a single charged wall, and as is explained in detail In Ref.[52], the
leading term of the SC expansion for the pressure, equation (35), is the st viraltem and thus follow s
from the partition fiinction ofa single counterion sandw iched between two dqargegl plates.

Since the lateral distance between two counterions is of the order ofa, in rescaled coordinates,
e Eg.(11), and since we expect the SC theory to be a good approxin ation as long as the lateral distance
betw een counterions is larger than the plate distance, ie. ora, > d, the SC result should be vald for

& 36)

(this argum ent can be substantiated by a G inzburg argum ent based on com paring di erent orders in the
SC perturbation expansion 52]). The SC theory at the sam e tin e predicts a bound state at a rescaled plate
separation & = 2. Thisprediction for the bound state is thusw ithin the dom ain ofvalidiy ofthe SC theory
for coupling constants > 4. One could therefore argue that the m echanism of the attraction between

sin ilarly charged bodies is contained in the SC theory. To gain intuitive insight into this m echanisn, we
reconsider the partition fiinction ofa single counterion sandw iched betw een tw o charged plateswhich we now

explicitly evaluate. D enoting the distance betw een the counterion and the plates (ofarea A) asx and d  x,
respectively, we obtain for the electrostatic J'nteggtjon betw een the ion and the plates (note that allenergies
and forces are given In units ofky T) ord A theresutsW, = 2 “sgsxandW, =2 ‘sgqsd x),
regpectively, as follow s from the potentialofan in nite charged walland om itting constant tem s. T he sum

of the two interactions isW 14, = W1+ W, = 2 ‘g5 g sd, which show s that i) no pressure is acting on the
counter-ion since the foroes exerted by the two plates exactly cancel and ii) that the counter-ion m ediates
an e ective attraction between the two plates. Thﬁ Interaction between the two plates is proportional to

the total charge on one plate, A ¢, and for d A given by W 1, = 2A% gd. Since the system is
electroneutral, g= 2A 4, thetotalenergy isW = Wi, + W+ W, = 2 A 'y gd,]eadjngtoane]ect:tostaijc
pressure P; = QW =A)=@d = 2 3 5 per uni area. The two pltes atfract each other! The osm otic

pressure due to counter-ion con nement isP,s = 1=Ad = 2 s=agd. The total pressure is given by the sum

Psc = Pt Pos and reads in rescaled unisPsc = 2=d 1 and thus agreesexactly w ith the result in E quation
(35). The equilbriim plate separation is characterized by zero totalpressure, Psc = Pe1+ Pos = 0, leading
to an equilbrium plate separation d = 1= ‘3 g 5, or, In rescaled unis, & = 2.
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Figure 8: a) The sam e theoretical phase diagram as in F igure 7b, but enlarged around the region w here the

rst-order unbinding transition occurs. T he circles denote the binodal, determ ined according to the M axwell
construction, the open squares and lled diam onds are the points w here the pressure is zero, corresoonding
to extram a of the free energy. At a coupling = 17 a discontinuous unbinding transition occurs as
one com es from higher (correspondingly, one branch of the binodalm oves to In nity as one com es from
Iower ).Notice that a criticalpoint ispresentat = . 1025 (denoted by an open circle). T he pressure
is strictly positive or < 4 12. The full and broken lines are guides to the eye. b) E xperin entally
determ ined binodal for a two com ponent m ixture of the cationic surfactant DDA B and water (reproduced
after [39]).

W e collect the simulation results, as well as the asym ptotic strong-coupling and P oisson-B olzm ann
predictions in F igure 7a, w here the pressure as a function ofthe distance betw een the charged walls isplotted
for di erent values of the coupling. Fora sm allcoupling = 05,PB (solid line), Equation (32), describes
very well the M C resuls, while at very high coupling ( = 10°) the SC theory (oroken line), Equation
(35), gives the correct prediction. Intem ediate values of the coupling lead to values of the pressure that
are bounded by the two asym ptotic predictions, sin ilarly to our ndings for the single charged wall In the
preceding section.

W e sum m arize the behavior of the pressure in the phase diagram F igure 7b, which show s the region of
negative (attractive) pressure, separated from the region of positive (repulsive) pressure by a line on which
the pressure is zero. T his line can corresoond to a thermm odynam ically stable, m etastable, or instable state,
as will be discussed In detail now . For couplings larger than = , ’ 12, there is a range of & wihin
which the pressure is negative and the two plates attract each other. T he boundary between attraction and
repulsion in Figure 7b is given by the points where the pressure is zero: the lled diam onds (connected
by a solid line which serves as a guide to the eyes) correspond to thermm odynam ically stable bound states
(@bsolute m inin a of the free energy at nite d), while the open squares (connected by a broken line) are
local, metastable m nima (lower branch) and m axin a (Upper branch) of the free energy. At a coupling

= 4" 17a rstorderunbinding transiion occurs, where the free energy hastwom inin a ofequaldepth,
oneat nite separation &’ 3 and the otherat in nite separation &= 1 .Below thisvalie ofthe coupling the
absolute m inim um of the free energy is at in nite plate separation, ie., the them odynam ically stable state
of the system is the unbound state, above this value, the them odynam ically stable state exhibitsa nite
value of the separation and is denoted by the solid line. W e note that we determm ine the free energies from
our data by integration of the pressure curve from in nie distance to a nite distance value. In the lm it
of large values of , the lower zero-pressure branch saturatesat & 2, In agreem ent w ith the asym ptotic
resul of the SC theory.

T he upper branch of the zero-pressure line can be estin ated by eld-theoretic m ethods: W ithin a loop

expansion, the pressure is expanded in powers of the coupling param eter according to
P'=Ppp + P, +0(2): 37)

T he zero-loop prediction for the pressure ollows from PB theory and is given in Eq.(34). The one-loop
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correction to the pressure hasbeen calculated by Attard et al.[110] and by Podgomik [111] and is in reduced
units given by
1
1) pel for & 1
|2 = 38

pe @ 293mna or g 1: 68
T he correction to the asym ptotic PB result is attractive. By equating the two orders for large distances &
one obtains an estim ate for the zero pressure line as

" Enh@ 39)

which agrees aln ost quantitatively w ith the num erical resuls in Figure 7b. H owever, one has to m eet this
result with all due suspicion and it receives credibility only due to the good agreem ent w ith the num erics,
since the onset of attraction at the sam e tin e signals the break-down of the loop-expansion.

E xperim entally, the solid line in F igure 7b describes the distance between charged plates In the them o—
dynam ic ensem ble when the extermalpressure is zero (this corresponds to the case where a lam ellar phase is
In equilbriim with excess water). If the plate-distance is controlled by som e pressure acting on the system
(which is relevant to the experim ental situation w here the totalwater content ofa lam ellar phase is xed),
the system exhibits a critical point and a binodalwhere two lam ellar states w ith di erent spacings coexist
them odynam ically. This is shown in Figure 8a, where In addition to the boundary between negative and
positive pressures (shown as a broken and solid line) we also show the binodal, which has been num erically
determ ined for a nite set of coupling constants (circles) and which corresponds to the boundary of the
shaded region for valies of coupling constant < 17. The binodal corresponds to coexisting states,
w hich are located through a M axwell construction. T his is dem onstrated in F igure 9, w here w e schem atically
show the free energy and the corresponding interplate pressure for four di erent representative values ofthe
coupling constant . The binodalexhibits a criticalpoint (denoted by an open circle) at a coupling constant

c 1025 and at a plate separationd 6. For an aller coupling constants, < . the pressure is strictly
positive and decaysm onotonically. In the coupling constant range < < 4 12 the them odynam ically
coexisting states can be located using the M axwell construction for the pressure pro e (ie. by enforcing
the areas above and below the horizontal line in Fig. 9 to be the sam e) or for the free energy pro k by the
equivalent com m on-tangent construction (see F ig. 9; note that in this coupling range the free energy decays
m onotonically and the pressure is thus strictly positive). In the coupling constant range , < < 17
the pressure is negative for a range of distances lim ited by the open squares in F igure 8a. It is In portant to
note that the pressure becom es positive for lJarge distances, which re ectsthe fact that them ean- eld theory
becom es valid at large distances between the platesb2]. A s the coupling constant increases, the binodal
branch at large distances m oves out to in nity. For the pressure data for = = 17, which are shown
In the inset In Figure 7a, the M axwell construction leads to a coexisting state at in nite separation, which
dem arks the unbinding transition. From our argum ents given above, the unbinding transition is a quie
generic feature, caused by the fact that PB becom es valid and thus the pressure becom es repulsive at large
separations. T he ratio of the unbinding and the critical coupling is 4= ¢ 1:7, lreading to a tem perature
ratio of roughly T.=T, 13.

In Figure 8b we reproduce the binodal of the cationic surfactant system DDAB @Which also contains
only counterions since salt has been carefully rem oved from the system ) 40]. The general shape of the
experin entalbinodal qualitatively agreesw ith the theoreticalone in F igure 8a. It is interesting to note that
for this experin ental system , the critical point roughly occurs at a tem perature of T, = 75°C or 348K ,
w hich points (using the above estim ate T.=T, 1:33) to an unbinding transition of T, = 268K or 5%C,
a little bit below freezing. The binodal in the experim ental phase diagram som ew hat follow s the predicted
unbinding behavior, since the binodalbranch of the dilute lam ellar phase indeed m oves progressively to the
kft as the tem perature is decreased 39, 40]. T he critical surface charge densiy for m onovalent counterions
and at room tem perature follow s from our estim ate 10 to be equivalent to one surface charge per area
30 A?. Them embrane charge density In the above m entioned experin ents is between 60 A2 and 70 A2 and
therefore di ersby a factor oftwo. O ur com m ent about the ratio of the critical and unbinding tem peratures
therefore has to be taken as a rough estin ate. T he deviations m ight be caused by e ects associated w ith
dielectric boundaries and inhom ogeneous surface charge distrbutions Wwhich are both not lncluded in our
sim ple m odel) and which are lkely to shift the critical point to larger values of the area per surface group.
T he distance between the charged surfaces at the critical point is given by & 6, which for m onovalent
counterions is equivalent to roughly 0:6nm . W e note that the nite size ofthe ions isnot really im portant for
average-size ions, since the spacing d used In our sin ulations corresoonds to the verticalheight available for
the ionic centers. In other words, d denotes the di erence between the distance between the plate surfaces
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Figure 9: Schem atic scenario for the evolution of the interplate pressure P and the free energy F as the

coupling constant increases. T he straight lines visualize the M axwell construction for the pressure pro ke

(top row ) and the equivalent com m on-tangent construction for the free-energy pro ke (pottom row). The

broken lines denote the therm odynam ically coexisting state (ie. pointson the binodal) while the dotted lines

denote states w ith vanishing pressure. The m echanisn for the unbinding transition at a coupling constant
a 17 is the repulsion (positive pressure) which is always observed at large distances.

and the ionic diam eters. A dding an ionic diam eter of roughly 0:3nm to the theoretically predicted plate
distance at criticality, one arrives at a plate separation of roughly 0:9nm which is indeed very close to what
is seen experim entally.

3.5 W igner crystallization

R ecently, there hasbeen an active discussion about the signi cance ofW igner crystallization forthe behavior
of strongly charged m atter such as the attraction betw een sim ilarly charged platesf@d7, 49]. A two-din ensional
one-com ponent plasm a is known to crystallize for a value of the plasn a param eter 125[B5]. From
the de niion of the two-din ensional plasn a param eterfp5], = ‘s F== )2, we cbtain the relation

= 2 2. This ladsto a crystallization threshold (in units of our coupling param eter) of 31000. Forthe
system w ith two charged plates the crystallization is In the Iim it & ! O predicted to occurat '’ 15600. In
Figure 10 we show top-view snapshots for ions sandw iched between two plates, cbtained w ithin the M onte-
Carb sinulations or = 05, = 100and = 10 ° at xed Interplate distance &= 2. In agreem ent w ith
the estin ated W igner crystallization threshold, ' 15600, the snapshots for = 05 and = 100 show
liquid behavior, while the snapshot Hr = 10° exhibits crystalline order. Sice the experin entally relevant
attraction occurs for valnes < 100, it seem s that W igner crystallization is not connected or responsble
for the attraction between sim ilarly charged plates[7]. O n the other hand, treating the strongly correlated
licquid layer of counter-ions lke a W igner crystalis in m any cases a reasonable approxin ation [49].

To gain m ore quantitative inform ation on the correlations in the counterion layer, we present resuls for
the Jateraltw opoint correlation function g,p at a single charged plate. P hysically, gop gives the nom alized
probability of nding two counterions at a certain lateraldistance from each other. TheM onte<€ arlo resuls
for this quantity are shown in Figll. For an all coupling param eter, = 1, lled triangls, there isonly a
very short-range depletion zone at am all separations between counterions. A pronounced correlation hole is
created for coupling param eters 10 < < 100, w here the distribution function vanishesovera nite rangeat
an all nterparticle separations. For Jarger coupling strengths, the correlation hole becom esm ore pronounced
and is Hllow ed by an oscillatory behavior in the pairdistrdoution finction, = 10*, open stars. T his indicates
a liquid-like order in the counterionic structure in agreem ent w ith qualitative oonsjdfjratjons in the preceding
Sections. Note that the distance coordinate in Fig. 1lla is rescaled by a; = 2 o=( ) asde ned In
Eq.(10). The location ofthe rstpeak ofg,, or = 10° appear% at a distance of ryy=a, 0:9. In a perfect

— Pp_—
hexagonal crystal, the peak is expected to occur at ryy=a, = =2 3) 0:95, and in a perfect square
crystal at ryy=a, = =2 0:89. The crystallization in fact occurs at even larger coupling param eters,

which can best be derived from the behavior of the heat capacity as a function of the coupling param eter
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Figure 10: Top-view snapshotsofcounterionsbetween two platesat separation &= 2 for coupling param eters
= 05 and N = 150 particles, show ing only weak lateral correlations, = 100 and N = 100, show ing
short-ranged correlations, and = 10° and N = 100, exhbiihg crystalline order, ndicative of W igner
crystallization. T he central square is the actual sin ulation box, the outer square visualizes the rst shell of

periodic neighbors.

. In Fig. 11b, the sin ulated excess heat capacity of the counterion-wallsystem (obtained by om iting the
trivial kinetic energy contribution 3kg =2) is shown for various coupling param eters. T he crystallization of
counterions at the wall is re ected by a pronounced peak at large coupling param eters about 31000, in
good agreem ent w ith our estin ate based on the 2D one-com ponent plasm a. T he characteristic properties of
the crystallization transition in the counterion-wall system are yet to be speci ed, which requires a detailed

nite-size scaling analysis in the vicinity of the transition point. A nother interesting behavior is observed
In Fig. 11b at the range of coupling param eters 10 < < 100, where the heat capacity exhibits a broad
hum p. This hum p probably does not represent a phase transition [122], but is m ost lkely associated w ith
the fom ation ofthe correlation hole around counterions and the structural changes in the counterionic layer
from three-din ensionalat low couplingsto quasi2D at large couplings. In the region between the hum p and
the crystallization peak, ©or 200 < < 10%, the heat capacity is found to increase aln ost logarithm ically
wih . The reason for this behavior is at present not clear.

T he results in this section dem onstrate that the W igner crystallization transition, which hasbeen studied
extensively for a two-din ensional system of charged particles, also exists for a 2%—djm ensional system where
the counterions are con ned to one half space but attracted to a charged surface. T his is a non-trivial resul,
and for the system of counterions sandw iched between tw o plates one expects interesting phase transitions
between di erent crystal structures as the plate distance is varied and becom es of the order of the lateral
distance between ions.

3.6 The zero-tem perature 1lim it

A word is In order on the connection of our strong-coupling theory to zero-tem perature argum ents for the
pressure between charged surfacesw hich Involve twom utually interacting W igner latticesd7] and which were
extended by including plasm on uctuations at zero tem perature[118] and at non-zero tem peratures[l19]. Is
the SC theory in fact a zero-—tem perature lim i? N o, i isnot, as can be seen from the asym ptotically lin iting
pressure In Eq.(35): the rst tem is the con nem ent entropy of counterions, which clearly only exists at

nite tem peratures. Is the zero-tem perature contained in the SC theory and can it be derived from it?
Only partially: At zero tem perature, the coupling constant tends to in niy, but on the other hand the
Gouy-Chapm an length Which sets the spatial scale) tends to zero, and thus all rescaled lengths blow up.
Com Ing back to the pressure In Eq.(35), this m eans that the rst, entropic temm disappears and only the
second, energetic term rem ains. T his is iIn exact accord w ith the predictions ofthe zero-tem perature W igner—
lattice theory for an allplate separation [A7]. For plate separations larger than the lateralion separation, the
W igner-lattice theory predicts an exponentialdecay ofthe attraction, which how ever is not contained w ithin
SC theory since this is precisely the distance where SC starts to break down and an in nie resumm ation
of all term s in the perturbation series would be needed. To m ake things m ore transparent, let us construct
from the two param eters used for the two-plate system so far, and &, which both depend on tem perature,
a param eter that does not depend on tem perature: i is given by d= d& ™2  d=a and thus is a purely
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Figure 11: a) T he two-din ensional pair distrdoution function of counterions at a single charged planarwall
plotted as a function of the lateral distance ry, between counterions, obtained by averaging over the height
z. Coupling param eters are = 1 ( lled trianglks), = 10 (open trangles), p= 100 ( lled diam onds)
and = 10* (open stars). The lateral distance is rescaled by the scale a, = 2 o=( ). b) Excess heat
capacity as a function ofthe coupling param eter. T he num ber of counterionsisN = 100 in a periodic square
sin ulation box. The broad hum p at Intem ediate coupling 10 < < 100 re ects the structural change in
the counterionic layer due to increasing correlationsbetween counterions. At a coupling strength 31000
the counterion layer crystallizes, as Indicated by a pronounced peak in the heat capacity. R eproduced after
B1.

geom etric param eter describing the ratio of the distance between the plates to the lateral distance between
jons. Sending ! 1 at xed d is the zerotem perature lim it and correspondsto nding the ground state of
a counterion arrangem ent at a xed aspect ratio of the counterion-plate unit cell. T he condition for validity
0of SC theory, Eq.(36), transltes into d< 1, while from Eqg.@39) the PB theory follow s to be accurate for
d> 2 which coincides with the upper branch of the zero-pressure curve). The lower branch of the
zero-pressure line, Eq.(35), is given by d 1=2 | These scaling predictions are assembled in Fig. 12, where
the zero-pressure lines are drawn as dotted lines and the lin its of validiy as solid lines. For large a
regin e appears w here both regin es ofvalidity overlap, aswasdiscussed in Ref.52], ramall ! a Jargegap
appears w here non of the asym ptotic PB and SC theories is valid. T he zero-tem perature lin it is obtained
Hr 1! 0in thisdiagram and thus com plem ents the PB and SC theories in that lim it.

4 Charged structured surfaces

In the previous section we looked at the som ewhat arti cial m odel where the charged surface is an ooth
and hom ogeneously charged, and where the counterions are pointlke and thus only interact via Coulomb
Interactions. In reality, even an atom ically at surface exhibits som e degree of corrugation, and counterions
have a nite extent and thus experience som e type of excluded-voluim e Interaction.

In this section we consider a two-din ensional layer of N charged spheres of valency g and diam eter a
(@t z = 0), together wih N oppositely charged counterions of the sam e valency and diam eter, which are
con ned to the upper half space (z > 0) In a cubic sin ulation box of length D , see Fig.1l3a. T he num ber
density of surface ons is s = N=D ?. The other inportant param eter is = ¢ 3 =a which m easures the
ratio of the Coulomb interaction and the them alenergy at the m inin al inter-ionic distance a. C ollapse of
counterions and surface ions is prevented by a truncated Lennard-Jones term acting between all particles.
The m odel we consider includes the com bined e ects of discrete surface charges, surface corrugations, and
counterion exclided volum e[123], w hich are allneglected in the classicalm ean— eld approachesbut have been
considered quite recently b4, 124, 125, 91, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133]. W e em ploy B rownian-
dynam ics sin ulations where the velocity of all particles follow s from the position Langevin equation. The
proper canonicaldistribution fiinctions are obtained by adding a suitably chosen G aussian noise force acting
on all particles and expectation values are obtained by averaging particle tra fctories over tin e. In Fig.13b
we show a snap shot of the counterion-con guration obtained during a sin ulation. In Fig.13c and d we show
laterally averaged counterion density pro ls for xed Coulomb strength = 2:5 and various surface ion
densities. This Coulom b strength corresponds to a distance of closest approach between ionsof 3 A which
is a quite realistic valie for nom al ions. W e also show the mean—eld M F) prediction for the laterally
hom ogeneous case, Eq.(16), which reads in nom alized orm a (z)= ¢ = =1+ z=)?. Asbebre, the
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Figure 12: Schem atic phase diagram for counterionsbetween two plates asa function of the inverse coupling
param eter ! T?= .® and the tem perature ndependent rescakd plate distance d = d=a, where a,
is the lateral distance between counterions. Shown are the rescaled conditions for validiy of SC theory,
Eq.36), d < 1, valdity of PB theory, Eq.39), d > ™2, which coincides with the upper branch of the
zero-pressure curve, dotted line) and the lower branch of the zero-pressure line, Eq.(35), d 1=2  dotted
line. T he zero tem perature-lin it correspondsto the limi  * ! 0.

Gouy-Chapman length = a=@2 a? ;) isameasure of the decay length ofthe pro les. For sm all surface—
jon densities, F ig.13c, the m easured pro les agree quite well w ith the M F predictions, as expected, since
the G ouy-C hapm an length is larger than the lateral surface=ion separation and the charge m odulation and
hard-core repulsion m atter little. H owever, even for the am allest density considered (open squares) there are
som e deviations In the distance range z=a < 1 which we attrbute to the hard-core repulsion between surface
jons and counterions. For the larger surface densities in Fig.13d the deviations becom e m ore pronounced
(sin ply shifting the M F pro les does not lead to satisfactory agreem ent). For ga? = 035 (open diam onds)
som e counterions still reach the surface at z = 0, but the pro ke is considerably shifted to larger values
of z due to the in penetrability of surface ions and counterions. Fhally, or (a2 = 2 ( lled triangles) the
surface ions form an im penetrable but highly corrugated layer, and the counterion pro l is shiffed alm ost
by an ion diam eter outwards (and a second layer of counterions form s). These results rem ind us that in
experin ental system sa num berofe ects are present which m ake com parison w ith theoriesbased on laterally
hom ogeneous charge distrbutions di cul. As a side rem ark, the coupling constant = 2 g a? ? (which
m easures deviations from M F theory due to uctuations and correlations, see previous section) is for the
data n Fig.l3d in a range where deviations from M F theory are becom ing noticeable for the sn eared-out
case[0]; or ca? = 2 one nds 75 which m eans that P oisson-B oltzm ann theory is invalid for alm ost
all relevant surface distances. But it is in portant to note that the deviations from P oisson-Boltzm ann we
talked about in the previous section, as illustrated in F ig. 3b for an ooth substrates, are totally overw helm ed
by the m ore drastic e ects ilustrated In Fig.13.

Them ain advantage of the B row nian-dynam ics technique is that dynam ic quantities can be calculated in
the presence of extemally applied eldseven far from equilbrium . A s an illistration, we shown in Fig. 14a
counterion densiy pro les for variousvalues ofa tangentially applied electric eld E'= qaeE=kg T . The eld
acts on the m obile counterions and sets them in motion. This is the fuindam ental setup of electroosan otic
and electrophoretic experin ents for large colloidalparticles. F ig. 14a show s that the density pro les shift to
larger distances in the z-direction for Increasing eld strength. By doing this, the counterions avoid being
trapped w thin the surface ion layer, and the conduction ism axim ized (though hydrodynam ic interactions
play a ok at such elevated eld strengths, ashasbeen con m ed recently [70]) . In F ig. 14b the corresponding
counterion m obility pro l isshown. Forthe sm allest eld considered, E' = 1 (open diam onds), w hich belongs
to the linear quasi-static regin ¢, the m obility is highly reduced for distances below roughly z=a = 1, which
is plausble since in this distance range surface ions and counterions experience strong exclided-volum e
Interactions and thus friction. The m axin alm obility of = ¢ = 1 is reached quickly for larger separations
from the surface. For larger elds the crossover in the m obility pro lesm oves closer to the surface, and since
the density at the walldecreases, the total fraction of In m obile counterions goes drastically down. Since the
decrease ofthe m ean electrophoreticm obility is caused by a fairly localized layer of in m obilized counterions,
the integrated relative m obility can be interpreted as the fraction of m obile ions, or, in other words, the
fraction of counterionsthat are not located w ithin the stagnant Stem layer. T hisgivesa dynam icalde nition
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Figure 13: a) In the sim ulations a two-din ensional layer of xed surface ions is in contact w ith opposiely
charged counterions of the sam e diam eter a and valency g. b) Snapshot ofan ion con guration fora surface
density sa® = 0:5 and Coulomb param eter = bY=a = 25. c¢) Laterally averaged counterion-densiy
pro les for Coulomb coupling = 2:5 as a function of the rescaled distance from the surface (surface ions
are xed on a square lattice). Shown are results fr surface ion densities ¢a? = 0:0079 (open squares),

sa> = 005 (open trianglks), d) sa®? = 05 (open diamonds) and sa® = 2 ( lkd trianglks) together w ith
the m ean— eld predictions for the laterally hom ogeneous case (solid lines).

of the Stem layer which is unam biguous and connects to the experin entally relevant Zeta potential[l23].
The e ects seen at elevated eld strengths are not relevant experin entally for m ono-valent ions, since they
correspond to unrealistically high electric eld strengths where in fact water is fully ordiented; for highly
charged ob fcts, however, sin ilar non-equilbriim e ects in electric elds do occur. A drastic exam pl of
a far-from -equilbrium phase transiion is the structural bifircation that is cbserved In a two-din ensional
electrolyte solution at large electric elds[l34]. Here the ions spontaneously form interpenetrating tra c

lanes’ at large eld strengths, which tend to m axin ize the possible current that is supported by the system .
W hether such ux-m axin izing states are always realized when one m oves far away from equilbrium is
presently not clear.

The m ain m essage of this exam ple is that the counterion m obility w ith respect to a tangential eld is
highly reduced by the presence of surface corrugation [123], which is plausible since counterions are dynam —
ically trapped w ithin the surfacecharge layer. The resultant m odi ed boundary condition is relevant for
a whole collection of experim ental results on the electrophoretic m obility of charged colloids. Sim ulations
that Include hydrodynam ic interaction essentially con m the present results and allow to directly connect
to experin entally m easurable quantities[70]

5 Polyelectrolytes at charged planes: overcharging and charge re—
versal

For m any applications, i is in portant to adsorb highly charged polymers in a controlled way on pla-
nar substrates, for exam ple for the production of DNA chips[l35] or the fabrication of charge-oscillating
mulilayers136, 137, 138]. Various experin ents have been perform ed with DNA [139, 140] and synthetic
polym ers w ith com parable charge density [L41, 142]. Im portant issues are the structure of the adsorbed
layer or the am ount of adsorbed m aterial at a given set of param eter values (such as salt concentration
of the am bient solution, polym er concentration, etc.). Fig. 15a show s atom ic—force-m icroscope pictures of
an adsorbed DNA lJayer on a positively charged substrate, obtained at relatively high salt concentration of
IM [L39]. The analysis of the AFM pictures show s that the adsorbed layer is extrem ely thin, which is in
contrast to the rather di use layers that are obtained w ith neutralpolym ers. The individual DNA strands
have a ratherwellde ned m utualdistance ofB énm ata salt concentration ¢ = 1M , which is larger than
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Figure 14: a) C ounterion density pro les orCoulomb param eter = 235 and surface jon density sa® = 0:5
fordi erent electric eld strengths E'= gaeE =kg T = 0 ( led squares),E = 1 (open squares),E = 10 ( lled
triangles), E° = 40 (open diam onds) for a square lattice of xed surface ions. b) Shown are the rescaled
counterion m obility pro les forthree di erent electric eld strengths, where ( isthebulk ion m obility; sam e
symbolsareused asin a).
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Figure15:a) AFM pictureofaDNA layeradsorbed at an oppositely charged substrate at a salt concentration
cs = 1M . The average lateraldistance between DNA strandsisB ’ 6nm . b) M ean lJateraldistance between
DNA molculs, B, as a function of the salt concentration (reproduced after [L39]).

the DNA diam eter ofD 2nm®. At length scales above 100nm the DNA strands change their ordentation,
the structure ressmblesa ngerprint. The lateraldistance between DNA strands grow sw ith Increasing salt
concentration, see Fig 15b[139]. A 1l these ndings can be theoretically explained by considering the com —
petition between electrostratic attraction to the substrate and electrostatic and entropic repulsion between
neighboring DNA strandsf@8], as w illbe shown in the follow ing.

A polyelectrolyte PE) characterized by a linear charge density , is sub fct to an electrostatic potential
created by 4, the hom ogeneous surface charge density (per unit area) on the substrate. Because this
potential is attractive for an opposiely charged substrate which is the situation that was considered in all
abovem entioned experin ents), i is the driving force for the adsorption and w e neglect com plications due to
additional interactionsbetween surface and PE which have been considered recently [L43, 144]. O ne exam ple
for additional e ects are interactions due to the dielectric discontinuity at the substrate surface!® and to
the in penetrability of the substrate for sal ions[73]. W ithin the linearized D ebyeH uckel O H) theory, the
electrostatic attractive force acting on a PE section at a distance from the hom ogeneously charged plane

°Tt is in portant to note that the DNA layer shown in Fig.l5a has been prepared at a salt concentration of cs = 1M but
in aged at a much sm aller salt concentration (presum ably w ithout changing its structure), since at high sal the layer becom es
extrem ely fuzzy and is in possible to in age w ith an AFM .
10An jon in solution has a repulsive interaction from the surface when the solution dielectric constant is higher than that of
the substrate. Thise ect can lead to desorption for highly charged PE chains. O n the contrary, when the substrate is a m etal
there is a possibility to induce PE adsorption on non-charged substrates or on substrates bearing charges of the sam e sign as
the PE . See Ref. [73] for m ore details.
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isinh unisofky T and per PE unit length
far ()= 4 % s e : (40)

T he screening length ! depends on the salt concentration ¢; and ion valency g and is de ned via 2 =
8 g% ¢ . A ssum Ing that the polym er is adsorbed over a layer of width  sm aller than the screening length
1, the electrostatic attraction froe per PE unit ength becom es constant and can be w ritten as

fatt, 4 ‘B s : (41)

For sim plicity, we neglect non-linear e ects due to counter-ion condensation on the PE (as obtained by the
M anning counterion-condensation argum ent[145]) and on the surface (@sobtained w ithin the G ouy-C hapm an
theory) . A though these e ectsare in portant forhighly charged system s[146], m ost ofthe In portant features
of single PE adsorption already appear on the linearized D ebyeH uckel kevel.

Because of the con nem ent in the adsorbed layer, the polym er feels an entropic repulsion. If the layer
thickness ismuch sn aller than the e ective persistence length ofthe polym er, ‘. , as depicted in the side
view ofFig.16a, a new length scale, the socalled de ection length , enters the description of the polym er
statistics. W e call the persistence length an e ective one, because it in principle contains e ects due to the
electrostatic repulsion between m onom ers. The de ection length m easures the average distance between
tw o contact points of the polym er chain w ith the substrate. A s shown by O dik, the de ection length scales
as 2=3 ‘;=3 and is Jarger than the layer thickness but sm aller than the persistence length . [147].
T he entropic repulsion follow s In a sin ple m anner from the de ection length by assum ing that the polym er
loses roughly an entropy of one kg T per de ection length.

On the other hand, if > Y% , the polymer form s a random ocoilw ith m any loops w thin the adsorbed
layer. The chain can be viewed as an assem bly of decorrelated blobs, each containing a subchain of length
L 2=%, ,wihin which the polym er obeysG aussian statistics. T he decorrelation nto blobshas an entropic
cost of roughly one kg T perblob. T he entropic repulsion force per polym er unit length is thus [147]

= 1=3
5=3 or \e

42)
\e 3 or \e ;

frep

w here we neglected a logarithm ic correction factor which is not im portant for our scaling argum ents.
The equilbrium Jlayer thickness follow s from equating the attractive and repulsive forces, Egs. (41) and
(42). For rather sti polym ers and an all layer thickness, < 1< Vv ,wecbtain

B os e : 43)
For a layer thickness corresponding to the screening length, 1, scaling argum ents predict a rather
abrupt desorption transition @8]. Setting ! 1 Eq. (43), we obtain an expression for the adsorption
threshold (valid for ‘¢ > 1)
5=3
S v =3 (44)
B e

For s>  thepolymer is adsorbed and localized over a layer w ith a w idth sm aller than or com parable to
the screening length (and w ith the condition . > 1 also satisfying < % , indicatire ofa at layer).As
s Is decreased, the polym er abruptly desorbs at the threshold ' .

From Eqg. (43) we see that the layer thickness isofthe sameorderas « for v & ‘i 1, at which
point the condition e used in deriving Eq. (43) breaks down. Let us now consider the opposite lin i
ofa rather exble chain, . < 1, Ifthe layer thickness is Jarger than the persistence length but sm aller
than the screening Jlength, . < < !, the prediction ©r ocbtained from balancing Egs. (41) and (42)
becom es

45)

From the expression Eq.(45) we see that has the sam e size as the screenng length ! for
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This In fact denotes the location of a continuous adsorption transition at which the layer grow s to In nity
[48]. T he scaling results for the adsorption behavior ofa exible polym er, Egs. (45)-(46), are in agreem ent
w ith previous resuls [148].

Now we generalize the discussion ofthe single PE chain adsorption and consider the e ect of interactions
between di erent adsorbed polymers on a sinpl scaling level. In order to do so, we assum e that the
adsorption energy is strong enough such that the polym ers essentially lie at on the substrate, which is the
relevant case Por describing the experin ents shown in Fig.l5a. Chain crossings are disfavored, and lateral
chain correlations are large enough to induce the polym ers to form som e type of locally ordered lattice. The
form ation ofthis tw o-din ensionally correlated adsorbed layer is accom panied by a loss of energy and entropy,
w hich w illtum out to be In portant to understand the density ofadsorbed chainson the substrate. W e follow
here the original ideas ofR ef. 48], w hich were in paralleldeveloped by N guyen et al.[149, 150]. To understand
the idea, consider the top view in Fig.1l6a, where a Jam ellar phase is shown where di erent polym er strands
are parallel locally, characterized by an average lam ellar spacing B . T he lam ellarphase is stabilized either by
steric or by electrostatic repulsionsbetw een neighboring polym ers; we w illin fact encounterboth stabilization
m echanian s or di erent values of the param eters. W e calculate the free energy and other characteristics
of the adsorbed lam ellar phase, assum Ing that we are inside the adsorbed regin e of a single polym er. W e
w ill also assum g, later on, that the desorption transition obtained for the single-chain case also applies to
the case of m any-chain adsorption. A swas shown in Ref. 48], to obtain the com plete phase diagram it is
su cient to consider the lam ellar phase depicted in Fig. 16a, since other possible phase m orphologies are
m etastable or degenerate. W e assum e that the distance between neighboring polym er strands, B , ism uch
an aller than the e ective persistence length, B < ‘¢ (Which can be checked selfconsistently). Since the
possble conform ations of the adsorbed polym ers are severely restricted In the lateral directions, we have to
include, in addition to the electrostatic interactions, a repulsive free energy contribution com ing from steric
Interactions between sti polym ers [L47]. This is the sam e type of entropic repulsion that was used before
to estin ate the pressure Inducihg desorption from a substrate, Eq.(42), but now incliding the previously
neglcted logarithm ic cofactor. The total free energy density per unit area and per kg T in the lam ellar
phase is given by

2 ‘B s 1 ‘e

F ! + n
an B 1=3p5=3 B
e

+ Frep i 47)

where the rst temrmm comes from the electrostatic attraction to the oppositely charged surface which In
accord w ith the potential used for the repulsion between polym ers later on, is taken to be penetrable to
ions), the second tem is the O dik entropic repulsion between polyelectrolyte chains [147] and F ., is the
electrostatic repulsion w ithin the lam ellar array.
To obtain the electrostatic repulsive energy, we rst note that the reduced potential created by a charged
line w ith line charge density is at a distance B w ithin the D ebye-H uckel approxin ation given by
Z 1 P
Vine B ) = dsvpn ( B2+ s%)=2% Ko[B]; (48)
1

w ith the D ebyeHuckelpotential vy (r) = s e ‘=r and where K ; denotes the m odi ed Bessel function.
T he repulsive electrostatic free energy density of an array of parallel lines w ith a nearest-neighbor distance
of B and line charge density can thusbe w ritten as

2‘B 2 )é‘
Frep = B KolB ]: 49)
=1
T his expression is also accurate for rods of nite radiisD as long as D B holds. In the lim i B 1,

w hen the distance between strands ism uch am aller than the screening length, the sum can be transform ed
Into an integraland we obtain

2‘B ZZl ‘B 2
dsKgsB 1=
B, 0 B?

(50)

T his expression neglects e ects due to the presence of a solid substrate. For exam ple, and as discussed
In Ref. [/3], Por a lowdielectric substrate the electrostatic interactions are enhanced by a factor of two
close to the substrate surface, a rather sm alle ect which willbe neglected In the follow ing. C orrections to
the approxin ation n Eq.(50) have been treated In [149, 150]. Since the average adsorbed surface charge
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density is given by .45 = =B, i follows that the self energy Eq. (50) in the lm £ B 1 is given by
Frp | '8 24, ! and thus is denticalto the self energy of a totally sm eared-out charge distrbution 48].
In this case, lJateral correlations therefore do not m atter.

In the opposite 1im it, B 1, when the polym ers are m uch farther apart than the screening length, the
sum In Eqg. (49) isdom inated by the rsttem and (using the asym ptotic expansion of the B essel fiinction)
the free energy density (in unis ofkg T ) becom es

2_‘}3 2¢ B
Frp ' —532 12 : (51)
In this lin i, i is in portant to note that the am eared-out repulsive energy Eq. (50) is much larger and
thus considerably overestin ates the actual electrostatic repulsion between polym er strands. Conversely,
this reduction of the electrostatic repulsion between polym ers results In an enomm ous overcharging of the
substrate, as we w ill see shortly.

In order to determ ine the equilbrium distance between the polym er strands, we balance the electrostatic
attraction temm , the rsttem In Eqg.(47),w ih the appropriate repulsion term . T here are three choicesto do
this. ForD < 1< B < B Wwihsome crossover lkength B to be determm ined later on), the electrostatic
repulsion betw een the polym ers is irrelevant (ie. the last term in Eq.(47) can be neglected), and the lam ellar
phase is sterically stabilized in this case. T he equilbriim lam ellar spacing is given by

w #3=2

B n
. =3
s B o

In allwhat follow s, we neglect the logarithm ic cofactor.

ForD < 1 < B < B , the steric repulsion between the polym ers is irrelevant (ie. the second tem
In Eqg.(47) can be neglcted). T he free energy ism inim ized by balancing the electrostatic adsorption tem ,
the rsttem in Eq.(47), wih the electrostatic repulsion term appropriate forthe caseB > 1, Eg. (51),
which leads to the electrostatically stabilized lam ellar spacing

B 'n — (53)
s
T he adsorbed charge density then ollow s from 45 =B as
1
ads sﬁ : (54)

T herefore, the electrostatically stabilized lam ellar phase shows always strong charge reversal, since the
polym er spacing B is largerthan the screening length and thus s 1> 1. Thiscan be seen from com paring
the two equations (53) and (54). T he crossover between the sterically stabilized lam ellar phase, described
by Eg.(52), and the lam ellar phase which is stabilized by electrostatic repulsion, Eqg. (53), occurs when
the predictions for B becom e sin ultaneously equalto the crossover spacing B , leading to a crossover for a
surface charge densiy of W ithout logarithm ic cofactors)

(55)

For s largerthan the crossovervalie in Eq.(55) the distance betw een neighboring polym er strands is sm aller
than B and the electrostatic stabilization m echanism is at work, for ¢ an aller than the crossover value in
Eq.(55) the lam ellar spacing B is larger than the characteristic crossover length B and the O dik entropic
repulsion dom nates. W e obtain the interesting result that in the sterically stabilized adsorbed phase the
strand separation increases w ith increasing salt concentration, see Eq.(52), while in the electrostatically
stabilized phase the strand separation decreases with Increasing sal, see Eq. (53). The intuitive reason
for this is clear: in the sterically stabilized phase adding sat din inishes the electrostatic attraction to the
substrate, while in the electrostatically stabilized phase the predom inant e ect of sakt is to weaken the
repulsion betw een neighboring PE strands.

T he electrostatically stabilized lam ellar phase crosses over to the charge-com pensated phase when B as
given by Eq. (53) becom es of the order of the screening length 1. In the charge-com pensated phase,
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Figure 16: a) Schem atic structure ofthe adsorbed DNA layer in a side view and in a top view , exhibiting the
de ection length , the adsorbed layer height , and the lateral distance between adsorbed DNA strands,
B . b) Scaling dJagJ:am of the adsorption behavior of a highly charged poh/r?)er usmg logarithm ic axes as a
function of the surface charge density s and inverse screening length = ‘s Gs. The electrostatically
stabilized lam ellar phase is strongly chargereversed.

the lam ellar spacing is obtained by balancing the electrostatic adsorption energy w ith the repulsion in the
an eared-out lin i Eq.(50) and is given by
B’ —: (56)

s

In this case the adsorbed surface charge density .95 = =B exactly neutralizes the substrate charge density,
ads s * (57)

T he crossover betw een the charged-reversed phase and charge-com pensated phase is obtained by m atching
Egs. (63) and (56), leading to a threshold surface charge density of

. : (58)

F inally, taking into account that the polym ers have som e w idth D , there isan upper lim it for the am ount
ofpolym er that can be adsorbed in a single layer. C learly, the lateral distance between polym ers in the ull
phase is given by

B’ D 59)

and thus the adsorbed surface charge density in the full phase reads
ads = ¢ (60)

T he crossover between the full phase and the com pensated phase is obtained by com paring Egs. (56) and
(59), leading to
=D : (61)

S

In Fig.16b we show the adsorption diagram for strongly charged polym ers (de ned by P B err > 1)
as a function of the substrate charge density s and the inverse screening length . The electrostatically
stabilized lam ellar phase show s strong charge reversal as described by Eqg. (54). At slightly larger surface
charge densities we predict a charge-com pensated phase which isnot ull (ie. B < D ) fora range of surface
charge densities as determ ned by Egs. (58) and (61). At even larger substrate charge density, the adsorbed
polym er phase becom es close packed, ie. B D . W e note that since the fiill phase is not charge reversed,
the fullphase can consist ofa second adsorbed layer (or even m ore layers, asdiscussed In 48, 151]). &kt should
how everbe clear that close to charge com pensation the e ective substrate charge density an additional layer
feels is so am allthat the condition for adsorption isnot necessarily m et. At low substrate charge densities the
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distance betw een adsorbed polym er strands becom es so lJarge that the entropic repulsion between polym ers
dom Inates the electrostatic repulsion, and nally, at even lower charge densities, the polym ers desorb. O ne
notes that the transition between the electrostatically and sterically stabilized adsorbed phases, Eg.(55),
has the sam e scaling form (disregarding logarithm ic factors) as the desorption transition of sem i~ exble
polym ers, Eq.(44). W e have shifted the desorption transition to the right, though, because typically there
are attractive non-electrostatic interactions as well, which tend to stabilize adsorbed phases. This is also
m otivated by the fact that the sterically stabilized phase hasbeen seen In experin entson DNA adsorption,
aswillbe discussed below . T he critical charge density s where the full phase, the electrostatically and the
sterically stabilized phasesm eet at one point, is given by 1=p>=3 ‘2:3 ;). In the phase diagram we
have assum ed that the charge density threshold for the fullphase Eg.(61), | =D , satis esthe inequality

=D >  ,which ora fully charged PE at the M anning threshold, = 1=Y%, am ounts to the condition
Y > $=D?, which is true fr a large class of PE's (especially sti biopolym ers such as DNA). A s one
Increases at xed substrate charge density s the sal concentration, one m oves through the com pensated,
electrostatically and the sterically stabilized adsorbed phases, before one nally induces desorption. The
polym er separation is predicted to rst stay constant, then decrease and nally increase, before desorption
takes place.

O ne In portant result ofour discussion isthat in the electrostatically stabilized phase the substrate charge
is strongly reversed by the adsorbed polym er layer. This can give rise to a charge-oscillating m ultilayer
formm ation if the adsorption of oppositely charged polym er is done in a second step 136, 137, 138]. The
generaltrend that em erges is that charge reversalism ore likely to occur for interm ediate salt concentrations
and rather low substrate charge density. Fortoo high salt concentration and too low substrate charge densiy,
on the other hand, the polym er does not adsorb at all. In essence, the salt concentration and the substrate
charge density have to be tuned to interm ediate values in order to create charge m ultilayers.

In experin entson DN A adsorbed on oppositely charged substrates one typically observesa lam ellarphase
[139, 140]. In one experim ent, the spacing between DNA strands was found to Increase w ith increasing salt
concentration [139]. O ne theoretical explanation invokes an e ective interaction between neighboring DNA
strands m ediated by elastic deform ations of the m em brane, which form s the substrate in these experin ents
[L52]. In the sterically stabilized regin e, the distance betw een adsorbed polym ers increases as B 3=2 w ith
the salt concentration, see Eq.(52), which o ers an altemative explanation for the experim ental ndings. It
would be interesting to redo DN A adsorption experin ents on rigid substrates, w here the elastic coupling to
the m em brane is absent. For high enough substrate charge densities and by varying the sal concentration
one should be able to see the crossover from the electrostatically stabilized phase, Eq.(53), where the DNA
spacing decreasesw ih added salt, to the sterically stabilized phase, E q.(52), wheretheD NA spacihg Increases
w ith added sal.

5.1 Overcharging by spherical polyions

T he argum ents from the last section for the overcharging of a charged plane by charged polym ers can be
straightforw ardly adapted to the adsorption of spherical polyions on surfaces[l50, 153, 154]. Using the DH

approxin ation, the adsorption energy of a polyion of charge Z on a surface of charge density ¢ iIn units of
kg T isW gt/ 4 7 3 s= wherewe assum e that the particle radiis is an aller than the screening length so

that the full particle charge contributes to the attraction. N eglecting logarithm ic factors depending on the
buk particle concentration, the desorption threshold is reached when the adsorption energy equals them al
energy, ie. W o © 1. The condition for adsorption is therefore Z > =(‘3 ). A ssum ing the particles to
form a correlated liquid arrangem ent on the surface (@asdepicted iIn Fig. 17) w ith a distance betw een particles
larger than the screening length, the repulsion betw een two nearest neighbors isW ¢ /' 2 2y e B =B .The
equilbriim distance of particles is obtained by m inin izing the free energy per area,

ZZ\BeB Z‘B s

2
F = (Watt+Wrep)=B = B3 B 2

(62)

w hich assum es that particles are obtained from som e reservoirat vanishing chem icalpotential. T he resulting
equilbriim separation is obtained as

B 'ne *= ) (63)
and the adsorbed charge density as

Z Z %=
e S E
B? n*@ 2= )
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Figure 17: Schem atic structure of a layer of adsorbed polyions is shown to the lft, characterized by the
lateraldistance B between adsorbed ions. T he right show s the resulting scaling diagram using logarithm ic
axes asa function ofpolyion charge Z and inverse screening length , featuring the desorbed phase, a charge
reversed phase where m ore ions adsorb than needed to neutralize the surface charge, and a com pensated
phase where the adsorbed ions exactly neutralize the surface.

It can be easily seen that for Z %= 4 > 1 the surface is overcharged and the distance between adsorbed
particles is larger than the screening length (In agreem ent w ith our assum ption). Thus the condition for
overcharging is Z > 2. Conversely, ©rZ < 2, the separation between particles becom es am aller
than the screenjngr]enﬂ. A calculation sin ilarto the one in the preceding section show s that the separation
In thiscase isB Z= g and the surface is exactly neutralized by the adsorbed layer. T he three regin esare
shown schem atically In Fig. 17 which dem onstrates that overcharging is obtained w ith m ultivalent ions only
above a certain threshold and only at intermm ediate salt concentrations. O vercharging of charged particles
by m ultivalent counterions is in portant or a m ultitude of applications and can change the sign ofthe elec—
trophoretic m obility 153, 154] and Induce m acrophase separation [99, 100]. N ote that the present argum ent
isanalogousto the derivation In [L50]. E ects such as non-linear electrostatics (including counterion release)
have been included in the literature[6].

6 Polyelectrolytes at charged spheres

A though DNA is a quite sti biopolym er and thus resists bending, and although it is highly negatively
charged and thus prefers coiled and open structures, the 2m of human DNA is packaged into the cell
nuclus which only has a diam eter of a few m icrom eters. To m ake things even worse, the DNA isnot just
sitting in the nuclkus, but it is all of the tin e being read, repaired and reshu ed. The m echanisn for the

folding is ingenious: The DNA isw rapped around a large num ber of an all, highly positively charged aln ost
spherical proteins (called histones), it is thereby partially neutralized and greatly com pacti ed. Figl8a
show s an atom ic-force-m icroscopy picture of tw o reconstituted com plexes consisting of histone proteins and
DNA strands of length 130 nm [155]. T he structures were obtained at a salt concentration ofcg = 50m M .
T he precise path of the DNA on the proteins can not be resolved, but from the length of the unw rapped
DNA portion i can be deduced that roughly one whole tum of DNA is wrapped around the proteins.
Fig.18b show s the structure of the com plex as obtained from X —ray di raction on crystallized D NA -histone
com plexes. Indeed, In the crystalline state which is not necessarily exactly equal to the solubilized state
at room tem peratures) the DNA is wrapped twice around the proteins. A huge body of experin ental
evidence 24, 1571H170] suggests that the com plex is only stable for interm ediate salt concentrationsbetween
20mM and 500m M (the so—called physiological salt concentration In the body is roughly 150m M which
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Figure18:a) AFM picturesoftwo com plexes consisting ofa positively charged histone protein and a partially
wrapped DNA strand of length 130 nm . Adapted after [155]. b) View of the three-dim ensional structure
of the histone protein; the approxim ate path ofthe DNA consists of two full tums (@pproxin ately 146 base
pairs) and is indicated by a tube (adapted after [156]).

corresponds to the salt concentration in the sea). For salt concentrations outside this nie range the
com plex falls apart. A swas explained in detail in Section 3.3, salt m odulates the electrostatic interactions;
it ollow s that an electrostatic m echanisn is the cause for this interesting behavior.

D esigning a sin ple m odel that can explain the salt and charge dependent behavior of the nuclkosom al
core particle requires a num ber of approxin ations conceming the structure ofthe DNA , the histone octam er
and their interactions. Our strategy was to formulate the sim plest possible m odel which captures the
characteristic features responsible for the salt-dependent nuclkosom alcore structures[l71, 172,173,174, 175].
In the Pollow ing we report calculations of the ground state of a single sem 1 exble polyelectrolyte of nite
length which is in contact w ith a single oppositely charged sphere in the presence of salt. E xtensive literature
exists on sin ilarm odel calculations for sti chains[l76, 177], exible chains[l78,179, 180, 181], ormuliple
spheres com pexing w ith one polym er[182, 183, 184], for interacting com plexes[185, 186, 187, 188] and on
sin ulation studies for com plex fom ation 189, 190, 191, 192, 193]. Polym er orm uctuations away from the
ground state w ill be considered at the end of this section, where it will be shown that the ground state
approxin ation for rather sti or highly charged polym ers is Justi ed. W e speci cally consider param eters
appropriate for the DN A -histone system , approxin ating the histone as a uniform Iy charged, in penetrable
and solid sphere and the DNA as a uniform Iy charged sam i exble polym er of length L [18, 194]. W e deal
w ith the so-called nucleosom al core particles consisting of DNA w ith 146 base pairs (op) of length 0:34nm
each, leading to a totalDNA Ilength of L = 49:%6nm . The sti ness ofthe DNA contains charge independent
and charge dependent contrbutions. The fom er are due to the energy associated w ith the defom ation
of hydrogen bonds which stabilize the double helical geom etry of DNA and are incorporated by using
a sem i exble polymer m odel with a m echanical bending sti ness. The latter stem from the fact that
the negatively charged m onom ers of the DNA tend to m axin ize their m utual distance and thus prefer an
extended con guration. T his electrostatic contribution decreases w ith increasing salt concentration of the
solution and vanishes at the hypothetical Iim it of iIn nite sal concentration [195, 196]. T he salt independent
m echanicalpersistence length of DNA is therefore the In nite sal lin it ofthe totalpersistence length, which
has experin entally been determ ined as Y 30nm [197, 198, 199]. A discussion of di erent m ethods to
determ ine the persistence length of DNA is found in [194]. T he electrostatic contribution to the persistence
length we take into account by explicitly lncliding the electrostatic self energy of DNA conform ations,
we therefore accurately include the scale-dependence of the electrostatic contrbution to the persistence
length R1] which is particularly in portant in our case since the scale of bending (the histone diam eter)
becom es of the order or even am aller than the screening length.

T he histone octam er is approxin ated as a rigid sphere of radiis Ryt = 4nm . This is of course only a
very rough approxin ation ofthe realstructure, which isnot a perfect sphere and also possesses a corrugated
surface w ith speci ¢ binding sites for the DNA . A 1so, any conform ational changes of the histone octam er,
which do occur for extrem ely low or high salt concentration, are neglected. The DNA is m odeled as a
polym er with radiis of Inm . In the actual calculation we x the m inin al distance between the sphere
center and the DNA m onom er centers to be R = 5nm , which is the sum of histone and DNA radii. The
electrostatic interactions between charges on the DNA wih each other and the sphere are described by
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Figure 19: a) DNA oon gurations as obtained by num erical m Inin ization of the freeenergy expression
Eqg.(65) for xed sphere charge Z = 25 and various salt concentrations. As can be seen, the DNA is
only wrapped for intemm ediate values of the salt concentration. b) G lobal phase digram , ffaturing the
w rapping transition as a function ofthe inverse screening length (proportionalto the square root ofthe salt

concentration, c.:s,l:2 ), and sphere charge Z .

D ebyeH uckel D H ) potentials that neglect non-lineare ects (such as counterion condensation or counterion
release, for which one would need to use the full non-lnear P oisson-B oltzm ann theory [L45, 200, 201]). The
m ain reason for this approxim ation is that the calculation of the optinal DNA ocon guration wihin the
PB approach is at present num erically not fasble!! . For large salt concentrations, the DH approxin ation
becom es valid, as has been shown by calculating the electrostatic contribution to the bending rigidiy ofa
charged cylinder00, 201].

T he energy finctional for a given DNA con guration of contour length L, param eterized by the space
curve r(s) and in units of kg T, reads

Z g Z

\ vz e () R)
H = — dst@) — ds ———
2 1+ R T(s)]
Z 2 e X r(s%)3
+ g 2 ds ds® —— (65)
0 s ¥ r@3

where we In plicitly assum e that the DNA m olculk is hextensble, ie., T (s)j= 1. The rsttemm descrbes
the m echanical bending energy, proportional to the bare persistence length Yy, where the curvature r(s) is
given by the second derivative of r(s) w ith respect to the intemal coordinate s. T he second tem describes
the electrostatic attraction between the sohere and the DNA [L0]. T he charge of the sphere in units of the
elem entary charge e is denoted by Z and the lnear charge density of the DNA (in units of e) is denoted
by . A key ingredient of the D ebyeH uckeltheory is the screening of electrostatic interactions, which is
quanti ed by the D ebyeH uckelscreening length  '. Tt m easures the distance beyond which the interaction
between two charges is exponentially dam ped. For m onovalent salr one nds 2 = 8 ‘; ¢, where ¢ is the
salt concentration. At 0.1 molar concentration In water, ie. at physiblgical conditions, one has *
1nm . The third temrm describes the electrostatic repulsion between chargeson the DNA . W e therefore have
two tem s that tend to straighten the DNA, nam ely the m echanic bending energy and the electrostatic
repulsion between DNA m onom ers. The fom er is salt lndependent, whereas the latter looses in portance
w ith Increasing salt concentration. T hese repulsions arebalanced by the sphereD NA electrostatic attraction,
which favors bending of the DNA in order to wrap i around the sphere, but also becom es weaker for
Increasing salt concentration. It transpires that salt will determ ine the DNA structure in a rather subtle
way, as w ill be dem onstrated by our num erical resuls.

In analyzing the m odel de ned by Eq.(65) we take advantage of the short length of the DNA strand,
L = 50nm , com pared to the e ective persistence length, which is at least ofthe order ofthe bare persistence
length, %3 = 30nm . As a starting point, we therefore neglect uctuations and undulation forces [171]

HEven for the relatively sim ple problem of the adsorption of a single DNA, m odelled by a rigid charged cylinder, on an
oppositely charged plane, the accurate num erical solution of the PB equation is nontrivial, see [146]. A possble way out could
be the recently introduced eld-theoretic non-linear charge-renom alization theory, which takes non-linear e ects at charged
polym ers into account and expresses them in term s ofa DH theory with renom alized polym er charge density 202].
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between DNA and sphere and apply a ground state analysis to the m odel. This consists of nding the
con guration of the DNA that m nin izes Eqg. (65) wih the constraints (s)j= 1 (o stretching) and
T(s)] R (In penetrability of sphere). W e also use D ebyeH uckelpotentials w ith the lu1llDNA line charge
= 2=034nm , corresponding to the m axim al degree of dissociation of DNA (and neglecting counterion—

condensation e ects[145] which have been investigated n [173]).
In Fig. 19 we show a series of DNA con gurations ocbtained for a xed sphere charge Z = 25 and for

inverse screening lengths ranging from = Onm ! to 6nm !. In the pure Coulomb case w ith no added
sal, the sphere is located in them iddle ofthe DNA, and the two am s are slightly bent tow ards the sphere.
A sthe salt concentration isincreased from = Oto = Odnm ', thede ection ofthe DNA am s ncreases

continuously. Interestingly, the binding of the DNA onto the sphere becom es stronger as one weakens the
electrostatic interactions. Upon fiirther increase of salt concentration, the tw o-fold rotationaland them irror
symm etries are broken, see the con guration at = 0:30nm '. One ofthe DNA am s is totally w rapped

around the sphere. As is increased further, the extended am ism ore and m ore pulled onto the sphere

untilat = 1lnm ! the DNA is fially adsorbed onto the sphere and the two-fld rotational symm etry is
restored. At = 6nm ! a strongly disconthuous transition occurs in which the DNA com pletely dew raps
from the sphere. T he dew rapped state at high salt concentration ism arkedly di erent from the state at zero

salt. T here is only one short region of nonzero bending ofthe DNA connecting two basically straight amm s.
T his sequence of com plexation structures dem onstrates one of ourm ain resuls, nam ely that the w rapped
DNA oconfom ation is only stable for intermm ediate salt concentrations, explaining a large set of experin ental
resuls for nuclkosom al core particlesR4].

W e sum m arize our results fora DNA length of L = 50nm in the phase diagram presented n Figl9%. In
the absence of salt, = 0, the w rapping transition occursat Z = 133 (in agream ent w ith previous theoretical
predictions[181]). In agreem ent w ith experim ents R4], com plexation ism ost pronounced at Interm ediate salt
concentrations. For low salt concentration, the strong DNA-DNA repulsion prevents com plexation, for high
salt screening weakens the DNA -sphere attraction su ciently so that the m echanical bending resistance
Induces dew rapping. The m nim al sphere charge to wrap the DNA, Z 10, is obtained or ! 1nm
(s 0d1M for monovalent salt), corresponding to physiological conditions. Since the total charge on
the DNA is about 300, the com plex is strongly overcharged for all Z < 300, ie., in the whole wrapped
region shown iIn the phase diagram . The high-salt prediction for the wrapping transition can be obtained
analytically by locally balancing the various termm s in the energy functional, Eq. (65), nam ely the bending
energy perunit length, H peng /' 2=2R ?, and the electrostatic attraction perunit length n the limit R > 1,
Hae ’ B2 =R?, kadingto Zypmp / % =2's , In agreem ent w ith the num erical results[171].

T hese results highlight a peculiarity of electrostatic com plexation phenom ena, and ism irrored by an at

rst sight perplexing approxin ation used in our m odel calculation: W e do use the D ebyeH uckel approxi-
m ation for the interaction between charges on the sphere and on the DNA , which am ounts to taking into
acoount positional uctuations of the salt ions wihin a G aussian approxin ation [68]. However, we do not
take into acoount positional uctuationsofthe DNA itself, but concentrate on the ground state nstead. The
reason for the di erent treatm ent of salt ions and DNA m onom ers is that the total am ount of charge per
statistically independent unit isg= 1 form onovalent ions but roughly g’ 180 for one persistent segm ent
of DNA oflength L ¥ Y. Therefore uctuations are rather unimn portant for the DNA structure (except for
very large salt concentrations where a desorption transition does occur which can be treated using sin ilar
m ethods asused for the desorption ofpolyelectrolytes on planar substrates in the preceding section [L71]) but
are of extrem e in portance for the counterion clouds. To m ake these statem ents quantitative, we estin ate
now the conform ationalentropy which can be obtained by a nom alkm ode analysis ofthe chain uctuations
around the ground state con guration.

Let us assum e that the ground state con guration of the chain is given by the space curve rg (s) which
m inin izes the energy finctionalH in Eq.(65) accordingto H = r(s) = 0. In the actualcalculation the space
is discretized and the actual degrees of freedom are bond angles, but this is not in portant for the present
presentation. For amn all uctuations around the ground state, the e ective H am iltonian of the com plex m ay
be expanded around the m inin um up to second order as

Z

1
Bo=Hkl+ 7 dsds’irs) B EH @ (sHEEYD)  BED)] (66)

w here the H essian m atrix associated w ith the e ective H am iltonian, is de ned as

HO gy B 67)
r(s) r(s?

r=rg
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Figure 20: a) G round-state con guration ofthe com plex fora sphere charge Z = 40 and zero salt concentra-
tion = 0.Db) Second and c) sixth excited state. T he second eigen m ode breaks the m irror sym m etry but
Jeaves the two-fold rotational sym m etry intact, while the sixth eigen m ode breaks the two-fold rotational
symm etry. d) Eigenvalue spectrum for 2 = 20 and = 0. e) Ground state energy (open symbols) and
G aussian uctuation contrbution ( lled symbols) for charge Z = 20 as a function of the inverse screening
length . The uctuation contribution is obtained by integrating out the com plete eigenm ode soectrum
shown In d).

Tt characterizes the spectrum of chain excitations w ithin the ham onic (or G aussian) approxin ation. The
nom alm odes ofa com plex are cbtained by diagonalizing the H essian, using the discrete notation H r.fzr)]Anp =

m nAnp, which is solved num erically for the m atrix of eigen-m odes, A, and the diagonalm atrix of eigen—
valies, un= 1n mn-

In Figure 20, we show In a) the ground state and In b) and c¢) the second and the sixth excited states
of the com plex, respectively R03]. T he param eter values chosen are Z = 40 and = 0. A s seen, the ground
state’sm irror sym m etry isbroken in the second excited state and the tw o-fo1d rotational sym m etry isbroken
In the sixth excited state. T he latter eigen-m ode can be view ed as a translationalm otion ofthe bound sphere
along the PE chain. In Fig. 20d we show them ode soectrum obtained from the H essian via diagonalization.
W e discretize the chain by 250 beads, we therefore have a total of 500 eigenm odes. From the uctuation
spectrum the con gurational entropy can be obtained since the con gurational integral can be perform ed
on the G aussian lvel exactly in tem s of the nom alm odesP03]. Tn Fig. 20e we show the ground state
energy of the com plex (open symbols) and the con gurational entropy contribution ( lled symbols) as a
function of . Forboth contributions the reference state ofa free polym er has been subtracted. T he entropy
is positive, as it costs con gurational freedom to bind a polym er onto a sphere, the ground-state energy is
negative as sphere and polym er do attract. W hen the two contribution have equalm agniude (roughly at

3nm ') the total free energy gain upon com plexation is zero. T his signals an entropy-driven unbinding
transition which of course depends on the solution concentration of D NA strands and histone spheres via the
law -ofm ass action R03]. It ollow s that In som e regions of the phase diagram shown In Fig.l9 the com plex
is dissolved into its constituting parts, depending on the bulk concentrations.

7 Polyelectrolytes at charged cylinders

W hen sam i exible charged polym ers are m ixed w ith much sti er oppositely charged polym ers, a com plex
form s where the m ore exible polyelectrolyte PE) wraps around the sti polym erR04, 205, 206, 150, 207,
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Figure 21: a) AFM pictures of a DNA strand of lengh Ly = 850nm which is partially w rapped around
a Lc = 50nm long cationic dendropolym er (reproduced from Ref.R22]). b) The two posbble wrapping
m orphologies that are theoretically studied and com pared.

208, 209]. Experim entally, such com plexes iself fold up into toroidal or stem -like structures under dilute
conditions210, 211]; in m ore concentrated solutions, bundles and netw orks are observed R12]. In this section
we try to understand the m orphology of the underlying m olecular com plex, nam ely the conform ation of
the wrapping polym er: does it form a helix or does it adsorb In (one or m ore) parallel straight strands
onto the cylinder? Using lnear (O ebyeHucdkel) theory, supplem ented by nonlinear (counterion release)
argum ents05], we nd transitions between both m orphologies as the salt concentration (or other param e—
ters) are varied.

M ost of the current Interest n such com plexes com es from their potential applications In gene therapy:
The mah problm here is to Introduce genetic m aterial into patients” cell nuclei, a process called DNA
transfection. T he classicalviral strategies are highly e ective in transfecting D NA butm ay provoke In m une
reactions of the body, switch back to their kthal origin or lead to a stable transfom ation of target cells

(advantageous In som e cases though in generalundesirable) R13, 214]. N onviral transfection strategies avoid
these di culties at the price of much reduced e ectivenessR14]. Still, they hold prom ising potential for

further developm ent and re nem ent. The polyfection schem e consists of com plexing DNA w ith physiolog—
ically tolerated polycations, such as polypeptides or synthetic polycations 214, 215] and show s relatively
high e clency, especially w th con uent (hon-dividing) cellsR16]. A s a m a pr advantage, the properties of

these selfassem bling polyplkxes can be controlled rather reliably by for exam ple varying the m ass or charge
density of the polycationsP17], by using block-copolym ers w ith a cationic block and an uncharged block
which form s som e type of protection layer against coagulation or degradation 218], and nally by linking
target-speci ¢ ligands to the polym er chainsR19].

T he m icroscopic structure of polyplexes is not very well understood. E lectron m icrographs of DNA -
polylysine com plexes exhibit highly condensed torus or stem like structuresR10], very sim ilar to what is seen
w ith DNA condensed by m ultivalent counterions220]. M ore recent AFM studies dem onstrated that conden—
sation Involves wve to sixfold overcharging ofthe D NA by peptide charges at elevated salt concentration R11].
T he underlying m olecular structure of polycation-D NA com plexes (toroidalor stem like), which mvolvem ul-
tiply packed DNA loops, is not resolved in these experin ents. X -ray di raction m easurem ents, on the other
hand, showed that polylysine wraps helically around the DNA molecul (and at low salt concentrations
neutralizes the DNA charges), whilke polyarginine, a cationic polypeptide w ith a di erent backbone exibil-
iy, show s a di erent w rapping m odeR21]. Sin ilar com plexation is obtained by m ixing DNA w ith a rather
buky cationic dendrim eric polym er: AFM pictures dem onstrate that in this casethe DNA w rapsaround the
dendro-polym er22]. This essay, w ith potential gene-therapeutical applications, holds the advantage that
the physical properties of the com plex and the e ects of various param eters can be studied in great detail
and w ith com parative ease. From all the above listed experim ents, it is clear that the salt concentration of
the surrounding m ediim , the charge of the com plexing polycations, and their exibility can induce di erent
m orphologies of the polyplex. T he possibility and m echanism ofD N A -overcharging by adsorbed polycations
is interesting from a findam entalpoint ofview R05, 181, 150, 171], although it hasbeen shown that optin al
transfection yield is obtained w ith neutral com plexesPl7, 219] (despite the naive expectation that cationic
com plexes would interact m ore favorably w ith the typically negatively charged cell and endosom alwalls).

In Fig2la a DNA dendropolym er com plex is shown which consists of a DNA strand of length Lp
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850nm w rapped around a cylindrical dendropolym er of length L 50nm and radius Re 3nm . The
DNA is com plexed as a single strand w ith the dendropolym er, from the wrapped DNA Ilength (which can be
determm ined by m easuring the length ofthe non-w rapped D NA sections) it follow sthat the DNA aln ost fully
covers the dendropolym er surface. Since no loops are seen that em erge from the com plex, it is suggested
that the DNA w raps helically around the core. In fact, m ore DNA w raps than is needed to neutralize the
dendropolym er core, the precise am ount of w rapped DNA tums out to be salt dependent 223].

In this section we analyze the com plexation between a charged rigid cylinder and an oppositely charged
sam 1 exdble polyelectrolyte. T he param eters In our m odel are the linear charge densities of the uniform ly
charged cylinderand thePE, ¢ and p ,thecylinderradiusR.: andthebarePE persistence length Y. On the
linear level the interaction between all charges is given by the bulk D ebye-Huckel D H) potentialvp gy (r) =
B exp( r)=r where r is the distance between charges, } is the B grrum Ilength, % = e?=1 " kg T,
and ! is the screening length. The DH approxin ation is valid for weakly charged PEs, elevated salt
concentrations and, as is explained in Ref.R06], for com plexes close to electroneutrality. E ects due to
dielectric boundaries, additional non-electrostatic interactions, inhom ogeneous charge distrlbutions on the
cylinder and on the PE, polym er con nem ent (which are all neglected) and counterion release are of only
secondary in portance for the resulting phase diagram s, since we alw ays com pare di erent m orphologies of
roughly the sam e am ount of adsorbed PE . It is the freeenergy di erence between di erent m orphologies
that we are m ost interested in, not their absolute valiesP06]. T he therm odynam ic ensem ble we consider is
the onewhere PE ispresent In excess, ie., wem Inin ize the free energy per cylinder uni length, treating the
non-adsorbed PE asa reference state the electrostatic selfenergy ofw hich therefore hasto be subtracted. W e
also neglect end e ectswhich willonly be In portant if the screening length becom es Jarger than the cylinder
length. This is the ensem ble that is Indeed relevant to describe the experim ental situation in Fig2la. The
therm odynam ic ensem ble considered In Ref.208] isdi erent since the cylinder selfenergy wasnot subtracted;
it consequently gives results very di erent from our schem e. W e com pare two m orphologies, nam ely a helical
arrangem ent of the PE, where a single helix, characterized by the length ratio of the wrapped polym er
section and the cylinder length, wraps around the cylinder (see Fig21b), and the straight m orphology,
where n parallel strands of PE adsorb on the cylinder. W e m inin ize both con gurational energies w ith
respect to the relative am ount of w rapped polyelectrolyte (neglecting con gurational uctuations around
the ground state which are unim portant for rather sti and highly charged PEs) and com pare the two
resulting free energies to determ ine the stable phase. This com parison, which is done num erically in the
general case, show s that both m orphologies com pete closely w ith each other.

A scan be seen in the phase diagram Fig22a, which isobtained in the lin it when the w rapping polym er is
totally exible and hasno bending sti ness, ‘¢ = 0, the helicalphase is favored at low sal concentrations (to
the keft) and highly charged w rappingpolymers ( p = ¢ 1), while the parallelm orphology is favored at high
salt concentrations. A s the charge density of the w rapping polym er increases, as one m oves up in the phase
diagram , the num ber of adsorbed strands in the parallel phase goes down. Fig22b show s for the speci ¢
charge density ratio p = ¢ = 035 that the am ount of w rapped polym er, characterized by the ratio of the
contour length ofthe w rapped polym er and cylinder length, Lp =L , grow sw ith Increasing sal concentration
(the desorption transition, which isexpected to occur at high salt concentrations in the absence ofadditional
non-elctrostatic attractive forces is not shown but follow s the sam e rules as outlined in Section 5). For line
charge ratio p= ¢ = 05 the com plex would be neutral for a wrapping ratio Lp =L = 2. As a m atter of
fact, m ore polym er w raps around the core cylinder than is needed to actually neutralize the com plex (in
agream ent w ith the experin ental resultsP22]). A s the salt concentration increases the overcharging is even
further enhanced, also In agreem ent w ith experin entsp23].

T he overcharging In the low -sal lim it is easily understood analytically. For sim plicity we consider the
parallelm orphology w ith n adsorbed polym ersw ith line charge density p ata cylinder of line charge density

¢ . In the Iim i of ow sal, R ! 0, the elctrostatic potential of a charged cylinder, which is derived
In Eg.(48) on the D ebyeH uckel kevel, show s a logarithm ic behavior. The potential at the cylinder surface
is given by 2 ¢ h(R¢). The total attractive free energy of n adsorbed polyelectrolytes is thus in the
low -sal 1im it per uni length given by
Far " 2ns ¢ p M(Rc): (68)
Between the n adsorbed polym erstherearen @ 1)=2 repulsive pair Interactions, allofthe sam e logarithm ic
type. C learly, the distances betw een the various pairs are alldi erent, but since the repulsion is logarithm ic
these di erences give negligble additive contributions to the resulting total repulsive free energy, which can

be written as
Frp ! n 18 Z:(Rc): 69)
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Figure 22: a) Phase diagram ofthe polyelectrolyte-cylinder com plex asa fiinction ofthe linearcharge density
ratio p = ¢ and the inverse rescaled screening length R ¢ for vanishing persistence length of the w rapping
polymer, Yz = 0. The helical phase Whie) dom nates at low sal concentration (small R ¢ ) while the
straight con guration (shaded; num ber of adsorbed PE strands is indicated and direct transitions between
states w ith di erent num bers of adsorbed strands are denoted by broken lines) is realized at large R ¢ . b)
Relative am ount of wrapped PE, Lp =L , for zero persistence length Yy = 0 for a line charge density ratio
of p=¢ = 035, corresponding to a horizontal cut through the phase diagram Fig22a. In the helicalphase
the w rapping param eter (@nd thus the overcharging of the cylinder) continuously increasesas R ¢ grows,
w hile the straight con guration is characterized by integer values.

T he number of adsorbed polym ers results from m Inim ization of the sum of the repulsive and attractive
contribution, @ Faee + Frep)=@n = 0, and is given by

n:LP:Lc:l:2+ c=p - (70)

Tt equals the ratio of the w rapped polym er length and the cylinder length, Lp =L , which is the quantitiy
that isplotted in Fig22b. T he num ber of adsorbed strandsn is an integer quantity. H ow ever, the analogous
calculation for the helical phase in the low-salt lim it gives the sam e result as Eq.(70). Both phases tum
out to be degenerate for Integer valies of the w rapping ratio Lp =L . The result Eq.(70) is in agreem ent
w ith the num erical data displayed in Fig22b, and predicts for the case p = = 035 the wrapping length
ratio Lp =Lc = 5=2 iIn the zero salt Imit R ! 0 (note that the asym ptotic approach of this limn it is
logarithm ically slow, see R06]). The e ective charge of the complex is n the same low-salt lim it from
Eqg.(70) predicted to be

e T Dep c = p=2 (71)

and was also obtained using an altemative approach R24]. This result show s that In the low-salt 1m it the
com plex will have the sam e charge sign as the wrapping polym er, the usual wording for this is that the
com plex is overcharged. T he e ective charge density ofthe com plex am ounts to halfthe one ofthe w rapping
polym er. T herefore, ifthe negatively charged D NA w rapsaround a cationic dendropolym er, the com plex w ill
have a net negative charge, if however a exible cationic polypeptide w raps around the negatively charged
DNA, the resulting com plex w ill be positively charged. These qualitative trends are in agreem ent w ith
experim ents, and they show how to tune the charge of a polyelectrolyte com plex by changing the ratio of
the bending rigidities of the cationic and anionic polym ers involred In formm ing the com plex.

8 Polyelectrolytes in electric elds

T he behavior of exble polyelectrolytes PE) exhibits a num ber of rem arkable features which are due to
the electrostatic coupling betw een polym eric and counterion degrees of freedom . N otew orthy is the sequence
of PE confom ations which is observed in sim ulations as the electrostatic coupling between the charges on
the PE and the counterions is Increased 225, 226, 227, 228]. Experin entally, the coupling can be tuned
by changing tem perature, dielectric constant of the solvent, counterion valency/size and charge density
of the PE . For very an all coupling the PE resembles a neutral polym er since the electrostatic repulsion
between m onom ers is very sn all. A s the coupling increases, the m onom erm onom er repulsion lads to a
m ore swollen con guration (the standard PE e ect). H owever, as the coupling firther increases, counterions

36



(=0 (=05 (=25 (=75 (=15

Figure 23: Sinulation snapshots ofa PE wih N = 50 m onom ers in a cubic box of diameter D =a = 100
for various values of the coupling param eter . a) Radius of gyration R g=a, b) average rescaled num ber of
condensed counterions N =N , and ¢) polarizability ~= ks T =(gea)? fora PE ofm onom er numberN = 50
and box sizesD =a = 200 (stars),D =a = 100 (diam onds), D =a = 50 ( lled triangles).

condense on the PE, decrease the repulsion betw een m onom ers and the PE starts to shrink. F inally, at very
large electrostatic coupling, the PE is collapsed to a closepacked, alm ost chargeneutral condensate which
contains m ost of its counterions. A sin ilar sequence is experim entally seen w ith synthetic PE sR29] and
DNA R30, 231, 232]. Thisweltknow n behavior is visualized n Fig23 where we show in the top panela few
snapshots of a Brownian dynam ics sin ulation fora PE chain wih N = 50 m onom ers for di erent values of
the Coulom b param eter

= %=a (72)

where a is the diam eter of m onom ers and counterions (which are both m odelled as hard soheres) and g is
the valence of m onom ers and counterions (which are the same). The PE behavior is best quanti ed by the
radius of gyration R 4, de ned as

1 X
2N 2

2

h  g)i= hr;i  Reom )1 (73)

1
2 _ il
Ry = N
i3=1 i=1
where the sum includes PE monom ers only and Ry, denotes the center of m ass .n rescaled coordinates
de ned as

1 ¥
Reom = N_ ‘ ri: (74)
i=1
T he rescaled radius of gyration in Fig23a show s for the various box sizes used a m axinum at 3=2.In

the sin ulations, the PE and all counterions are con ned in a cubic box ofwidth D . There is a system atic
trend in the data show ing that the radius of gyration is Jarger for largerbox sizes. T his can be understood by
studying the degree of counterion condensation. T he num ber of condensed counterions (rescaled by the total
num ber of counterions), N =N , is shown in Fig23b and depends weakly on the box size D : T he bigger the
box the an aller the num ber of condensed counterions. W e rather arbitrarily de ne a counterion as condensed
when its center is closer than 2a to any m onom er center, ie. when there is at least one m onom er closer
than two tin es the diam eter (we checked that our results depend only very weakly on the precise distance
chosen to discrin lnate between condensed and uncondensed counterions). Since the num ber of condensed
counterions goes dow n w ith Increasing box size, it is fairly easy to understand that the e ective PE repulsion
goes up and thus the radius of gyration increases. T he solid lines in Fig23b denote the standard M anning
prediction for the num ber of condensed ions[145] corrected by the nite length ofthe PEsR33].
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Figure 24: PE snapshots for xed Coulomb param eter = 10 and box size D =a = 100 and various rescaled

eld strengths, exhibiting an unfolding transition at E' = geak =kg T 0#4. a) Rescaled end-to-end radiuis
Re=L,where L = aN , b) num ber of condensed counterionsN =N , and c¢) relative m cbility ofPE m onom ers
forbox sizesD =a = 200 (stars),D =a= 100 (diam onds), D =a = 50 ( lled triangls) or = 10.

In Fig23c the polarizability according to the uctuation-dissipation theorem ,

ke T P21
@a)? 3(gea)?

(75)

isshown. The dipolem om ent ofthe com plex is denoted by P and ism easured w ith respect to the PE center
ofm ass. T he resultant polarizability show s a strong dependence and qualitatively follow s the trend of the
radius of gyration shown in Fig23a. T he classical result for the polarizability ofa sphere w ith radiusR and
unifom I distributed charge Q around an opposite point charge Q% is orQ = Q%givenby = 4 R 3[32]
or, In rescaled units with R = R=a, ~= R3= . Identical results are obtained from the C lausiusM ossotti
equation B3] or using di erent, m ore com plicated charge distributions. In fact, by com paring the radiis of
gyration and the polarizability, one can show that these sin ple relations also hold for the collapsed PE chain.
A 11 these phenom ena concem the static, equilbriuim behavior of PEs. In electrophoretic experin ents,
PE s are sub Ect to extemal electric elds and the resulting m obility ism easured R34, 235]. Such techniques
are widely used to separate DNA and charged proteins according to their m olecular weight. In these sit—
uations, the electric eld induces m otion of ions and PE s, thus dissipation of energy, and one is facing a
non-equilbrium problm . In the follow Ing, we brie y discuss the e ects ofelectric eldson PE condensates.
In contrast to previous theories, w here the counterions are not taken into account explicitly or their coupling
to the PE is rather weak 36, 237, 238], we start from a strongly coupled (collapsed) P E-counterion system
and investigate the resultant e ects for large electric elds (ie. far from equilibbrium ). W e choose a C oulom b
coupling of = 10.Fig24 showsa few snapshots for increasing eld strength, exhibiting an unfolding tran—
sition of the PE condensate at a critical eld strength. T he non-equilbrium unfolding transition m anifests
itselfas a rather abrupt increase of the rescaled end-to-end radiisR =L, which in Fig24a isshown for = 10
and various box sizes as a function ofthe rescaled applied eld E' = geaE =kg T . The contour length of the
PE isdenoted by L . T he num ber of condensed counterions in the high— eld extended con guration exhibitsa
dram atic dependence on the box size, see F ig. 24b. It approxin ately equals the ratio ofpolym er length and
box size, N =N L=D , since the counterions in the largeelectric- eld lin i are distrdbuted alm ost evenly
along the electric— eld direction. In the absence of interactions between PE m onom ers and counterions,
or In the lin i of In nie dilution, the electrophoretic m obility  (which is equivalent to the conductivity)
equals the bare m obility ( for all charged particles. In Fig. 24c we show the PE m onom er m obility for
di erent box sizes as a function of the extemal eld. For small elds the m obility is alm ost zero, ie., the
condensed counterions slow down the PE considerably. A sthe eld strength increases, the rescaled m cbility
= o slow Iy approachesunity. T his is an extrem e exam ple ofthe W ien e ect, which was originally observed
for sin ple electrolyte solutions. It transpires that the non-equilbrium e ect of strong extemaldriving elds
can, together w ith strong electrostatic interactions, lead to qualitatively new features such as eld-driven
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Figure 25: Snapshots for an elastic, sem i exdble rod, characterized by a bare persistence length Yy, that is
driven down In a quiescent, viscous liquid by a total force F that is acting equally on allm onom ers. T he
stationary shapes are obtained for rescaled driving forces of L°F = (%Yks T )= 760,76,7.6, from top to bottom .
Hydrodynam ic e ects lead to a deform ation and, consequently, to an ordentation of the rod.

conformm ational transitions and com plex dissolution. At a critical eld strength, a collapsed PE unfolds and
ordents in the direction ofthe eld. Since the PE m obility is expected to change drastically at the unfolding
transition, this transition should be detectable by m obility m easurem ents and in tum could be used for
e cient sgparation of PE s ofdi erent length 233].

So far we neglected hydrodynam ic e ects, that m eans that the ow can freely penetrate the polym er
and no hydrodynam ic interactions occur when ob Fcts m ove past each other. C larly, one would expect a
w hole num ber of interesting kinetic e ects to tum up when polym ersm ove in strong elds in viscous uids.
P robably the m ost basic e ect concems a hydrodynam ic m echanisn for the orientation ofpolym ers as they
m ove through quiescent liquids. The argum ents presented above show that charged polym ers align along
their Iong axis along an electric eld. W hat happens when hydrodynam ics are taken into account?

For orthotropic bodies, that is for bodies wih three mutually orthogonal planes of symm etry such
as cylinders, the hydrodynam ic coupling term between translational and rotational m otion vanishesP39].
This resul is valid only in the hydrodynam ic lim it of sm all Reynolds num bers (ie. sm all bodies and low
velocities), which is the relevant regin e for alm ost all viscous solvent e ects of nanoscopic m aterdals. Tt
In plies that a rigid cylindricalparticle, such as a rod-like synthetic or biologicalpolym er, that is driven by
a hom ogenous extemal force (e it gravitational or electric in the case when the partick is charged) and as
a result ismoving through a quiescent uid, is hydrodynam ically not ordiented in any particular way: the
ordentational distribution function w ill be uniform , not favoring parallel or perpendicular orientation w ith
regpect to the direction of motion. In contrast, for elastic rods hydrodynam ic e ects lad to a bending
and therefore reduction in symm etry 240, 241, 242]. The hydrodynam ic translationalrotational coupling
becom es nite and in consequence sedin enting rods ordent perpendicularly to the direction ofm otion. This
is graphically illustrated in Fig 25 where we show stationary shapesofa sam i exble polym er that ism oving
dow nw ards under the action ofa force acting uniform ¥ on the m onom ers. T he structures are obtained w ith
a simulation code that takes hydrodynam ics into acocount on the Stokes or creeping— ow level, ncliding
the e ects of elasticity and them al uctuationsP42]. T he relevant param eters are the m echanicalbending
rigidiy, expressed in term s ofthe bare persistence length Y, the totalforce acting on the rod, F , related to an
electric eldE viaF = geEN , and the length L. T he structures depicted in Fig 25 are obtained for rescaled
driving forces of L?’F=(%Zkg T) = 760, 76,7.6, from top to bottom . It is seen that the rod is defom ed, but
also that it is ordented w ith respect to the direction ofm otion. Them echanisn is quite sin ple to understand:
T he extemal force drives all m onom ers in the sam e way; due to hydrodynam ic interactions, the e ective
force pushing the rod is larger in the m iddle of the rod than at the two ends, because the m iddle receives
hydrodynam ic thrust from both sides ofneighboring segm ents. T his In balance in driving thrust is balanced
by an elastic deform ation, the rod bends. The rod bending reduces the symm etry and hydrodynam ically
couples transhtionaland rotationaldegrees of freedom . T he shift betw een the center of force (ie. m ass) and
hydrodynam ic stress produces an orienting torque, and as a resul the bent rod is oriented perpendicularly to
the direction ofm otion w ith the opening pointing backw ards. Since allm aterials have nite elastic m oduli,
this hydrodynam ic ordentation m echanisn is universal and should be directly observable for sedin enting
rods in an ultracentrifige43]. In an ultracentrifiige, one can infer the change in average orientation since
the m obility of a perpendicular long rod is an aller by a factor of two as com pared w ith the m obility of a
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parallel rod. A variation in orientation can be induced by either changing the rod length or the driving eld
strength, the com plete scaling functions (incliding num erically determ ined prefactors) are reported in R42].
T he average orientation of a variety of charged rod-lke particles (such as Tobacco-M osaicP44] and FD
virusesP45], ordi erent synthetic polyelectroltesP46]) in electric eldshasbeen determ ined in birefringence
experim ents. T he anisotropic electric polarizability favors an ordentation w ith the direction ofthe m axim al
polarizability parallel to the electric eld, as seen in Fig24. T he largest contrbution to the polarizability is
fumished by the easily deform able counterion cloud accom panying each charged particles, which ism axin al
along the long axis of the particlke247, 233]. As a resul, charged rod-lke particlkes are (at not too low
elds) oriented in parallel w ith the electric eld. This is called the nom al birefringence of charged rods.
Anom alous birefringence, m eaning perpendicular orientation of rods, is typically obtained for long particls,
low salt concentration or particle concentrations beyond m utual overlap R46, 245, 248] and at present only
partially understood R49]. Tt seam s lkely that the anom alous electric birefringence of charged polym ers is
caused by the above-m entioned hydrodynam ic orientation in caseswhen the typically m uch stronger electric
polarizability orientation is weakened due to the overlap or evaporation of counterion clouds.

9 Charge regulation

So far we treated surface charges as xed and invariable and only considered Coulomb interactions (and
possbly excluded-volum e interactions) betw een charged groups and counterions. In an aqueous environm ent,
allchem icalgroupsare Interacting chem ically w ith each other, and in speci ¢, there isa certain binding energy
that isreleased when eg. a proton isbinding to an acidic rest and m aking it charge neutralwhich goes beyond
the Coulom b potential. W e w illdealw ith the m icroscopics ofthese binding forces In Section 11 where we w ill
In fact determ ine binding energies using quantum -m echanical m ethods. For the present consideration we
shallassum e that an equilbrium reaction constant exists which controls the reaction betw een the dissociated
(charged) state and the associated (uncharged) state ofa chem ical surface group. T he chem ical equilbbrium
between the charged and uncharged versions of the surface groups can be tuned by the pH of the solution,
which isam easure ofthe bulk concentration ofprotons. Strong acids are typically fully charged w hereasweak
acids are only partially charged at nom alconditions (H 7) . E kectrostatic repulsion betw een neighboring
charged groups tends to decrease the e ective charge of an ob gct, sinhce the charge repulsion acts lke
a chem ical potential favoring association. A nother way of looking at this is to realize that the counterion
concentration in the vicinity ofa surface group Increasesw hen there are other charged surface groups closeby;
this concentration increase of counterions (@m ong them protons) drives the dissociation reaction backw ards.
T hisrepulsion e ect is strongerat low sal concentrations (ie. for long-ranged electrostatic interactions) 250].
T he situation ism ore com plicated at dielectric boundaries251] orwhen charged m acroions interact w ith each
otherR52, 253], since here the charge on each group is Interacting w ith its in m ediate neighbors but also
w ith Im age charges and charged groups on m acroions In the vicinity. In this Section we explicitly consider
a charged polym er, w here charged groups are arrayed on a line, and a charged surface which consists of an
ordered tw o-din ensional array of dissociable surface groups. In order to treat the e ects ofadded salt on a
m anageable Jevel, we use screened D ebye-H uckel O H) interactionsbetween allcharges, vpy (r) = s e F=r.
A surface group, which in all that follow s is assum ed to be an acid, can be either charged (dissociated)

or neutral (associated), which is described by a chem ical reaction

AH +H,0F A +Hs0" (76)

where AH denotes the associated (heutral) acidic group and A denotes the dissociated (charged) group.
At in nite dilution, the Jaw ofm ass action relates the concentrations to the equilbrium constant

« _ B JH:0"] o)

RHIH,01"

Since the water concentration is form ost purposes a constant, one de nes an acid-equilbrium constant as

128 ][H30+]
K K H,0] ] (78)

which now hasunits of concentration. D e ning the negative comm on logarithm ofthe H 30 * concentration
and the acid constantaspH = og,H30" JandpK , = Iog, K 4, the Jaw ofm assaction can be rew ritten
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Figure 26: Scheam atic representation of the geom etry used in the chargeregulation m ean— eld theory. a) A
straight polyelectrolyte chain consists ofN dissociable m onom ersw hich can be either charged or neutral. b)
A two-din ensional surface contains dissociable surface groups that are positioned on som e regular lattice,
here chosen to be a square lattice. T he nearestneighbor distance in both cases is a.

as B ERH ]= 10°% PRa The degree ofdissociation ,denedas = B E(RHI]+ B 1), Plowsas

1

T 1+ 10°K. pE 7
Letus rst considerthe case ofa single charged polym er or polyelectrolyte PE).In the present sin pli ed
m odel, we neglect conform ational degrees of freedom ofthe PE and assum e a straight polym er consisting of
N monom ersw ith a bond length (ie. distance between dissociable groups) a, as isdepicted in F ig. 26a. T his
m odel is applicable to sti PEs and for strongly adsorbed PE s, since they are indeed at. The statistical
m echanics of this problem is quite Involved as it involves sum m ation over all possible charge distribbutions

on the line; the partition function reads X
Z = e " (80)

fsig=0;1

w here the H am iltonian (in units of kg T ) is for m onovalent m onom ers de ned as

X X
H = si+ sisyvor @1 JI 81)

i >3

and s; is a spin variable which is 1 (0) if the ith m onom er is charged (uncharged). T he chem icalpotential
for a charge on a m onom er is given by

= 2303®H pKy) 3§ : 82)

The rst tem is the chem ical free energy gained by dissociation, which contains the chem ical binding
energy including Coulom b attraction between acidic rest and proton and also the concentration of protons
as explained above; the second term is the sum ofthe selfenergies of the released proton and the dissociated
acid. T he selfenergy of a single charge follow s from the expression

Vpu (r) B =r

Im, > = B =2; (83)

w here the bare Coulomb self energy which is a divergent constant) has been subtracted; i m easures the
free-energy gain associated w ith the build-up of the counterion cloud. It can be derived by integrating the
electrostatic eld energy over the entire space, or, which is sin pler, by a them odynam ic charging procedure.
A 11di erent charge distrdbutions are explicitly summ ed in Eg.(80), which together w ith the long-ranged
Interaction vpy (r) between charged m onom ers m akes the problem di cul. From the partition function,
Eg.(80), one derives the rescaled free energy per monomer, £ = In @ )=N , from which the fraction of
chargedm onom ersiscbtained as = @f=Q . P reviously, sin flarproblem shavebeen solved using continuous
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m ean— eld theory 50, 254, 255], restriction to only nearest-neighbor repulsionsP56, 257, 258, 259] and
com puter sin ulationsP60, 261]. In the presence of long-ranged charge repulsions, how ever, nearest-neighbor
approxin ations break down, whilk the continuous m ean— eld theories neglect the short-range structure of
the charged species (they do not know about the m Inin al distance betw een dissociable sites). Sin ulations
provide accurate and speci c answ ers, but for practicalpurposes a closed-formm solution In term sofa formula
is desirable. Lattice m ean— eld theory provides a sin ple close-form solution to the problem ; the accuracy of
this approach has been dem onstrated by extensive com parison w ith exact enum erations 253] . To proceed,
onede nesa variationalH am iltonian which ischosen to be so sin ple that closed—form solution ofthe partition
function is possible. Standard m ean— eld theory em ploys a singlesite H am iltonian of the form
X
Ho=nh Si (84)

w ith h being an as yet undeterm ined variational param eter. T he variational free energy is de ned as
fvar= Lo+ H Holg (85)

where f; = h@ eP) isthe free energy per site of the variational Ham iltonian. A Il expectation values
appearing in the variational free energy can be explicitly calculated. D ue to its construction, the variational
Ham iltonian is a strict upper bound to the true free energy, ie. fyar f, and therefore the best possble
estin ate ofthe true free energy is reached by m inin izing f,5, ) w ith respect to the variationalparam eterh.
The resultant free energy fy ¢ = m iny fi4, ) is the m ean— eld approxim ation, from which the m ean- eld

dissociation degree can be calculated via the already presented formula = Qf y p=@ . The resultant

expression has been extensively com pared w ith exact enum eration studies and found to be very accurate,
egpecially at low sal concentration P53]. T he result can be given as an im plicit expression,

= 2303 H PKa)+ 5 =T 1 + (86)
which can num erically or graphically be inverted. Here,
)é‘ 2\ )é‘ e a n
B \ a
=2 wa Ma)= N = 2(3=a)n@ e %) @®7)

n=1 n=1

is the charge regulation param eter which takes chargerepulsion between neighboring m onom ers into ac-
count. It has the lim iting behavior ' 2(g=a)In(a) or a! Oand ' 2( g=a)e 2 Por a 1.
For = 0 (ocbtaihed for large salt concentration a 1) the usual 'law -ofm ass-action’ dissociation be—
havior is obtained, for > 0 the dissociation is much reduced. It is interesting to com pare our resul
Eg.(86) with previous heuristic form ulas which include the e ects of charge repulsion on the dissociation by
phenom enological tting param eters262, 263]. O ur expression isdi erent, but in fact not m ore com plicated.

In Fig27a the fraction of charged m onom ers is presented for a polyacid w ith m onom erseparation a =
025nm , as applicabl to vinyHoased polym ers, for xed pH PKa = 2;3;4 (from bottom to top) as function
ofthe screening length in thebulk. A siswellknown, the dissociation forallbut very high salt concentrations
(@all 1) is ncom plkte and frther decreases w ith ncreasing !, a phenom enon called charge regulation .
Asamaln resul, even rather strong PE s are only partially charged at low salt concentrationsP50] where
w e have not taken additional com plications due to chem icalbinding ofm etal ions into account 258, 2641]).

On a two-din ensional surface, the m ean— eld formm alisn works jist aswell. The only m odi cation con—
cems the charge requlation param eter , which now takes interactions of one charge w ith all neighbors in
tw o dim ensions into account. A ssum ing the dissociable sites to be located on a 2D square lattice w ith lattice
constant a, as schem atically depicted in F ig26b, it is given by

® ® P

| S —
Y a m?+n?
= Wy ( m?2+ n%a)= —
a

® #®

e
88)

2 2z
n= 1 m= 1 n= 1 m= 1 m<+n

In contrast to the one-din ensionalcase, the doubl sum (where the origin is exclided) cannot be perform ed
exactly. Shoe we are m ostly Interested In the behavior whenPthe scre@njng length jsP'large, we can use the
1 1 1

isotropic form of the sum m and and m ake the sin pli cation L—1 and obtain the
result

n= 1 m= 1

- (89)
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Figure 27: a) M ean- eld resuls for the dissociation fraction ofa poly-anion in the bulk w ith m onom er
separation a = 025nm for xed pH PKa = 2;3;4 (from bottom to top) as a function of the screening
length . Db) D issociation fraction of charge groups on a surface w ith Jateral group separation ofa = lnm
for xed pH PKa = 2;3;4 (from bottom to top) as a function of the screening length L,

with the linits ’ 2 ‘gp=(a?) brlow sak a! Oand ' 2 ‘pe 2=a for high sakt a 1. The
m aln di erence to the 1D case is the behavior for sm all salt concentrations or large screening lengths, where
the coupling is much larger and thus the dissociation is even fiirther reduced as com pared to the 1D case.
T his is dem onstrated in Fig27b, where we show the dissociation fraction of charge groups, , on a surface
as a function of the screening length ! for xed pH PKa = 2;3;4 (from bottom to top) . W e chose a
lateral surface group separation ofa = 1lnm which ismuch larger than the charge distance for the polym er
In Fig27a, which re ects that surface charges are typically m ore sparse than charges on polyelectrolytes.
Still, the surface dissociation is highly reduced, especially for large screening lengths where the interaction
betw een groups that are distant com es into play. C om paring the 1D and 2D case one indeed sees that on
the surface the dissociation degree drops faster as the screening lengths increases, which has to do w ith the
functional dependence of the charge requlation param eter on a (ihverse power law In 2D as opposed to
logarithm ic in 1D ).

In summ ary, charge regulation happens and reduces the charge of all ob fcts w ith dissociable surface
groups, especially at low salt concentrations. Tt should be taken into account especially when interactions
between charged ob fcts are considered. In M D sin ulations of weakly acidic groups, force elds have to be
used which take the chem icalbinding e ects into account. Q uantum —chem istry m ethods can be of help, as
they allow to detemm ine those chem icalbinding forces, as w illbe explained in Section 11.

10 W ater at hydrophobic substrates

In the sinpli ed m odels used In the previous sections the presence of water was accounted for only by
the presence of a uniform relative dielectric constant w ith the value " = 78. A s is routinely done in m ost
theoretical considerations, no other water e ects were iIncluded, which works form any cases, but especially
at surfaces is a highly questionable concept, as w illbe discussed now . For very large non-polar ob cts or in
the lim iting case ofa planar hydrophobic substrate In contact w ith water, it is known since a long tin e that
the water density is reduced at the hydrophobic surface and the structure of the interfacial w ater is very
di erent from the bulk 265, 266, 267]. C learly, this has in portant consequences for allm aterial constants
characterizing the solution (dielectric constant, viscosity, screening length, pK ;) close to the surface. Tt
seam s fair to say that w ithout a proper characterization ofthe behavior ofw ater at hydrophobic surfaces, no
true understanding of the properties of such surfaces and their interactions w illbe possible. Q uite possibly,
m any of the features Interpreted as being inherent to surfaces them selves, m ight in fact re ect properties
of the Interfacial water layer Instead (eg. protein adsorption resistivity R68], zeta potentialsP69], surface
potentials70], polym eradsorption energiesP71, 272], jast to mention a few). W e will now consider the
water density pro le close to a planar surface using M olecular D ynam ics (M D) simulations. In M D, one
basically integrates N ew ton’s equation ofm otion for an assambly ofm olecules or atom s, using heuristically
chosen force param eterizations. T he constant pressure ensem ble is realized by adjisting the system volum e.
For sin plicity, we only consider neutralwalls, and in order to bring out the consequences of the presence of

43



PP sutt ]
7]

“H

& 2 of o &
Z famif

Figure 28: a) Snapshot oftheM D sin ulation ofa planar hydrophobic slab (m ade up of 64 akane m olcules)
In contact w ith a water slab, consisting 0of2781 SPC /E waterm olecules. b) N om alized density pro e ofthe
hydrophobic alkane slab (dotted line, in the m iddle) and the water layers (solid line, to the kft and to the
right) at constant pressure of 1 bar and tem perature T= 300K . T he broken line denotes U (z), the laterally
averaged Lenard-Jones potential £l by the water m olecules n units of kg T . The system was them alised
for 100 ps and averaged for 2 ns. c) Localelectrostatic potential across the w ateralkane interface, exhbiting
a potential drop of about 0.5 Volts.

a wallm ost clearly, we dealw ith the special case of a very hydrophobic wall

T he work describbed here wasm otivated by recent scattering experim ents w here the w ater density deple—
tion at planar non-polar substrates was determm ined. A s the m ain resul of those experim ents, it was shown
that the e ective depltion thickness (de ned as the thickness of a step-like depletion layer consisting of
vacuum w ith the sam e integrated depleted am ount as the rounded and sm eared-out depletion pro les found
In experin ents) is roughly 2.5 A ngstrom s on hydrophobic poly-styrene substrates273] and 5 A ngstrom s on
hydrophobic selfassem bled m onolayers74] using neutron re ectivity m ethods, and about 1 A ngstrom on
para n substratesusing X -ray re ectivity m easurem entsP75]. T he reason forthe discrepanciesam ong di er—
ent experin ents is not well understood, but since the strength ofwater depletion is reduced w ith decreasing
radius of curvature of the hydrophobic solutesR76], it is clear that surface roughness is one in portant factor
(am ong m any others, as eg. sn all traces of attractive interactions between wall and water m olecules) and
w ill, if present, reduce the depleted am ount.

In the sin ulations, we built up the hydrophobic substrate by self assem bled alkane chains which seem s
to be an acoeptable representation of the substrate structure used In recent experim entsP73, 274, 275].
In Figure 28a) a snapshot of the M D simulation is shown, which serves to illustrate the geom etry of the
system R76]. The akane m olecules form a com pact slab in the m iddle of the sinulation box. They are
only allowed to uctuate In the z-direction and thus allow for fast pressure equilbration. The water slab
has a thickness of about 4 N anom eters, which should be large enough such that buk water properties are
reproduced. W e therefore Interpret our results asbeing caused by the single hydrophobic substrate { water
Interface and neglect interactions between the two interfaces through the nie water slab.

In Figure 28b) we show the nom alized densities of the akane slkb (dotted line) and the water layer
(solid line) at atm ospheric pressure and at a tem perature T= 300K . It is clearly seen that between the alkane
slab and the water layer a region of reduced density appears. The density pro ls are calculated using
point-like atom ic form factors and denote the nuclar density; they therefore correspond to what would
be seen In a neutron scattering experin ent. The broken line denotes the laterally averaged interaction
potential due to the akane slab, In other words, this is the potential energy felt by the water m olecules.
At room tem perature and nom alpressure, we obtain for the depletion thickness of a planar hydrophobic
substrate the value d, = 2:565 A, which is of the order of the length obtained in recent neutron scattering
experim entsP73, 274] and tw ice the length obtained w ith X -rays at hydrophobic substratesP75]. In Fig.
28c the electrostatic potential across the interface is shown to change by about 0.5 V, which is due to the
aln ost com plete ordentation of the topm ost w ater layer.

W hatdo these results in ply orcharged surfaces? M any ofthe charged surfacesused in experin ents are in
fact, ifone forgets about the charged groups foram om ent, ofhydrophobic nature. Let us assum e for the sake
of argum ent that the hydrophobic e ects discussed above persist, even when charges are present. A layer of
reduced water density at such surfacesm eans that the e ective dielectric constant is reduced; this suggests
that i) the association-dissociation equilbrium of surface charges is perturbed and ii) that electrostatic
Interactions at hydrophobic surfaces in generalm ight be stronger than anticipated based on sim plerm odels.
The viscosity at the surface will m ost lkely be reduced which m ight be inportant in connection w ith
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electrokinetic e ects. F inally, the polarity ofthe top water layer is such that in principle (ie. neglecting ion—
w ater interactions) negative ions should be preferentially adsorbed on the surface. T his is lndeed bome out
by recentM D sim ulationsR77], which howeverdem onstrated an additionalsubtle dependence on the presence
of lonic polarizabilities. For interactions between charged surfaces it is conceivable that the hydrophobic
attraction due to the overlap of the depletion layersm ight very well dom inate the resulting behavior.

11 TIon-speci ce ects

In the preceding sections, ions were either treated as point-like or as hard spheres. H owever, as has been
recently reviewed [31, 278], a large num ber of phenom ena in colloid, polym er, and interface science that
nhvolve electrolytes show pronounced ion-speci city, as categorized in the fam ous Hofn eister seriesR79,
280, 281, 282, 283]. A strking experin ental exam ple of counterion speci ciy is obtained for the cationic
surfactant discussed in Section 3. Exchanging the Brom ine ion in DDAB by a Chlorine ion, the phase
diagram changes dram atically and the phase coexistence disappears com pletely 40]1? A subset of these
unresolved issues is typically associated w ith the so-called hydrophobic force, a rather longranged at-
traction between hydrophobic surfaces, which is much stronger than predicted from standard van-der-
W aals calculations and is also strongly ion-type-dependentR84]. P revious theoretical explanations invoked
solvent-structure e ectsP85, 286, 287, 288, 289], and surface-speci ¢ ion interactionsR90, 291] or charge—
regulation phenom ena 292]. T he presence of excess ionic polarizabilities w as proposed to lead to corrections
to the usual van-derW aals interaction energy, which could be one of the factors detem ining ion-speci c
InteractionsP93, 294, 295, 296]. But i was also shown that even w ith pure Coulom b Interactions, one ob—
tains strong deviations from the standard m ean- eld approaches if one takes into account that the charge
distrdbution on all charged surfaces is laterally m odulated b4, 124, 125, 127, 128]. Speci cally, the counte—
rion density right at a charged surface which for a hom ogeneously charged surface and In the absence of
additional interactions is exactly given by E g.(15) because of the contact-value theoram ) is fora m odulated
surface charge distribbution increased. Surfacecharge inhom ogeneities in that sense act lke additional at—
tractive interactions between surfaces and ions, but it should be clear that all the above-m entioned e ects
are present sin ultaneously. It is therefore not easy to disentangle these various factors, especially since
experim entally one typically m easures m acroscopic quantities such as surface tension, ionic activities, ionic
oan otic coe cients, etc. and not ionic distribution fiinctions from which e ective interactions between ions
and surfaces could be deduced. A s an additional com plication, com puter sin ulations, which would inclide
all above m entioned e ects, are still di cult to perform , even using coarsegrained m odels where one re—
places explicit solvent by som e suitably chosen dielectric constant plus solvent-induced e ective interactions
between solute m olecules. O ne therefore has to rely on various approxin ations, and it is often not easy to
tell to what degree the approxin ation or the m odel param eters are responsible or the outcom e.

How do we expect Ion-speci c e ects to com e Into play on a m icroscopic level? At any charged surface,
one has chem ical groups which carry m ost of the surface charge, ie., at which location the charge density
is Jocally Increased. The counterions (or any other oppositely charged molcul) will, due to Coulomb
Interactions, be on average quite close to these surface groups (in fact m uch closer than would be predicted
according to P oisson-B oltzm ann theory assum ing a laterally hom ogeneous surface charge, com pare Section
4), and it seem s natural to sum ise that it is the interaction between oppositely charged chem ical groups
that will be m ost susceptidble to chem ical speci city. This is not to say that solvent e ects (ie. water
structuring which of course is di erent for di erent ion types) is unin portant, on the contrary, but it does
not m ake sense to separate solvent-induced e ects from the bare interactions between oppositely charged
groups. O ne experim entalexam plew here the speci city isexhibited very clearly isw ith AFM experin ents for
polyelectrolytes adsorbed on a variety of di erent substrates and in di erent electrolyte solutionsP71, 272],
w here the plateau desorption force can be directly converted into the binding energy per unit length.

11.1 Interactions between ions

Fortunately, progress in the available quantum -com putationalm ethodology allow s to calculate e ective in—
teractions between charged species in an essentially ab-initio m annerR97], ncliding solvent e ectsR98]. A s
a prototype for the e ects studied, we show In Fig29 ab-initio results for the interaction between a sodium

12T hisisdi cult to understand based on dispersion or polarization e ects, since their com bined contribution to the e ective
inter-ionic potential in water is quite sm all. The reason for the big di erence in the surfactant phase diagram is probably a
steric coordination e ect, allow ing it for one of the ions to com e into close contact w ith the cationic surfactant head region.
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Figure 29: Top panel: Surfaces of constant electron densiy (roughly corresponding to the densiy at the
Pauling surface) for three di erent values of the distance D between a sodium (to the right) and a chloride
jon (to the left) in vacuum . a) Interaction energy obtained using H artreeFock wih a T ZV basis set (open
diam onds) and including electron-correlations on the M P 2 level (open stars). b) D pole m om ent divided by
distance as a function ofthe ion distance, indicating that the two ionsare fully charged for large separations.
c) N on-coulom bic interaction obtained by subtracting the Coulomb energy from the data in a). Note that
a desgo m nimum is present which can be explained by the charge-induced dipol interaction (solid line) for
large distances. T he dispersion interaction (dotted line) is irrelevant for all distances. A lldata are obtained
n vacuum .

and a chloride ion In vacuum . In Fig29a we show the resulting interaction energy between the two ions as
a function of their m utual distance in unis of kg T . The open diam onds are obtained using H artreeFock
HF) methods, ie. each electron sees a m ean-charge-distrbution due to the other electrons, otherw ise the
Schrodinger equation is explicitly solved for all 28 electrons involved (treating the nuclkiasbeing xed), us—
Ing an expansion In T ZV basis functions w ith added polarization and di use wave functions. T he open stars
denote resuls where electron correlationshave been taken into account on the one-loop level HF-M P 2), the
energy is slightly lower. O ne would expect that m ost of the long-ranged attraction seen in Fig29a is due to
the Coulom b attraction between the separated charges on the two ions. To m ake that notion quantitative,
we rst have to nd out how much charge is transferred between the two ions. In Fig29% we plot the ratio
of the dipole m om ent of the whole charge distrbbution (ncluding both ions and in units of the elem entary
charge) and the ion-ion separation as a function of the separation. This ratio can be Interpreted as the
e ective charge transfered between the two ions. It is seen that indeed charge transfer is alm ost perfect at
large distances In which lim it both ions are fully charged. For an aller distances polarization e ects lead to
a decrease of the transfered charge. In Fig29c we show the sam e data as In Fig29a but w ith the Coulomb
attraction v (r) = B =r subtracted (ote that the B prrum length in vacuum measures ¥ = 55:73nm ).
Q uite surprisingly, the resulting energy show s a pronounced attractive m inin um of depth ’ 10k T in a
distance range 025nm < D < 0#éAnm . Both HF and M P2 calculations give roughly the sam e result, the
di erence between the two can be viewed as an estin ate for the system atic error in the calculation (@n addi-
tional source of error is introduced due to the necessarily lncom plete basis setsused) . W hat is the reason for
this quite strong attraction between the ions? To them ind com e two contrbutions, nam ely the polarization
attraction due to the charge-induced dipole interaction and the van-derW aals interaction. Let us discuss
both In som e detail.

T he static polarizability of the isolated ions can be calculated using the sam e ab-initio m ethods by
applying a am allelectric eld and m easuring the induced dipole m om ent (or by m easuring the polarization
energy). We cbtain -5 =@ ") = 3:404 A% within HF and .; =@ "o) = 3%666 A3 withih HF-M P2 fr
theCl donand y.+=@ "o)= 0:i132A°3 within HF and .- =@ "o) = 0:143A° within HF M P2 for the
N a* Jjon. Other data are collected in Table 1. T he charge=induced dipok interaction between the C1 and
N a* ions is .n units ofkg T R99]

Blc1 * wat)

8 "Or4 (90)

Wing (r) =
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and isplotted In Fig29c as a solid line. Tt describes the ion-ion interaction quite well except for very an all
distances where the electron clouds overlhp strongly. So i seem s fair to say that corrections to the bare
Coulom b interaction between ions in vacuum Which hasbeen subtracted o in Fig29c) are at Jarge distances
m ostly dom inated by polarization e ects.

T he dispersion interaction between two atom s has been calculated using quantum -m echanical perturba—
tion theory 300, 301] and is given by (in units ofky T)

_ 3 c1 wva' 1 Iyar
Waisp (£) = 204 "0)2 (Lo, + Iy )r° G1)

where the lonization energies I of the two ions are measured in units of kg T also. For the ionization
potentialswe obtain using the sam e kevelofHF-M P2 the results I. ; = 13857k T and Iy ,+ = 18202ks T,
other data can be found in Tablk 1.1° The resulting dispersion interaction is plotted in F ig29c as a dotted
line. It is basically negligbe for the whole relevant range of distances. This tells us that the attraction
that appears In the quantum -m echanical calculation is at Jarge distancesm ostly due to polarization e ects.
It has to be considered as an in portant factor in the interaction between charged surfaces, since such
additional interactions between ions and surfaces lead to charge regulation and thus to varying e ective
surface chargesR70]. Likew ise, the interaction between ions in the bulk m odi es the osm otic coe cients,

the screening length, ionic activities and therefore gives an additional shift of the surfacegroup dissociation
equilbriim . Clearly, this interaction is highly speci ¢ and di erent for di erent ion types, especially at
an alldistances. A hand-w aving explanation why the very short-ranged properties of this interaction w illbe
In portant is that opposiely charged ions are squeezed together such that the electron orbitals overlap to a
degree w here quantum -m echanicale ects com e into play. T hism ight be intuitively understood by looking at
the electron-density contours shown in the upper panelin Fig29. In all three pictures, the electron densities
on the contour surfaces are the sam e and roughly corresoond to the density on the Pauling surfaces (the
Pauling ionic radius as deduced from crystal structures for the C1 ion isR.; ’ 0:48lnm and for the
N a" fon £ isRy .+ ’ 0095nm ). It is seen that for the range of distances w here the attraction is strongest
the electron distributions overlap. A sim ilar short-ranged interaction between ions had been Introduced in
an ad-hoc fashion in order to accurately t activity coe cients of akalihalide solutions[302, 303], but we

argue here that i is a general feature of oppositely charged groups and not restricted to sin ple ionsbut also
applies to the interaction between m acroscopic charged bodies. A sin ilar Interaction should also be present
for the case of sin ilarly charged ions, though here we would in general expect the e ects to be an all since
the Coulomb repulsion in this case willm ake close contacts between ions unlkely In the general case. In
previous theories w hich concentrated on water-structure e ects for electrolyte behavior, the bare interionic
potentialhas been typically regarded as rather structurelessR88]. It m ight be interesting to reconsider such
calculations by adding quantum -m echanical potentials as we have calculated.

Conversly, i is in portant w ithin our approach to critically check how the interaction we obtain will
be modied in the presence of water. To do so we perform ed HartreeFock calculations using the so—
called polarizable-continuum -m odel where the ions are embedded in spherical shells outside of which a
dielectric m edium w ith relative dielectric constant " = 7839 is assum ed. The choice of the radii of these
cavities is critical, we chose the caviy radiito be bigger than the Pauling radii of the ionsby a factor 1 2.
This m eans that the two dielectric cavities for the case of N at and C1 start touching at a distance of
D = 12(0:095nm + 0:181nm )= 0:331nm . The Schrodinger equation is then solved taking into account the
e ects of polarization chargesP98]. The open diam onds in Fig.30a represent the full interaction obtained
between the two ions. One notes that the long-ranged attractive tail has alm ost disappeared. T he solid
line corresponds to the Coulomb interaction between two unit charges with a relative dielectric constant
of " = 7839. This Coulomb potential is quite am all, which is understandable since the B frrum Jlength
now takes the value % ’ 0:7lnm . It is in portant to note that the true electrostatic interaction is quie
Involved because of the com plicated geom etry: for distances largerthan D = 0:331nm one hastwo ssparate
sphericaldielectric cavitieswhich are in m ersed in a high-dielectric background m In icking water. For an aller
distances, the spherical cavities overlap. The Coulom b interaction between two charges inside the cavities
show s a com plicated crossover from a weak interaction at large distances, characterized by a B errum length

13 It is instructive to com pare our ab-initio calculations w ith experim ental values. For ions only few data are available in the
literature. O ur ab-initio results for the polarizability and ionization potential of a neutralN a atom , which are well tabulated,
are ya=@ "g)= 25:04A° and Iy 5 = 5:086eV , which have to be com pared w ith the experin entalvalues y a=(4 "¢) = 23:6A°3
and Iy 5 = 5:139%V [R99]. The agreem ent is su cient for the present purpose. In the table one notes big di erences between
the data for ions and the corresponding neutral atom s. A pproxin ating ionic properties by the neutralatom data is therefore
a bad idea.
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Figure 30: a) Interaction energy between a sodiim and a chloride ion using H artree¥Fock m ethods and a
polarizable continuum m odelw ith param eters representing liquid water. O pen diam onds represent the full
Interaction energy in units ofkg T . T he solid line corresoonds to the C oulom b interaction between two unit
charges In a hom ogenousm aterial of relative dielectric constant of " = 78:39, which underestin ates the true
attraction considerably. b) D Ipole m om ent divided by distance as a function of the ion distance, indicating
that the two lons are filly charged already for interm ediate separations.

Tabl 1: Ab-initio results for ionization energies E i, and polarizabilities for various atom s and ions In
vacuum . The cavity radiiR o5 areby a factor 1 2 larger than the Pauling radii. The e ective ionic dielectric
constant " and the excess polarizabilities ., . at large frequencies and at zero frequency 2, . are caloulated
from the C lJausiusM ossotti/Lorenz-1.orentz equation, see text. T he shift of the jonization energy in water,

E ion s iscalculated using a sin ple B om self-energy m odel. For conversion, note that 16V = 96:4516kJ=m ol
and 1leV = 38:610kg T . Num bers in parantheses are experim ental values.

Ewn BV] ¢+ B’] Rey B " 5 B®) 7% B’] E un BV)
Li 537 (5.39) 249 (24 3)

Lit 75.0 0.022 0.72 1.186 -0.040 -0.18 -29.7
N a* 471 0.14 114 132 011 -0.72 -18.8

K* 315 081 1596 1.75 0.062 -1.97 -134

Fl 354 101 1.632 1.90 0195 =210 437

cl 359 367 2172 2.62 1.63 -4 .87 328

Br 13.6 (1181) 2.91 (3.05)

Br 339 6.61 234 419 429 591 3.04
N O, 3.69 469 245 240 1.88 -71.04 291
SCN 242 748 2.62 314 408 -845 2.2

H,O0 131 (145) 1.93 1.669 (1.78)

% / 07lnm, to a strong Interaction at distances am aller than the cavity-overlap distance, where the
B frrum Jlength becom es closer to the vacuum valie 3 = 55:73nm . This ism ore or less what one sees In
the data In Fig.30a. A s a consequence, the shortranged attraction is even stronger and now has a depth of
40kg T . Tt should be noted that this short-ranged attraction ism ostly due to them odi cation ofthe Coulomb
potential in the presence of dielectric boundaries (for sin ilarly charged ions, the e ective Interaction w illbe
predom nantly repulsive).

W hat would we expect for the charge-induced-dipole and the digpersion interaction in this case? To
m ake progress we rst need to evaluate the e ective dielectric constant of the ion-containing cavity, which
follow s from the C lJausiusM ossotti equation 33] (or the frequency-dependent analogue, the Lorenz-L.orentz
equation 32]) by

2=@"R)+1

" . 92
1 =(4 "OR3) ( )

For the chloride ion with R¢; / 02172nm and o; =@ ") = 3%666A° one obtains ".; ’ 2:#%62 and Pr
the sodim ion with Ry ,+ ’ 0:114nm and .- =@ "o) = 0:143A° one obtains "y .+ ’ 1:32, where these
num bers are equally valid in the static and dynam ic case. O ther resuls fordi erent atom sand ions are given
In Tabl 1. For the charge-induced dipole interaction what counts is the static excess polarizability of the
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ions in water, which again can be calculated from the inverted C lausiusM osotti/Lorenz-1.orentz equation,

exc=@ "o) = R3'im17water (93)

Al \l
ion t 2 w ater

and is denoted by . . and given in Table 1. Since water has a m uch higher static dielectric constant than
the ions, "0 ..., = 78:39, i is clear that the excess static polarizability is negative and thus the charge-
Induced dipole contribution to the interaction energy is repulsive. It is therefore ruled out as a possble
explanation for the observed attraction between the ions seen In the data in Fig30a. For the dispersion
interaction we have a static contrdbution, which is attractive but rather weak (since it is at m ost of the
order of 3kg T at contactR99]) and a dynam ic contribution. For the dynam ic dispersion interaction what
counts is the frequency-dependent dielectric constant of the ions, given above, and of water, which follow s
from the refractive index n ’ 133 as "} ... = n?’ 1:78. According to the Lorenz-Lorentz equation (93),
the excess polarizability is reduced, such that the dynam ic dispersion interaction w ill be even am aller than
the one n vacuum (Which is shown In Fig29c as a dotted line). To get explicit num bers for the dynam ic
excess polarizabilities of ions in water, we have calculated the high-frequency dielectric constant of water
w ithin our ab—initio technique using the sam e m ethod as for the ions. The result is "} .., = 1669 and thus
an aller than the experim entalvalie by 10 & (see Tablk 1). For consistency reasons, we have estin ated the

nite-frequency ion excess polarizabilities w ith the calculated value of the water dielectric constant. The
resultsare given in Tabl 1. T he resulting excess polarizabilities are alw ays an aller than the ones in vacuum .
W e also estim ate the ionization energies in the w ater environm ent using a sim ple Bom selfenergy argum ent.

For the anion, the ionization energy is ncreased by the tem
Eoion = (3°°  §°%9)=CRcay) (94)

which m easures the electrostatic selfenergy di erence of a charged sphere n vacuum and in water. The
vacuum B prrum length is given by 3¢ = 55:73nm and the B frrum length in water is ¥ *** = 071lnm .
For the cations, the ionization energy is reduced by the tem

Ein= @ 1) ¥2*)=0QRcy) (95)

w hich isthe selfenergy di erence ofa divalent and a m onovalent charged sphere In vacuum and in water. T he
resulting num ericalvalues are given In Tabl 1. The e ect ofthe ionization energy change on the dispersion
Interaction is roughly to Increase the dispersion strength by a factor oftwo (this ©llow s from the fact that
the sum ofionization energies in the denom nator ofequation (91) is dom inated by the larger cationic energy
w hich therefore cancels the cationic energy in the num erator). T he reduction of the polarizability in water
however is larger than the increase of the ionization termm , so that in essence the dispersion interaction
In water is even weaker than In vacuum . Sin ilarly to the situation in vacuum , therefore, the dispersion
Interaction is only a negligible contribution to the full interaction ocbtained w ithin the ab-initio calculation.
Asamain result, we nd that, ow ng to the shape and size dependent crossover of the e ective Coulomb
Interaction, the e ective interaction between ions in a polarizable continuum m edium is thus quite speci c
and depends sensitively on the shape and size ofthe ions. It ram ains to be checked how these resultsw illbe
m odi ed if discrete water m olecules are included in the calculation, but it seem s likely that speci ¢ short—
ranged interactions between oppositely charged chem ical groups play an inm portant role in the physics of
strongly charged system s.

11.2 D issociation constants

T he dissociation of an acid is a special case of the interaction between two oppositely charged ions, nam ely
the acidic rest group and the proton. W e w ill speci cally consider the dissociation of the carboxylic acid,
w hich has been quite extensively studied In the literature and serves as a good m odel to com pare di erent
approachesw ith each other[304, 305, 306]. T he basic chem ical reaction, according to the form ula Eq.(76), is
depicted in Fig.3la. In the quantum chem ical calculation we optin ize the confom ation of each 'm olecule’
and calculate the energy In the electronic and conform ational ground state. T he results for all energies for
a vacuum calculation of reaction a) are given in the rst row in Tabl 2. A Il energies are expressed in unis
ofkg T . The actual num bers are quite large, since all core electrons contribute. It is clear that in order to
extract thebinding energy ofthe proton, high precision isneeded since w e are interested in the am alldi erence
between large num bers. W e de ne the energy di erences E 5 = Ea Ea and E g = Ey 4 Ey , from
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Figure 31: D issociation reaction ofa carboxylicacid, n a) w thout bound waterand in b) w ith one associated
waterm olecule. In thePCM calculationsa cavity is form ed consisting of spheres centered at the heavy atom s.
O utside the cavity the dielectric constant is that ofw ater, Inside it takes the vacuum value.

which the binding energy isobtainedas E = E , + E gy .According to Eq.(78) the acidic dissociation
constant is
Ka=e " H20J (96)

or, after taking the negative com m on logarithm and using that the water concentration is roughly H ,0 ]=
55m ol=l,
E

PKa= 2303 1:74: 97)
The pK 5 that com es out from the vacuum calculation ispK ; = 122 and disagrees w ildly w ith the experi-
mentalvalue pK 5 = 3:77 for carboxylic acid 304, 305, 306]. The deviation is caused by the neglect of the
surrounding w ater, w hich tends to support the dissociation reaction (and thus lowersthe pK , value). In the
second row we show the reaction b) pictured in Fig.31, which involves one coordinated water m olecule but
otherw ise occurs in vacuum . The pK , is lowered down to pK 5 = 92:7 but is stillm uch too high. Building
larger and larger w ater clusters is possible, but not entirely satisfactory because the ordentational freedom of
liquid water is not preserved 1 a zero-tem perature quantum —chem istry calculation '* A s already described
In Section 11.1, the dielktric properties of water can be approxin ately taken into account by enclosing all
m olecules in a cavity outside ofwhich a dielectricm edium ispresent!® T he free param eter here is the radius
of the caviy, which consists of spheres that are centered around allheavy atom s. In the next our row s In
Tabl 2 we show a set of results w here the ratio between the P auling radii of the ions and the cavity radius
is changed from 12 (the standard value) down to 0.9. It is seen that a am aller cavity radius brings down
the pK ; value, until nally for a ratio of 0.9 a resul close to the experim ental value pK 4 3:77 is found.
In a previous calculation a sim ilar problem of obtaining agreem ent between experim ental pK ; values and
calculated ones was detected and discussed at length 306]. In a sense, we use the cavity radiis factor as
an adjistable param eter to reproduce experim ental resuls. It is in portant to note that we do not attach
m uch physicalsigni cance to this ad justm ent and leave the whole problem ofpredicting pK 5 values to future
Investigations. O ur heuristic view point is utilized In the last row of Tabl 2, where we show a calculation
where instead of the proton a sodiim atom is allowed to bind to the carboxylic acid. A s expected, the
resultant value pK 5 = 75 show s that sodiim binding can totally be neglected. But for di erent acids
and other ions the binding constants m ight well be such that chem icalbinding m ust be taken Into account

1In principle a C arP arrinello calculation, where the force elds in a M D sin ulation are detem ined quantum —chem ically,
would cure this problem [307]. H ow ever, the present-tim e accuracy of such calculations isnot su cient to predict absolute pK a
values. In principle, the proton should also be treated quantum -m echanically, as is indeed possible w ith ab-initio path-integral
sim ulations([308].

150 ther m ethods for evaluating polarizabilities based on ab-initio calculations are introduced in [309, 310, 311, 312].
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Tabl 2: Ab-iniio results for the ground-state energies nvolved In the dissociation ofa carboxylic acid. The

rst two row s are for the reactions a) and b) In vacuum , as shown in Fig3l. The next four row s are or
reaction a) but enclosed in a dielectric cavity, m in icking an aqueous environm ent. Here the cavity radius
scaling factor is changed from 12 to 0.9. The last row contains results for the binding ofa sodium ion. A1l
energies are given in units ofkBr .

Ea Ea Ea Ex En+ E g E PK o
reaction a) -198677 -198086 5914 -80025.0 803314 3064 2850 1220
reaction b) 578.9 3614 2175 92.7
a) caviy 12 482 2 4308 514 20 .6
a)caviy 1.1 4771 -437.6 395 154
a) cavity 1.0 4733 4454 280 104
a) cavity 0.9 471.9 4549 170 56
Na caviy 0.9 -13.1 =15

as a possble altemative to protonation events. O ne exam ple ncludes the case of Calciuim ion binding to
polyacrylic acids[313].

12 Summ ary and perspectives

A num ber of di erent siuations have been reviewed which have in comm on that electrostatic e ects play
a dom inant role. This is achieved for highly charged surfaces and for highly charged polym ers. Am ong the
m ost salient resultswe nd sin pl explanations for the puzzling phenom ena of attraction between sin ilarly
highly charged surfaces and overcom pensation of charged surfaces by adsorbing polyelectroltes. In general
tem s, i is the long—range nature of the Coulomb interaction which lies at the heart of these e ects. W e
also brie y tak about the e ect of electric elds on strongly coupled charged system s. For the speci c
case of a collapsed charged polym er, an electric eld induces m otion of ions and charged m onom ers and
for high enough elds disolves the com plex. T his is an intrinsic non-equilbrium phenom enon. Finally, the
Interaction between oppositely charged chem ical groups has been investigated using quantum -m echanical
ab-initio m ethods. Since In highly charged system s one often has intin ate contacts between such groups,
the short-ranged bonding we nd is quite relevant for the understanding of experin ents w here ion-speci c
e ects are present. One has only started to bridge the gap between the quantum -m echanical world at
an all distances and the m esoscopic world of prim tive m odels (where ions are replaced by hard spheres, and
the solvent by a dielectric constant plus possbly e ective Interactions between the ions). W hat needs to
be fully elucidated is the coupling between water structure close to ions and at charged surfaces and the
e ective Interaction between such charged groups, w hich probably involvese ective m any-body Interactions.
E xperin entally evidenced ion-speci c e ects will tum out to be a stringent test for such theories. Non-
equilbriim phenom ena are receivingm ore and m ore attention by theorists over the last years[314]. H ow ever,
the whole eld of electrophoresis and electroosm osis still contains m any open questions. T his is even m ore
true or non-stationary non-equilbrium siuations. Here sin ulation technigques are currently the m ethod of
choice, although eld-theoretic and other analytical tools w ill prove usefiil as well.
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