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T he phase behavior of charge-stabilized colloidal suspensions is m odeled by a com bination of
response theory for electrostatic interparticle interactions and variational theory for free energies.
Integrating out degrees of freedom of the m icroions (counterions, salt ions), the m acroion-m icroion
m ixture ism apped onto a one-com ponent system govemed by e ectivem acroion interactions. Linear
response of m icroions to the electrostatic potential of the m acroions resuls in a screened-C oulom b
(Yukawa) e ective pair potential and a onebody volum e energy, while nonlinear response m odi es
the e ective Interactions A .R .D enton, Phys. Rev. E 70, 031404 (2004)]. T he volum e energy and
e ective pair potential are taken as Input to a variational free energy, based on themm odynam ic
perturbation theory. For both linear and rst-order nonlinear e ective interactions, a coexistence
analysis applied to aqueous suspensions ofhighly charged m acroions and m onovalentm icroionsyields
bulk separation of m acroion-rich and m acroion-poor phases below a critical salt concentration, in
qualitative agreem ent w ith predictions of related linearized theories R .van Roij M .D ikstra, and
J-P.Hansen, Phys. Rev. E 59, 2010 (1999); P.B.W arren, J. Chem . Phys. 112, 4683 (2000)]. T
is concluded that nonlinear screening can m odify phase behavior but does not necessarily suppress
buk phase separation of deionized suspensions.

I. NTRODUCTION

M ounting evidence from a variety of experim ents suggests that colloidal suspensions E'J;', :2:, :_3] of highly
charged m acroions and m onovalent m icroions (counterions and colons) can separate Into m acroion-rich and
-poor buk phases at low salt concentrations. Reported observations { in aqueous suspensions at sub-
m illim olar ionic strengths { describe JJund—vapor coexistence [4: stable voids E 6 -"/., 8 contracted crystal
lattices E% d :10], and m etastable crystallites [l]:] Such phenom ena suggest an unusual Hrm of Interparticle
cohesion, inconsistent w ith the long-ranged repulsive electrostatic pair interactions that prevailat low ionic
strengths IlZ and In apparent con ict with the classic theory ofD erjpguin, Landau, Verw ey, and O verbeck
OLVO) @3 :14], which so successfiully describes phase stability w ith respect to coagulation at higher salt
concentrations. O bservationsofbulk phase separation in deionized suspensions are therefore often considered
anom alous.

Reports of anom alous phase behavior in charged colloids have been variously disputed {15], at-
tribbuted to im purities [1§I 2:] or Interpreted as genuine m anifestations of ]Jke—charge Interparticle at-
traction [_4, E, :_6, E’/., :ﬂ g :_l :_1- w hether painw ise or m any-body in origi [18 :L9 20 A lthough som e
particletracking experin ents f_ll- 21, 23, 23] appear to exhbit attractive foroes between isolated pairs of
tightly con ned m acroions, recent studies, based on re ned optical in aging m ethods, have found no attrac-
tion {_Zé_b‘] Furthem ore, m athem atical proofs that P oisson-B olzm ann theory predicts purely repulsive pair
interactions l_2-§, :_2-§, :_2-:}] relegate any possible pair attraction to the in uence of counterion correlations, ne—
glected by the m ean— eld theory. It isnow widely acoepted that correlations am ong m ultivalent counterions
can induce attraction between like-charged sarfaces 8 29 :30 5]_;, 5%‘], aswellas condensation ofDNA and
other polyelectrolytes B3, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41]. The key issue m otivating the present study
is whether relatively weakly correlated m onovalent counterions can sim ilarly destabilize deionized colloidal
suspensions.

Further evidence fore ective attract:ye Interactions in charged colloids com es from com puter sin ulations.
M onte Carlo simulations l42 .43, :44, :45] of the prim itive m odel of asym m etric electrolytes { m acroions
and m icrojons, In a dielectic continuum , directly interacting via repulsive Coulomb pair potentials { ex—
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hibit m acroion attraction and instabilities toward m acroion aggregation at high electrostatic couplings.
Short-ranged attractions have been linked to spatJaloorte]atJons am ong counterions localized near di erent
m acroions {44, #3], or to Coulomb depltion [44], whilk longranged attractions have been attributed to
overcharging of m acroions [45] System param eters thus far explored correspond to relatively strongly cor—

related (multivalent) counterions and relatively sm allm acroion-to-counterion size and charge asym m etries.

C om putational advances, how ever, are rapidly closing the gap that currently prevents direct com parison of
sim ulations and experin ents.

M any theoretical studies of interparticle interactions and phase behavior in charged colloids have been m o-
tivated by the puzzling results of experin ents and sin ulations. Am ong various analyticaland com putational
approaches, recently review ed [_1§‘, :flg‘, :fl]‘, :flé], are integralequation, P oisson-B oltzm ann, density—-fiinctional,
D ebyeH uckel, and response theories. In sam inalwork, van Roijetal {_éfgi, :_5@, "_,5]_}, :_52_3], describbed the phase be-
havior of charged colloids w ithin an e ective one-com ponent m odel govemed by density-dependent e ective
Interactions. Com bining a linearized density-functional theory [_51_%] for the e ective pair and onebody (vol-
um e energy) potentialsw ith a variationaltheory forthe free energy, these authorspredicted counterion-driven
buk phase separation in deionized suspensions of highly charged m acroions below a critical salt concentra—
tion. Subsequently, W arren 54] applied an extended D ebyeH uckel (linearized P oisson-Bolzm ann) theory
and predicted sim ﬂar]y unusualphase separation at low sal concentrations. Statisticalm echanical 55 .56
and linearresponse ﬁ_S] ._5§ ._59] m ethods, based on closely related linearization approxin ations, yield sin ilar
e ective electrostatic interactions.

Severalrecent studies, based on P oisson-B olzm ann cellm odels [6d,-6L, .62] and extensions ofD ebye-H uckel
theory [63 have suggested that predicted instabilities of charged colloids tow ards phase separation m ay be
m ere artifacts of linearization. The m ain purpose of the present study is to directly test this suggestion by
explicitly calculating the e ect of nonlnear screening on the phase behavior of charged colloids. W orking
w ithin the fram ework of the e ective one-com ponent m odel and response theory t_i-zl, ',_5-8_:, ',59_:], we input
nonlinear corrections to the e ective pair potential and volum e energy into an accurate variational free
energy and analyze them odynam ic phase behavior. The central conclusion of the paper is that nonlinear
e ects can m odify phase behavior ofdeionized suspensions, but do not necessarily suppress counterion-driven
phase separation.

O utlining the rem ainder of the paper, Sec. IT rst de nes the m odel colloidal suspension . Section ITT next
review s the response theory for e ective interactions and describes a variational perturbation theory for
the free energy. Section -IV. presents and discusses num encal results { m ost in portantly, equilbriim phase
diagram s obtained from a coexistence analysis. F inally, Sec. -V /' sum m arizes and conclides.

II. MODEL SYSTEM

The system of interest com prisesN,, negatively charged colloidalm acroions, N . positively charged coun—
terions, and N g pairs of oppositely charged salt ionsalldispersed in a solvent. Them acroionsarem odeled as
charged hard spheres of radiusa (diam eter ) and e ective valence Z , as depicted in F ig. .g: T he m acroion
surface charge Ze isbest nterpreted as an e ective (renom alized) charge, equalto the bare charge less
the com bined charge of any strongly associated counterions. T he e ective charge is assum ed to be uniform Iy
distrdbuted over the surface and xed, independent of therm odynam ic state. T he counterions and sal ions
arem odeled as pomt charges of valence z, whose num ber N . is determ Jned by the condition of overallcharge
neutrality: ZN,, = zN .. Num erical resuls are presented below (Sec. -IV.) for the case ofm onovalent (z= 1)
m icroions. Them icroionsnumberN, = N.+ N positive and N = N4 negative, totalngN = N .+ 2Ng.

W orking w ithin the prin itive m odel of charged colloids, we approxin ate the solvent as a dielectric con—
tinuum , characterized entirely by a dielectric constant . W e further assum e a rigid-ion m odel, ignoring
van der W aals t_lz_i] and polarization [_64, :_6§‘, -_6§] interactions, which are dom inated by longerranged direct
electrostatic interactions at low ionic strengths. The system is in agihed to be in them alequilbrium w ih
a heat bath at constant tem perature and in chem ical @ onnan) equilbriuim with a sal reservoir (e4g., via a
sam iperm eable m em brane or ion-exchange resin), which xes the salt chem icalpotential. H aving speci ed
the m odel system , we tum next to m ethods for describing electrostatic interactions and them odynam ic
phase behavior.



IITI. METHODS
A . E ective E lectrostatic Interactions
1. One<€omponentM apping

R esponse theory ofe ective interactions is fuindam entally based on m apping a m ulticom ponent m xture
onto a one-com ponent system govemed by an e ective H am iltonian Q67i W hen applied to charged colloids,
polyelectrolytes, and other ionic system s, the m apping nvolves integrating out from the partition function
the degrees of freedom of the m icroions [68] The resulting e ective interactions between m acroions depend
on the perturbation of the m icroion dJst.t:lbqun by the \extemal" potential of the m acroions. T he response
ofthem icroionsto the m acroions is linear 57 -58] for suspensions ofweakly charged m acroions, but becom es
Increasingly nonlinear 59] as the m acroion valence increases and as the salt concentration decreases. Here
we brie y review the theory, referring the reader to refs. l57 .58 -59.] for further details.

In the sin plest case of a salt—free suspension, the H am iltonian m ay be expressed as

H =Hn (Rg)+ Hc(frg) + Hn o (R g;frg); @)
where fR g and frg denote coordinates ofm acroions and m icroions, respectively,
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is the H am iltonian ofthe m acroionsalone, H j 5 is the H am iltonian ofa hard-sohere H S) system , Vipn (¥) =
72e?= r,r> ,isthe bare Coulomb pair potential betw een m acroions,
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is the counterdon Ham iltonian, K . is the counterion kinetic energy, v (t) = z?e?= r is the pair potential
between counterions,
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isthe totalm acroion-counterion interaction energy, and v, ¢ (r) = Z ze’= r,r> a,isthem acroion-counterion
pair potential.

The m apping from the m acroion-counterion m ixture to an e ective one-com ponent system of pseudo—
m acroions begins w ith the canonicalpartition fiinction

= Hexp( H)ii ; 6)

where 1=(g T) at tem perature T and angular brackets denote classical traces over counterion (c) and
m acroion fm ) coordinates. The m apping proceeds by form ally tracing over the counterion coordinates:

Z =texp(  He )i ; ©)
whereH, = H, + F. isthe e ective onecom ponent H am ittonian and
Fo= kThhexpl He + Hm o)l )
is the free energy o:f:a nonuniform gas of counterions in the presence ofthe xed m acroions. W ithin pertur-
bation theory [68,69], the counterion free energy can be expressed as

Z Z
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where Fo () kT nhexp [ He+ Hnco)l, Fo F. Q) = kT Inhexp ( Hc)i is the unperturbed
counterion free energy in the case ofuncharged (yet volum e-excluding) m acroions, hi denotesa counterion
trace w ith the m acroions charged to a fraction  of their f1ll charge, and the -integral charges up the
m acroions. A fter form ally adding and subtracting the energy ofa uniform com pensating negative background
Epn,Eq. @) becom es
Z
Fc=Focp t d Myl Ep; 9)
0

whereFocp = Fo+ Ey isthe free energy ofa classicalone-com ponent plasn a (O CP ) in the presence ofneutral

hard spheres. T he background and counterions alikke are excluded from the hard cores of the m acroions and
therefore occupy a free vome V0= v 1 ),where = ( =6)@®} =V ) 3 is the m acroion volum e fraction.

2. Response T heory

To m ake practical use of the one-com ponent m apping, the counterion free energy m ust be approxin ated,
for which purpose response theory provides a powerfil fram ework. Because i proves m ore convenient to
m anipulate Fourier com ponents of densities and pairpotentials, we rst note that them acroion H am ittonian
Eqg. @)] and m acroion-counterion interaction Eg. ('_4)] can be equivalently expressed as

1 X
Hn = Hgs + v 0 ) Vnm K[ &KW (k) Nl (10)
and
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k
w here the Fourier transform and its inverse are de ned as
Z
W k)= dr n @e * 7 (12)
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k

1
n (@)= V_O
E quation C_fl:) m akes evident that H , . depends, through " k), on the response of the counterion density
to the m acroion charge density. T he counterion response can be approxim ated by expanding the ensem ble—
averaged induced counterion densityg in a functional Taylor series in pow ers of the dim ensionless m acroion
potential [69,170, 171,174, u (r) = dr’ o (X P n @) . Expanding about zerom acroion charge (u = 0),
the counterion density can be expressed, in Fourder space, as [_52‘3]

. 1 X
Peki = ©%c®% 0+ o5 Tk &Ik K
kO
5 &Y% &K+ i k6 0;
where and °are, respectively, the linear and rst nonlinear response fiinctions of the uniform O CP.The
response functions are directly related to the structure of the OCP according to (k) = nS k) and
%%k )= (?n=2)s® k%k K),where
(n) 1 A A A .
ST ks n ik= N—hc(kl) ckn™1) % ki ko)1 (15)

C

is the 0 CP n-particle static structure factor [69], S k)  S® (), and n. = N=v 0 is the average density of
counterions in the free volum e. The rst temm on the right side of Eq. C_l@), which is linear in ¥, . k) and
“n &), represents the linear response approxin ation, while the higher-order tem s are nonlinear corrections.

14)



Combining Egs. ('_Si), I_l-ll), and C_l-é_i), specifying the background energy asEp = Iimy; of Nenetec k)=2g,
isolating the k = 0 temm s, and integrating over , produces the counterion free energy to third order in the
m acroion density:

c 1 X
Fe=Focp + nclin Ny ¥p c k) + —0cc k) +—O k) [Omc(k)]ZAm k)W ( k)
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The tem s in F. that are quadratic and cubic In %, () generate e ective pair and triplet Interactions,
respectively, in the e ective Ham iltonian. To dem onstrate this, we rst ddentify

(2)

1K) = K Bnc®T ()]
as an e ective pair interaction, induced by linear response of counterions E_S- ::';8: 58: and

(3)

07 kik) =2 k% kB0 ck)0n e &0 o (k+ k9 18)

as an e ective three-body interaction, induced by nonlinear counterion resoonse. Combining Egs. C_l-Q'
C_l(_i), the e ective H am iltonian now can be recast in the form

1 X 1 X 3)
He =HHs+§ Ve Ri Ryt T v, Ri Rjy;Ri Ryx)+E; (19)
i6 4= 1 Ti6 j6 k=1
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where v.”' (r) = vy (©) + vj(nc)i (r) and vem (r;x°) are the e ective m acroion pair and triplt potentials, re—
spectively, and E is a onedbody volum e energy, com posed of allterm s in H, independent of m acroion
coordinates. T he volum e energy accounts for the counterion entropy and m acroion-counterion interaction
energy and contributes densﬂ:y—dependent tem s to the total free energy that can in uence them odynam ic
properties, as discussed below (Sec. -N)

E xplicit expressions for the e ective interactions are obtained by invoking the identities

¥ 1 X NZ
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6 3=1 k60
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The volum e energy, E = Eg+ E, isthe sum ofthe linear response approxin ation [5_-7_; 1}_@3_]
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Sin ilarly, the e ective pair interaction, v( ) (r) = v(;Z) (r) + v, @ (r) is the sum of the linear response ap—
proxin ation E_Sﬂ '§-§' (2) = Vg (©)+ vjnd (r), and the rstnon]jnear correction, ve(Z) (r), whose Fourier
transform is
1 X N
@) _ (3) 5 .10 Nm 3 4 .
0 k= o % kiKY g0 (G0): (24)
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Tt is In portant to note that nonlinear counterion response generates not only e ective m any-body interac—
tions, but also corrections to the e ective pair and one-body Jl’thIB.CtJOHS Tt is these corrections Egs. (:23
and (24 )] whose In Eact on phase behavior we exam ine below In Sec. -N. Note that the naltem s on the
right sides ofE gs. CZZ) €24) origihate from the charge neutrality condition, which required special treatm ent
ofthe k = 0 tem s in Egs. Clé) and CZ(] A sin ple physical interpretation of m icroion response and is
connection to m icroion-induced e ective Interactions between m acroions is discussed in ref. {‘59]

3. Random Phase A pproxim ation

Further progress requires specifying the OCP response functions. To this end, we note rst that the
counterions are usually characterized by relatively am all electrostatic coupling param eters, = g =ac 1,
where 5 = 7Z?e¢’= is the Bfrmum lngth and & = (3=4 n.)'™° is the counterion-sphere radius. In
such weakly-coupled plasm as, short-range correlations are often weak enough to justify a random phase
approxin ation RPA) [69' whereby the two-particle direct correlation function OCF) is approxin ated
by its exact asym ptotic lim it: ¢ () = Ve () ore® k)= 4 2Ze’= K. The OCP lihear and 1rst
nonlinear regoonse fnctions then take the sin ple analytical form s

-
®) = T (25)
and
kg T
00 ;k% = % k) &) (k+k%9; 26)

where = P 4 n.z?e’= k T is the D ebye screening constant (inverse screening length) . H gher-order non-—
linear response leads to higherorder term s in the e ective H am ittonian Eq. Cl9 )1, which are here neglected.

P ractical expressions for the e ective Interactions follow from specifying the m acroion-counterion interac—
tion inside the m acroion core so as to m Inin ize counterion penetration { a strategy sin ilar to that of the
pseudopotential theory of sin ple m etals []l:, .'_7§'] The choice

7 ze?
Vi ¢ () = ﬁ); r< a; 27)

ensures zero counterion penetration ( . (r) = 0,r< a) atthe ]evelofhnearresponse [49 .5-7‘ :5-8:] and virtually
elin inates counterion penetration in the case of nonlinear response [59 ]. Substituting the Fourder transform
ofEq. {27

o oK) = ﬂhoos&aw—sma{a)i- ©28)
meT T 1+ a)R k !

nto Egs. {17), {8), and {24)-{4) then yiels the e ective interactions.

Upon reintroducing sal ions as a second species ofm icroion Léé], analytical expressions are obtained l_ggi]
for the volum e energy and the e ective pair potential. T he volum e energy is the sum of the linear response
approxin ation

72%e? ks T O, N )?
Eo=F N 29
07 fphsma  Tm oL 4 T2 N, +N @)

and the rst nonlinear correction
A\l #
NmksT sy n ) Z? 3n 1 2 g36 ed

E = E; G ; 30
6 n3 8 1+ a @2 1+ a 16 a) G0)

whereFougma= ks TN+ iy )+ N @ ?)]isthe dealgas free energy ofthe plasna,n = N =V°
andn =N =v%=n, +n = = n. + 2ng are the m icroion num ber densities in the fiee volume, is the



them alwavelength of the m icroions, and

_ 4 Zn ! _ 4 2 N+ 2Ny 1= o)
kT LT V@3 )

is the D ebye screening constant, which depends on the total density of m icroions, adjisted for m acroion
excluded volum e. T he e ective pair potential is the sum of

) ZZeZ e @ 2 e T
vy () = 1+ a p r> (32)

w hich is ddentical to the D LVO potentialw ith a density-dependent screening constant, and

r r a

@) e e
v, ()= f1 (@ + H) —+ £ ; r> (33)
r r
w here
fi=C1 (¢ )+1 e +CrE;( (@ anN+EBGa EI(al (34)
2= CE;1 3G (+ a)); (35)
f300=C; E12 +a) EBQC @« a)l; (36)
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1 My n)z3 3 ea °
Cr= — ; 38
> 8 n? z 1+ a 8)
and
Z 1 e Xu
E; x)= du ; x> 0; (39)
1 u

is the exponential Jntegral function. The e ective three—body Interaction can be com puted from the gener-
alizations of Egs. Cl8 {26 and d28 w ith the result [59]

Z
3) . n) . . .
v, (1 pin B)= ]%TT dr 1 (Jn )10 r)a10s )i (40)
w here
(

z %2 e?® e T. ]
() = 074_ T+ a © / Y>@& @1)

7 r< a;

is the density of counterions around an isolated m acroion.

Tt is In portant to establish the accuracy of the e ective Interactions predicted by the nonlinear response
theory described above. In a direct com parison w ith ab initio sim ulations {76], rst-order nonlinear correc—
tions were shown to quantitatively m atch e ective pair energies [59 N evertheless, the e ective Interactions
predicted by response theory should be tested fiirther, perhaps by com parisons w ith nonlinear P oisson-—
Boltzm ann theory.



B. Therm odynam ic Phase B ehavior
1. VariationalT heory

The e ective electrostatic Interactions predicted by response theory provide the basic input required by
statistical m echanical theories and com puter sin ulations of the e ective one-com ponent m odel of charged
colloids. T he one-com ponent m odel is considerably sin pler than the m ulicom ponent) prim itive m odel,
and thus a practical atemative for nvestigating them odynam ic phase behavior and other bulk properties
ofm any-particle system s. Here we lnput e ective interparticle interactions nto an approxin ate variational
theory for the free energy. The Helm holz free energy F separates naturally into three contributions:

F(TijViNg iNg)= Fig T;VjNp )+ Fex T;V;Np ;Ng)+ E (IT;ViNp ;Ns); 42)
where Fiy = Ny kg T [In (0, ri ) 1] is the exact idealgas free energy of a uniform uid of m acroions of
them alwavelength , ,Fex isthe excess free energy, which dependson e ective Interm acroion interactions,
and E isthe onebody volum e energy. N ote that Fx and E depend on the average densities ofboth m acroions
and sal ions.

T o approxin ate the excess free energy, we apply a variationalapproach based on rst-orderthem odynam ic
perturbation theory, as in ref. [_59‘] G iven a decom position of the e ective pair potential nto reference and
perturbation potentials,

v () = vl (0) + Voo (0); 43)

an upper bound on the excess free energy density, fex = Fex=V, is provided by the G ibbsBogoliibov
nequality 6]
Z
2

1 @
fex frer + 5 nn, Ar Qres (r)Vp

ert (£)7 (44)

where fior and geer () are the excess free energy density and radialdistribution finction, respectively, ofthe
reference system . T he short-rangerepulsive form of the e ective pair potential naturally suggests a hard-

sohere #H S) reference system . T hus, v (r) = wys (r;d), the pair potentialbetween hard spheres ofe ective

ref
diam eter d, and v;i)rt (r) = ve(Z) (r), r 5:1 The e ective H S diam eter provides a variational param eter w ith
respect to which the right side ofEq. C_élfj) can be m nim ized to in pose a least upper bound on the excess
free energy:
Z
fox (in j0s) " M fys O jneid)+ 2 ng drTgus (ng ;v @ng ing) 45)
d

Here fys (n ;ns;d) and gy s (ting ;d) are, respectively, the excess free energy density and radialdistribution
function of the HS reference uid, which we approxin ate by the essentially exact C amahan-Starling and
Verlet# eis analytical expressions {_55_5] In practics, the exponential decay ofvf) (r) with r ensures rapid
convergence of the perturbation integral n Eq. def;), Justifying the fiirther approxin ation that gys () = 1
forr 5d. The accuracy ofthe variational theory In predicting the equation of state hasbeen con m ed by
Independent com parisons w ith M onte C arlo sin ulation data l_5-(_]', :_7]']

2. Grand Potential and P hase C cexistence

For a system at xed tem perature, volum e, and num ber of m acroions, in osn otic equilbrium wih a
salt reservoir at xed sal chem ical potential g, the appropriate them odynam ic potential n nin ized at
equilbrim ) is the sem igrand potential,

(T;ViN 5 ; s)=F (T;V;Ny;Ng) sNg= PV + Npyj; (46)

where p is the buk pressure and , isthe chem ical potential of the pseudom acroions. M ore precisely,
is the change In free energy { at constant T and V { upon adding a bare m acroion and is Z =z neutralizing



counterionsand ¢ isthe change in free energy upon adding a chargeneutralpairofsal ions. T he sem igrand
potential density is then given by

''(Tinp ; s)= =V = £(T;ngy ;ns) sNg = P+ wDn; a7)

where £ = F=V is the total free energy density and ng = N =V is the num ber density of salt ion pairs in
the systam . At constant T, the di erential relation

d T;V;Np; s)= pdvV +  dNg Ngd s; (48)
yields the pressure
@ @!
p= o = Np ! (49)
ev TNnis €y, T; s

and the m acroion chem icalpotential

@ !
m = = M (50)
€N n TV s €nn T; s
Equilbbriim coexistence of bulk phases requires equality of pressure and of chem ical potentials (of
m acroions and sal ions) in the two phases (1 and 2):

p(l) — p(Z) (51)
ri\l) — r;2) (52)
(1) 2) — (r)

s s = si (53)

w here the superscript (r) denotes a reservoir quantity. Equality of pressure is equivalent to equality of
osmoticpressure, =p p%, ie., the di erence between the system and reservoir pressures. T he osn otic
pressure { am anifestation ofthe D onnan e ect E}] { vanishes In the dilute lim it of zero colloid concentration.

T he coexistence conditions have sin ple geom etrical Interpretations. E quations Cfl]‘)—{_Sj) describe a com -
m on tangent, of slope , and intercept p,to thecurveof! (, ; ) vs. n, (constant ), or equivalently
a M axwell equalarea construction. Speci cally, the relations

Z Z
dl = dig o)== 0y 1) (54)
1 1
and
Z Z
d( AN )= A Pm i )= P W) (55)
1 1
wih v, = V=N, = 1=n,, Inply that constant- s curvesof , iy ; s) VvS. Ny and ofp @y ; s) VsS. Wy
enclose equal areas above and below the horizontallines n = o' = ) andp= p® = p®@, repectively.

Changes of curvature su cient to allow com m on-tangent constructions on the sem igrand potential, and
equalarea constructions on the chem ical potential and pressure, in ply phase coexistence.

At low salt concentrations, the salt reservoirbehaves as an idealgas of ions, whose pressure and chem ical
potential are well approxin ated by

p" = 2nks T (56)

and
P2k T °); (57)
w here ns(r) is the reservoir num ber density of pairs of salt ions of them alwavelength . Note that and

n are arbitrary, as they contrbute to the sem igrand potential only term s that are linear in density, which
do not a ect the coexisting densities.
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T he phase diagram is com puted as follow s. For a given m acroion density n, and sal chem icalpotential
(ie., reservoir salt density ns(r) ), the system sal density ng is num erically determ ned [from Eq. C_5§‘)] as the
solution of

@f (O ns)

b= = =2k Th@a! °); (58)

€ns Tl

where f is the total free energy density, the excess part ofwhich is given by Eq. {45) In the case of Inear
response, Eq. (*,58 can be expressed in a som ew hat m ore practical form by separat:ng out and ana]yUca]Jy
evaluating the dom inant volum e energy contribution. Substiuting Egs. C29 and C42) nto Eq. (58) then
yields

2
Z B N¢ Ne Qfey My 7ng)

s=In c4—S3+]ns3 _—+ — o+ _— : 59
[tn ns) 7l n ) 21+ a)in n @ng &9

N

T he pressure and m acroion chem ical potential are next com puted from Egs. {_419') and 6_5-(_)')_. ana]Jy_, the
m acroion and sal densities are varied to satisfy the rem aining coexistence conditions Egs. @]_;) and C_52_i)]

IVv. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

To Investigate the In uence of non]Jnear m icroion screening on the phase behavior of deionized charged
colloids, the variationaltheory (Sec. -]I[B') isused to com pute the sam igrand potential, taking as Input the
e ective interactions predicted by response theory (Sec. ITIA ). By perform Ing a coexistence analysis and
com paring the phase diagram s that result from lhear and rst-order nonlinear interactions, leading-order
nonlinear e ects are quanti ed. For sin plicity, e ective threebody interactions are here neglected, since
these are alw ays attractive [59 and thus would only prom ote phase sgparation. In this way, we isolate the
m ain nonlinear corrections to the volum e energy and e ective pairpotentialand assess their in pact on phase
behavior.

Num erical results are presented for the case of room -tem perature aqueous suspensions ( g = 0:72 nm )
and m onovalent counterions (z = 1). For several choices of m acroion radius a, the e ective m acroion
valence Z is set near the threshold for charge renom alization {_7-.3}], Z 0 @10)@=szg). Fjgure:g illistrates
the e ective pair and triplet potentials vs. m acroion separation, w ith linear and nonlinear screening, for
various sets of system param eters. The particular case of ( = 266 nm, 2 = 1217) is included to pem it
direct com parison w ith ref. E_S(_)'] W hil nonlinear screening generally softens repulsive pair interactions,
the correction is relatively m inor for the selected m acroion diam eters and valences. The e ective triplet
potential, shown for an equilateral triangle arrangem ent of three m acroions, is alw ays attractive and decays
rapidly w ith Increasing separation. In passing, w e note that the triplet interactions that arisew ithin response
theory l5§ di er in de nition from their counterparts in P oisson-B olzm ann theory 574, :75-]

Figures d and -4 present predictions br the osm otic pressure  (equation of state) vs. volum e fraction

at xed reservoir salt concentration (*5 (or salt chem ical potential ). The variation of wih
is a diagnostic of themm odynam ic stability, a negative slope signaling instability toward phase separation
(see below ) . Fjgure:_j Mustrates that, within the linearized theory, the system becom es unstable below a
certain critical salt concentration. F igure :4 dem onstrates the sensitivity ofthe osm otic pressure to nonlinear
screening, which originatesm ainly from the nonlinear correction to the volum e energy.

F Jguresﬁ and é present the corresponding system salt concentration ¢s (n m ol/liter) vs. volum e fraction
(@t xed ). The monotonic decrease of ¢ with increasing follow s from Eg. :£5_§) and stem s from an
Interplay between salt entropy and salt-m acroion Interactions. Entropy and exclided-volum e interactions
alone would give a sin ple linear decline, ¢ = (1 )ér), w ih a slope of cér) . However, salt-m acroion
electrostatic interactions tend to expel salt from the system , stespening the decline, whilk m aintaining an
approxin ate linear dependence over a considerable range of . A s illustrated in F jg.:_é, nonlinear screening,
whichm ordi esthe state dependence ofthe e ective interactions, tendsto lowerthe system sal concentration.

F jgure[/z typi es the m onotonic decrease ofthe e ective hard-sphere diam eter d, and increase ofthe D ebye
screening constant , w ith increasing volum e fraction at xed 5. Nonlinear screening evidently reducesboth
d and . For the chosen param eters, the reduction appearsm odest, but is signi cant, given the sensitivity
of the free energy to these param eters.



11

F igures rﬁ, :ff, and :g ilustrate that, for su ciently high m acroion valence and low salt concentration,
van der W aals loops em erge In the equation of state at xed s { a direct signature of phase instability.
Themaxin inum and m nmum in the curve of ogn otic pressure vs. volum e fraction m ark the vapor and
licuid spinodal densities, respectively, between which the com pressibility is negative and the uniform uid
is unstable w ith respect to phase separation [F ig. -'g @)]. Correspondingly, an equalarea construction on
the curve of oan otic pressure vs. inverse volum e fraction [F ig. 15% ()1, or of chem ical potential vs. volum e
fraction Fig. :{1’ (©) ], yields the densities of the coexisting vapor and liquid phases. A scan over reservoir salt
concentration (salt chem icalpotential) traces out the spinodaland binodal (coexistence) curves in the phase
diagram .

Figure :§ presents the resulting uid phase diagram s for highly deionized suspensions as predicted by
variational theory with both linear and nonlinear e ective interactions as mnput. In each case, above a
critical salt concentration, the uniform uid is them odynam ically stable. Below the criticalpoint, the uid
separates into m acroion-rich (liquid) and m acroion-poor (vapor) bulk phases, the salt concentration playing
a role analogous to tem perature In the liquid-vapor separation of a sin ple one-com ponent uid. For the
param eter regin e investigated here, the density of the liquid phase is found to be always wellbelow the
threshold for freezing, estin ated from the hard-sphere freezing criterion, (= y 049, w ith the charged
colloids approxin ated as neutralhard soheres of e ective diam eter d.

T he tie lines In the phase diagram s of F jg.-'_Q Pin corresponding points on the liquid and vapor binodals
(and spinodals) and, if extended, intersect the = 0 axis at the respective reservoir salt concentrations.
The fact that the tie lines all have essentially the sam e slope, Independent of reservoir salt concentration,
is a physical consequence of strong salt-m acroion electrostatic interactions, as described by Eq. (_523) . The
In uence ofnonlinear response on the tie-line slopes is negligble for the param eters here investigated.

T he predicted phase separation of charged colloids is rem arkable, considering that sin ple one-com ponent
system s, Interacting via purely repulsive pair potentials, exhibit only a single uid phase. W ithin the
present theoretical fram ew ork, phase instability at low salt concentrations is driven by the strong density
dependence of the e ective interactions, chie y the onebody volum e energy In deionized suspensions. It
should be em phasized that because the colloid and salt concentrations vary between the two phases, the
density-dependent e ective interactions also di er in the two phases.

T he unusual phase separation can be understood, m ore findam entally, as the result of a classic com pe—
tition between entropy and energy. On one side of the balance, favoring a stable uniform uid, are the
con gurational entropies of all ions, represented by the idealgas tem s in Egs. (2-33:) and ('(_1-2_:), and the pos-
itive potential energy of m acroion pair repulsion. On the other side is the (density-dependent) negative
potential energy ofm acroion-counterion attraction [second term on the right side ofEq. @-g)], which favors
a concentrated phase w ith counterions localized around, and thus strongly attracted to, the m acroions.

W ithin the \entropy vs. energy" view , the sensitivity of phase behavior to salt concentration becom es
clearer. At salt concentrations low enough that screening is counterion-dom inated and screening lengths are
relatively long, the counterion distrlbution is so di use that counterion-m acroion attraction is too weak to
drive m acroion aggregation. W ith increasing salt concentration, the screening length shortens, the counteri-
ons becom e m ore localized around the m acroions, and counterion-m acroion attraction m ay { for su ciently
high m acroion valence { overcom e con gurationalentropy and m acroion pair repulsion to drive phase sepa—
ration. T he resulting concentrated phase is energetically favored, the counterionsbeing closer on average to
the m acroions, but entropically disfavored, since the m icroions (exclided by m acroion cores) m ust occupy a
an aller free volum e. O n the other hand, the dilute phase is energetically disfavored, the counterions tending
to roam farther from them acroions, but is entropically favored, since the m icroions can explore a larger free
volum e. At salt concentrationshigh enough that screening is salt-dom inated, the salt—on entropy overw heln s
the counterion-m acroion Interaction energy in the free energy and prevents m acroion aggregation.

T hem odynam ic phase behavior qualitatively sim ilar to that depicted in Fig. -9: has been predicted be-
fore t50 .54] Com pared w ith the results of van Roijet al EO based on essentially the sam e variational
theory for free energies, but a linearized densiy-finctional theory for e ective interactions, the present
theory predicts a som ew hat larger unstabl area in the phase diagram . This quantitative discrepancy re—
sults mainly from di erent treatm ents of excluded-volum e e ects In the two approaches. In parUcu]ar,
the exclided-volum e correction to the screening constant in response theory [1=(1 ) factor n Eqg. (3-1)]
enhancesm icroion screening and prom otes phase instability.
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V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

In summ ary, we have Investigated the controversial issue ofphase separation In deionized charge-stabilized
collbidal suspensions by nputting e ective electrostatic interactions from response theory into free energies
from a them odynam ic variational theory. By considering both linear and rst-order nonlinear approxi-
m ations for the e ective pair potential and onebody volum e energy, we have system atically assessed the
In uence of nonlinear screening on phase behavior. A ocoexistence analysis results in osn otic pressures
F igs. :_3, :ff, and ;_‘3’] and phase diagram s F i. :_9] that clearly exhibit themm odynam ic instability tow ards phase
separation for su ciently high m acroion e ective valences and low salt concentrations.

Form acroion sizesand e ective valencesw ithin lin itsestablished by charge renom alization considerations,

rst-order nonlinear corrections to the e ective Interactions are relatively weak and can either enhance or
din inish stability of the uniform uid phase, depending on system param eters. In general, the higher
the m acroion surface charge density, the higher the critical salt concentration and the larger the area of
the unstable region in the phase diagram . O urm ain conclusion is that, w ithin the present m odel, nonlnear
screening appears not to suppress phase separation ofdeionized suspensions, contradicting conclusions draw n
from previous studies [_ég, :_6-1:, :_52_3, '@:',_13] and raising hope that a sin ilar phenom enon m ay yet be observed in
sin ulations of the prin itive m odel.

In closing, three key approxin ations of the present approach deserve to be highlighted for further scrutiny.
F irst, the neglect of higher-order nonlinear corrections to the e ective Interactions presum es that nonlinear
e ects are strongest at the one-and two-body levels. The nding that rst-order nonlinear corrections do
not qualitatively alter uid phase behavior suggests that higher-order corrections are unlikely to have drastic
consequences { for exam ple, suppression of phase separation. Furthem ore, the presum ption ofweak m any—
body e ective Interactions is consistent w ith the dom inance ofthe volum e energy In e ective one-com ponent
m odels of sinple metals {78, 79, 80, 81, B3], but should be further checked for charged colloids. Second,
the m ean- eld approxin ation for the response fiinctions of the m icroion plasn a assum es weakly correlated
m icroions. A lthough usually considered reasonable form onovalentm icroions, this assum ption can and should
be checked by m ore accurately m odeling the structure of the m icroon plasn a. Finally, the assum ption of

xed m acroion valence neglects the dependence of the e ective valence on colloid and sal densities. This
Interesting issue of coupling betw een the e ective m acroion charge and phase behavior isbeing exam ined by
m eans of charge renom alization theory and w illbe the sub fct of a fiiture paper.
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FIG .1: M odels of chargestabilized colloidal suspensions: (a) P rin itive m odel of charged hard-sphere m acroions, of
e ective valence Z and diam eter , and m icroions (counterions, salt ions) suspended in a dielectric continuum . (o)
E ective one-com ponent m odel of pseudom acroions govemed by e ective interactions.
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FIG.2: E ective pair potentjalvgz) (r) vs. centerto-center separation r or xed colloid volim e fraction = 0:05
and various com binations of m acroion diam eter , e ective valence Z , and system salt concentration cs: (@) = 100
nm, Z = 500, c = 50 M; () = 266nm, Z = 1217, cs = 10 M; (o) = 500 nm, Z = 2000, cs = 10 M.

Solid (dashed) curves are predictions of nonlinear (linear) response theory. Insets show corresponding e ective triplet
potentials vem (r) for three m acroions arranged in an equilateral triangl of side length r.
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FIG .3: Linearscreening predictions for osm otic pressure (in reduced units) vs. colloid volum e fraction for sam e
com binations of m acroion diam eter and valence Z as in Fjg.@I and various xed reservoir sal concentrations cér) :
@ = 100nm,Z = 500, ¢’ = 100;200;400 M ; () = 266nm,Z = 1217, = 40;80;160 M ; () = 500 nm,

7 = 2000, ¢ = 10;20;40 M .
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FIG.4: Oamotic pressure (in reduced units) vs. colloid volum e fraction  for sam e com binations of m acroion

(r)

diam eter and valnce Z as in Fjg.:gI and xed reservoir sal concentration cs : (@) = 100 nm, Z = 500,

=200 M; ) =266nm,Z = 1217, =80 M; (© = 500nm,Z = 2000, c”) = 20 M .Sold (dashed)

curves are predictions of nonlinear (linear) response theory.
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FIG.5: Linearscreening predjctiﬂns for system salt concentration cs [ m ol/liter] vs. colloid volum e fraction for
sam e system param eters as in Fig.d at various xed salt chem icalpotentials. R espective reservoir salt concentrations
are given by intersections of curveswith = 0 axis.
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FIG .6: Linear-and nonlinear-screening predJctJons for system sal concentration cs [ m ol/liter] vs. colloid volum e
fraction for sam e system param etersas in Fig. -i and at two xed sal chem icalpotentials. R espective reservoir salt
concentrations are given by intersections of curves with = 0 axis. Solid (dashed) curves are predictions of linear
(nonlinear) response theory.
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FIG.7: E ective hard-sphere diam eter d (units ofm acroion diam eter ) and D ebye screening constant  (Inset) vs.
colloid volum e fraction , at xed reservoir salt concentration cs(r), for @) = 100 nm, Z = 500, cs(r) =50 M; ©)

= 266nm ,7Z = 1217, cs(r) =10 M; () =500nm,z = ZOOO,cs(r) = 10 M .Solid (dashed) curves are predictions
ofnonlinear (linear) response theory.
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FIG.8: Linearscreening prediction for (@) osm otic pressure vs. colloid volum e fraction , (o) vs. 1= , and

(c) colloid chem icalpotential , (shifted by aroitrary constant) vs. for m acroion diam eter = 100 nm , valence
Z = 500, and reservoir salt concentration cs(r) = 350 M .In panels @) and (o), dotted vertical lines at m axim um and
mininum of indicate spinodal densities at boundaries of unstable region. In panels (b) and (c), dashed vertical
lines Indicate coexisting densities on the uid binodal, illustrating the M axwell equal-area construction.
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FIG.9: Fluid phase diagram s for aqueous suspensions of charged colloids at room tem perature (5 = 0:72 nm)
w ith m onovalent m icroions and various m acroion diam eters and e ective valences: (@) = 100 nm, Z = 500; ()

= 266nm,Z = 1217; (c) = 500nm ,Z = 2000. Solid (long-dashed) curves represent predictions for binodals from
nonlinear (linear) response theory. Short-dashed curves represent predictions for spinodals (linear response only).
C ircular sym bols denote critical points. T i lines pin corresponding points on liquid and vapor branches ofbinodals.



