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W e study the e�ective forcesacting between colloidalparticlestrapped ata 
uid interface which

itselfisexposed to a pressure �eld.To thisend we apply whatwe callthe \force approach",which

relies solely on the condition of m echanical equilibrium and turns to be in a certain sense less

restrictive than the m ore frequently used \energy approach",which is based on the m inim ization

ofa free energy functional. The goals are (i)to elucidate the advantagesand disadvantagesofthe

force approach as com pared to the energy approach,and (ii) to disentangle which features ofthe

interfacialdeform ation and ofthe capillary{induced forces between the particles follow from the

gross feature ofm echanicalequilibrium alone,as opposed to features which depend on details of,

e.g.,the interaction ofthe interface with the particles or the boundaries ofthe system . First,we

derive a generalstress{tensorform ulation ofthe forcesatthe interface.O n thatbasiswe work out

a usefulanalogy with 2D electrostaticsin the particularcase ofsm alldeform ationsofthe interface

relativeto its
atcon�guration.W eapply thisanalogy in orderto com putetheasym ptoticdecay of

the e�ective force between particlestrapped ata 
uid interface,extending the validity ofprevious

resultsand revealing the advantagesand lim itationsofthe force approach com pared to the energy

approach.Itfollows the application ofthe force approach to the case ofdeform ationsofa non{
at

interface.In thiscontextwe�rstcom putethedeform ation ofa sphericaldropletdueto theelectric

�eld ofa charged particletrapped atitssurfaceand concludethattheinterparticlecapillary forceis

unlikely to explain certain recentexperim entalobservationswithin such a con�guration.W e�nally

discussthe application ofourapproach to a generally curved interface and show asan illustrative

exam ple thata nonsphericalparticle deposited on an interface form ing a m inim alsurface ispulled

to regionsoflargercurvature.

PACS num bers:82.70.D d;68.03.Cd

K eywords:Colloids;surface tension and related phenom ena

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Experim entalevidence has been accum ulated that electrically charged,�m {sized colloidalparticles trapped at

uid interfacescan exhibitlong{ranged attraction despite theirlike charges[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8]. The m echanism s
leading to this attraction are not yet fully understood. An attraction m ediated by the interface deform ation was
proposed [5],in analogy to the capillary force due to the weightoflarge 
oating particles[9,10]. However,forthe
particlessizesused in theaforem entioned experim entsgravity isirrelevant.Instead,oneisled to invokeelectrostatic
forces which act on the interface. This feature has triggered investigationsofcapillary deform ation and capillary{
induced forces beyond the wellstudied case ofan interface sim ply under the e�ects ofgravity and surface tension
[11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19]. These studies have relied alm ost exclusively on what we shallcallthe \energy
approach",which isbased on the m inim ization ofa free energy functionalobtained asa param etric function ofthe
positionsoftheparticlesby integrating outtheinterfacialdegreesoffreedom ,leading to a \potentialofm ean force".
Thisfunctionalhasto include the contribution by the interface itself,by the particles,and by the boundariesofthe
system . M oreover,due to technicalchallengesthe theoreticalim plem entation ofthisapproach isde facto restricted
to the regim eofsm allinterfacialdeform ations.
In the following, as an alternative we investigate the \force approach" which follows by directly applying the

condition ofm echanicalequilibrium .O uranalysisisbased on thepressure�eld �(r)(generated,e.g.,by electrostatic
forces)acting on the interface between two 
uid phases. In general,the condition thatan arbitrary piece S ofthis
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interfaceisin m echanicalequilibrium reads(see,e.g.,Ref.20)
Z

S

dA en�+ 


I

@S

d‘et� en = 0; (1)

where en isthe localunitvectornorm alto the interface,et isthe unitvectortangentto the boundary @S (oriented
such that et � en points towards the exterior ofS),dA is the elem ent ofthe interfacialarea,d‘ is the elem ent of
thearclength along thecontour@S,and 
 isthe(spatially hom ogeneous)surfacetension oftheinterface.In Eq.(1),
the�rstterm isthe so-called bulk forceexerted on thepieceS by thepressure� and the second oneistheline force
exerted on thecontourand generated by thesurfacetension (also called capillary force).Thisequation isthestarting
pointforthe subsequentcalculations.
The force approach allows us to obtain new results,to derive previous ones m ore easily than within the energy

approach,and togain additionalinsight.Thisapproach wasem ployed in Ref.21forthespecialcasethatgravityisthe
only relevantforceand itwasshown to givethesam eresultsastheenergy approach ifthedeform ationswith respect
to a 
atinterfacearesm alleverywhere.Foran arbitrary pressure�eld acting on the interface,in Ref.16 weapplied
theforceapproach in orderto obtain thedeform ation ofan otherwise
atinterfacefarfrom theparticlesgeneratingit.
In the following wefurtherillustratethe forceapproach:In Sec.IIwe �rstexpressthe forceexerted by the interface
in term sofa stress{tensorform ulation,extending a recentresult[22]to them ostgeneralcase�(r)6= constant.This
form ulation also allowsus to establish a usefulanalogy between two{dim ensionalelectrostaticsand the description
ofsm allcapillary deform ationsofa 
atinterface. Since thisanalogy hasbeen already em ployed by severalauthors
in a m ore orlessexplicitm anner,here we presenta thorough discussion addressing notonly the issue ofinterfacial
deform ations,butalso thatofboundary conditionsand ofthecapillary forces.In Sec.IIIweexploitthestress{tensor
form ulation and the electrostatic analogy in orderto study the interface{m ediated e�ective force between colloidal
particlestrapped ata 
uid interface and to provide a detailed com parison with the corresponding resultsobtained
within the energy approach. In Sec.IV we com pute the deform ation ofa sphericaldropletdue to the presence ofa
charged particleatitssurface,generalizingacorrespondingresultobtained in Ref.16fora
atinterfaceand correcting
certain claim s in the literature. Finally we discussthe m ore generalcase that the unperturbed interface is curved.
Sec.V providesa sum m ary and an outlook.

II. ST R ESS{T EN SO R FO R M U LA T IO N A N D ELEC T R O STA T IC A N A LO G Y

The capillary forceexerted by the interface(second term in Eq.(1))can be rewritten as




I

@S

d‘et� en = �

I

@S

d‘(et� en)� T; (2)

which servesto de�ne the stress tensor T(r):= � 
1(r),where 1(r 2 S) is the 2D identity tensor on the tangent
planeofS ateach pointr.In these term s,the condition ofm echanicalequilibrium (Eq.(1))takestheform

Z

S

dA en� =

I

@S

d‘(et� en)� T: (3)

W erecallthatet� en isa vectortangentto thesurfaceS butnorm alto thecontour@S and pointing outwards.This
allowsoneto reinterpretEq.(3)asthe de�nition ofthestresstensorT,the
ux ofwhich through a closed boundary
isthebulk force(�rstterm in Eq.(1))acting on thepieceofinterfaceenclosed by thatboundary.In dyadicnotation
onehas(sum m ation overrepeated indicesisim plied)

T = � 
1= � 
 g
ab
ea eb ) T

ab = � 
 g
ab
; (4)

where fe1;e2g isa localbasis,ateach pointtangentto the surface S,and gab = ea � eb isthe induced m etric (gab

are the contravariantcom ponentsofthistensor).In thisform ,we have the sam e stresstensorasthe one derived in
Ref.22usingm ethodsofdi�erentialgeom etry within theenergy approach and fortherestricted case�(r)= constant.
W e rem ark,however,thatEq.(3)holdsforan arbitrary pressure�eld �(r).
An analogy with 2D electrostatics em erges by considering sm alldeform ations relative to a 
atinterface1 corre-

sponding to the generic experim entalset-up,i.e.,a situation like the one in Fig.4 butwith,e.g.,a charged particle

1 M ore precisely,the sm allquantity isthe spatialgradientofthe deform ation (see Eqs.(5,6)).
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[1,2,4,6,7,8,23],a nonsphericalparticle [3,24],ora dropletata nem atic interface [25],so thatthe interface is
deform ed by an electric �eld,by a nonplanarcontactline,orby the elastic stressin the nem atic phase,respectively.
To this end,we identify the 
at interface with the X Y {plane,so that any point ofthe deform ed interface can be
expressed asr= rk + ezu(rk)with rk := xex + yey,and (the subscriptk willbe used to denote quantitiesevaluated
atand operatorsacting in the reference,
atinterface)

en dA =

�
@r

@x
�
@r

@y

�

dydx =
�
ez � rku

�
dA k; (5a)

etd‘ = (d‘k � rk)r= d‘k + ez(d‘k � rku); (5b)

where d‘k = exdx + eydy,dA k = dxdy,and r k = ex(@=@x)+ ey(@=@y). W e denote the projection ofany piece
ofinterface S onto the X Y {plane as Sk,and introduce the unit vectorn in the X Y {plane which is norm alto the
contour@Sk and pointsoutwards. W ith this,we expand Eq.(3)in term softhe deform ation u(rk);to lowestorder
the com ponentin the direction ofez islinearin u(rk),

Z

Sk

dA k � = � 


I

@Sk

d‘k n � rku: (6a)

The localversion ofthisequality isthe linearized Young{Laplaceequation:


r 2
ku = � �: (6b)

To lowestorderthe com ponentsofEq.(3)in the X Y {planearequadraticin the deform ation:

�

Z

Sk

dA k � r ku =

I

@Sk

d‘k n � Tk; (6c)

where

Tk := 


�

(r ku)(r ku)�
1

2
jr kuj

2
1k

�

(6d)

is a stress tensor de�ned in the X Y {plane. W e rem ark that Eq.(6c) also im plies Eq.(6b) upon applying G auss’
theorem ,dem onstrating consistency.
The form ofEq.(6b)allowsusto identify u with an electrostatic potential(and � rku with an electric �eld),�

with a chargedensity (\capillary charge"[26]),and 
 with a perm ittivity2.Theboundary conditionsusually im posed
on u ata contourCk havea closeelectrostaticanalogy,too (see Fig.1 forthe notation):
(i)The potentialisgiven atCk., Theinterfaceispinned atthe contourata heightz(rk):

u(rk)= z(rk); rk 2 Ck: (7)

(ii)Thenorm alcom ponentoftheelectric�eld isgiven atCk., Thecontactangle�(rk)isspeci�ed ateach pointof
the contour:

(n � rk)u(rk)= cot�(rk); rk 2 Ck; (8)

where the angle �(rk),de�ned in Fig.1,m ustbe close to �=2 forreasonsofconsistency with the approxim ation of
sm alldeform ations.
Thism eansthatthe equivalence with the corresponding electrostatic analogy isexactconcerning the relationship

between the deform ation �eld u(rk) and its sources (i.e.,the pressure �eld � and the boundary conditions). The
analogy carries over alm ost exactly,too,to the elastic forces in the X Y {plane (\lateralcapillary forces") arising
from interfacialdeform ation:according to Eqs.(6c,6d),Tk correspondsto M axwell’sstresstensor,the
ux ofwhich
through a closed boundary givesthe electric force acting on the enclosed charge. However,the force related to the
deform ation is actually the interfacialstress,which is m inus the 
ux ofthis tensor (see Eq.(2)). Therefore,the

2 There is also a dualm agnetostatic interpretation in term s ofm agnetic � elds created by currents along the Z {direction;the correspon-

dences are ezu(rk)$ A (rk),r k � (ezu)$ B (rk),
 $ 1=�0,ez� (rk)$ j(rk).
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FIG .1: G eneric view ofthe three-phase contactline ofan interface with a solid boundary. (a)Top view: projection Sk onto

the X Y -plane ofthe interface (dashed area)nearthe projected contactline Ck (dashed line). The unitvectorn is norm alto

the projected contactline and isdirected towardsthe exteriorofSk.(b)Side view ofthe sam e con�guration within a vertical

plane containing n. The thin horizontalline isthe section ofSk (i.e.,the 
at,unperturbed interface),while the dash{dotted

line is the section ofthe actualinterface S,which can be approxim ated locally by the tangent form ing an angle � (contact

angle)with thesolid boundary.Thelatteristhefullthick line,which lookslocally likea straightline,in generalinclined by an

angle ! with respectto the verticaldirection (dotted line). The heightofthe interface atcontactentering into the boundary

condition (7)iszk := z(rk).The boundary condition (8)expressesthe slope ofthe interface atcontactwith �:= �+ !.

electrostatic analogy is valid up to a reversalofthe forces and the peculiarity arises that \capillary charges" will
attract(repel)each otherifthey haveequal(di�erent)sign.Theorigin ofthispeculiarity isthatEq.(3),which in the
spiritofelectrostaticscan be reinterpreted asa de�nition ofT,isactually a relationship between bulk and capillary
forcesastwo physically di�erentkindsofforces.Theactualconnection ofT with a forceisEq.(2).
W e note thatthe electrostatic analogy holdswhereverthe deform ation ofthe interface issm all,even ifthere are

otherregionsofthe interfacewhere thisisnottrue.Such \nonlinearpatches" can be surrounded by contourswhere
the deform ation issm all,so thatthe valuesofthe �eld u and ofitsderivativesatthese contoursplay the role ofa
boundary condition forthe \linearpatches".Thism eansthatthe\nonlinearpatches" arereplaced by a distribution
ofvirtual\capillary charges" inside the corresponding regions. In particular,there is a sim ple physicalm eaning
associated with the total\capillary charge" and the total\capillary dipole". The \capillary charge" Q ofa piece of
interface bounded by a contourC isgiven by G auss’theorem solely in term softhe value ofthe deform ation atthe
contour(see Eq.(6a)):

Q = � 


I

Ck

d‘k n � rku: (9)

The righthand side ofthisequation ism inusthe capillary forceexerted on the piece ofinterface in the Z{direction.
Thisim pliesthatin term softhe bulk forceFbulk and by virtue ofthe condition ofm echanicalequilibrium one has

Q = ez � Fbulk: (10)

Thisholdseven ifthedeform ation in thebulk (i.e.,insidethecontourC)isnotsm all.In thesam em anner,itcan be
shown (seeAppendix A)thatthetotal\capillary dipole" P (with respectto theorigin ofthecoordinatesystem )and
the torqueM bulk (with respectto the sam eorigin)exerted by the bulk forcearerelated according to

P = ez � M bulk: (11)

The electrostatic analogy providesa transparentvisualization ofsm allinterfacialdeform ationsand ensuing forces
in term sofa 2D electrostaticproblem .W enotethatin Ref.27such a kind ofanalogy isalsoestablished,butbetween
the capillary interaction and the 3D electrostatic problem (DLVO theory,see,e.g.,Ref.28) for thatvery sam e 3D
geom etricalset-up.Asa siderem ark wenotethatifgravity (orthedisjoining pressuredueto a substrate)isrelevant,
itcontributesa pressure �eld which dependsexplicitly on the deform ation �eld:� grav = � 
u=�2 with the capillary
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FIG .2:Con�guration oftwo particles(top view)a lateraldistanced apart,trapped atan asym ptotically 
atinterface.Theleft

halfS ofthefullinterface isbounded by theparticle{interface contactlineC0 (generically noncircular),theoriented projection

ofwhich onto the X Y {plane isC0;k,and a contourC,theoriented projection Ck ofwhich consistsofa piece ofthe Y {axisand

a circle ofradiusL ! 1 .Theunitvectorn isnorm alto thecontourand directed towardstheexteriorofS.Theorigin ofthe

coordinate system islocated atthem idpointO ,while the coordinatesrR ,’R param etrize theplanewith respectthecenterof

the rightparticle.

length � [19]. This replaces Eq.(6b) by a di�erent equation which is form ally equivalent to the �eld equation of
the Debye{H�uckeltheory fordilute electrolytes(see,e.g.,Ref.28)with � playing the role ofthe Debye length.This
suggests that extending the electrostatic analogy to this case is possible,but this task is beyond the scope ofthe
presente�ort.

III. EFFEC T IV E IN T ER PA R T IC LE FO R C ES

The capillary deform ation m ay give rise to an e�ective attraction between two identicalparticlestrapped atthe
interface which could explain certain corresponding experim entalobservations. W e com pute this force using the
electrostatic analogy derived above. The study ofthis issue willalso clarify the generalrelationship between the
forceand theenergy approachesaswellastherespectiveadvantagesand disadvantages.W econsidertheequilibrium
con�guration oftwo particlesatan asym ptotically 
atinterfaceand �xed to be a distance d apart(see Fig.2).The
totalcapillary force Ftotal acting on the left half(which includesthe piece S and the enclosed particle)isgiven by
Eq.(2):

Ftotal= �

I

C

d‘(et� en)� T: (12)

Iftheparticleseparation d islargeenough,wecan assum ethatthedeform ation oftheinterfaceat(butnotnecessarily
inside)thecontourC issm all,so thatthelateralforceFk (= com ponentofFtotalin theX Y {plane= Ftotal� (Ftotal�
ez)ez)is(seeEq.(6c))

Fk � �

I

Ck

d‘k n � Tk: (13)

In thelim itL ! 1 ,thecontribution from thecircularpartofCk vanishesand only theknowledgeofthedeform ations
at the straightm idline part ofCk is required,for which the electrostatic analogy willhold provided the interfacial
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deform ationsare sm allthere. Thus,one can try to estim ate the \electric potential" u atthe m idline asd ! 1 by
a m ultipole expansion. The deform ation �eld uR created by the right halfplane behaves asym ptotically like (see
Appendix B)

uR (rR )�
Q 0

2�

ln

�

rR
+

1

2�


�X

s= 1

Q se�is’ R + Q �
s e

is’ R

2s(rR )s
+ �u R : (14)

Here,rR = rk � exd=2 is the position ofa point relative to the center ofthe right particle (see Fig.2), � is a
�xed length determ ined by the distantboundary conditions,which setthe zero point(undeform ed interface)ofthe
\electricpotential" uR ,and Q s isgiven in term softhe2s{poleof\capillary charge" associated with theparticleand
the surrounding interfacialdeform ation;ifthisissm alleverywhere,itis

Q s =

Z

dA R (rR )
seis’ R � (single)(rR )+ ~Q (single)

s ; (15)

with ~Q (single)
s the corresponding charge associated to the particle (which isde�ned by the m ultipole expansion (see

Eq.(B3))applied to theinterfacialdeform ation atthecontactline).Them ultipoleexpansion isbased on theim plicit
assum ption thatthem ain sourceofthedeform ation �eld isconcentrated atorneartheparticles.Forthatreason Q s is
given by the \capillary charge" distribution ford = 1 ,i.e.,forthe single{particlecon�guration.Theasym ptotically
subdom inant term �u R in Eq.(14) accounts for the corrections to this assum ption,i.e.,\polarization" e�ects by
the second particle and the fact that,even in the single{particle con�guration,the pressure �eld � is expected to
decay sm oothly asym ptotically farfrom the particlesratherthan dropping exactly to zero beyond som e distance:if
�(rk ! 1 )� r

�n

k
(actually n = 6 in realisticm odelsin the caseofelectric stresses[23,29,30,31],and n = 8 in the

caseofnem atic stresses[32]),there isthe bound � < n � 2 (seethe sum in Eq.(14)and Appendix B).
In generalthe leading term in the m ultipole expansion is determ ined by the \capillary m onopole" Q 0. Thus

asym ptotically ford ! 1 ,Fk willbe given by the \electricforce" between two m onopoles:

Fk �
Q 2
0

2�
d
ex; (16)

with the reversed sign asexplained in the previousSection,so thatitdescribesan attraction. Since Q 0 isgiven in
term softhe netbulk force according to Eq.(10),the 1=d-dependence only arisesifthere isan external�eld acting
on the system . Forexam ple,Eq.(16)correspondsto the \
otation force" (atseparationsd m uch sm allerthan the
capillary length) for which Fbulk is due to gravity. O n the contrary,Q 0 willvanish ifthe system is m echanically
isolated (so thatany bulk forcesacting on the particle are,according to the action{reaction principle,equal| but
ofoppositte sign | to any bulk forces acting on the interface and hence Fbulk = 0). This was the key point ofa
recentcontroversyastheforcein Eq.(16)wasadvocated toexplain certain experim entalobservations[5,25,33]while
m issing thatm echanicalisolation (aspurported in the experim ents)rulesoutthisforce[11,12,13,17,32].
IfQ 0 = 0,the capillary force is determ ined by higher-order term s in the m ultipole expansion (14). M echanical

isolation im pliesthevanishing ofthenetbulk forceand torque,i.e.,\capillary m onopole" and \capillary dipole" (see
Eqs.(10,11)).Thusin general,Fk willtaketheform ofa forcebetween quadrupoles,i.e.,itisanisotropicand scales
as

jFkj/
jQ 2j

2

d5
: (17)

An experim entalrealization ofthiscasecorrespondsto nonsphericalinertparticles,so that� � 0 and theinterfacial
deform ation is solely due to an undulated contactline (fora recentcorresponding experim entalstudy see Ref.24).
Concerning the possibility to relate corresponding experim entalobservations and theoreticaldescriptions we point
outthedi�culty thatQ 2 and higher\capillary poles" areknown only in term softhedeform ation �eld u,in contrast
to Q 0 and Q 1,which are given by the directly m easurable and independently accessible quantities\bulk force" and
\bulk torque",respectively.
Another experim entally relevant situation of m echanical isolation corresponds to the case that the \capillary

charges" Q s ofallorders s � 0 vanish. For exam ple,for an electrically charged,sphericalparticle in m echanical
isolation one hasQ 0 = 0 and Q 1 = 0 by m echanicalisolation,and by sym m etry a rotationally invariantinterfacial
deform ation in thesingle{particlecon�guration,giving Q s = 0 also forany s� 2.In thiscaseEq.(14)reducesto the
correction �u R and the com putation ofFk requiresa speci�c m odelfor�(r k)and a detailed calculation.In view of
ourpresentpurposes,wequalitatively deriveonly a bound on how rapidly Fk decaysasfunction oftheseparation d.
Thecorrection �u R (rR ! 1 )hasacontribution � (rR )2�n already in thesingle{particlecon�guration becausethe

rotationally sym m etric \chargedensity" �(rR ! 1 )� (rR )�n doesnothave a com pactsupport(see Appendix B).
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Thisprovidesa contribution to the capillary force Fk which isequalto the force between the \capillary charges" at
each side ofbutnearthe m idline because the presence ofthe second particle breaksthe rotationalsym m etry. This
forcecan beestim ated todecayliked�1+ 2(2�n) becausethenet\capillarycharge"in theregion fartherthan adistance
d from oneparticleis�

R

rk> d
dA k � � d2�n and the forcebetween chargesdecays� d�1 .

Additionally,�u R hasgenuine two{particlecontributions\induced" by the second particle which can be m odeled
by m eans of\induced capillary charges" Q s(d) depending on the particle separation. G enerically the dom inant
term willbe a \capillary dipole"3 giving rise to a correspondingly dipole-dipole force � jQ1(d)j2=d3, where the
\induced dipole" Q 1(d) m ust decay at least like the inducing �eld. This is caused by various reasons. IfQ 1(d)
arisesby a violation ofthe boundary conditions atthe contactline,one has Q 1(d)= O (�u R (d))� d2�n ,and the
force decays by a factor 1=d2 faster than the contribution discussed above concerning the violation ofrotational
sym m etry. But there can also be deviations from the linear superposition ofthe pressure on the interface. This
occurs,e.g.,ifthe interfacialdeform ation isdue to electric �eldsem anating from the particles,so that� / E 2 and
�(rk)� [�(single)(rR )+ � (single)(rL )]/ E (single)(rR )E (single)(rL ).In thiscaseonehasQ 1(d)= O (E (single)(d))� d�n=2 .
Thuswe can concludethatthe lateralforcem ustdecay asfunction ofseparation asym ptotically atleastas

Fk = O (d�m in (2n�3;n+ 3) ); (18)

depending on the value ofn.In any casethisforcedecaysm orerapidly than the expression given by Eq.(16).
Itisinstructive to com pare Fk with the force obtained within the energy approach.The latterconsistsof�nding

the param etricdependence on d ofthe freeenergy forthe two{particlecon�guration,

Vm en =

Z

Sk

dA k

h



2
jr kuj

2 � �u
i

+ Vpart; (19)

wheretheintegralisthecontribution bytheinterfaceand Vpart collectsthedirectcontribution by theparticles[13,19].
(W ithin the electrostatic analogy,the e�ect ofVpart would be replaced by appropriate boundary conditions on the
\potential" u atthe interface{particle contactlines.) Vm en(d) plays the role ofa \potentialofm ean force" for the
particle{particleinteraction,giving riseto a corresponding \m ean force"

Fm en(d)= � V
0
m en(d) (20)

upon integrating out the capillary degrees offreedom within therm alequilibrium . O ne should keep in m ind that
thisapproach capturesonly them ean{�eldlikecontribution to them ean force.Thecapillary wavelike
uctuationsof
the interfacearound the m ean m eniscuspro�le generatesadditional,Casim ir{likecontributionsto the force[34,35],
which wedo notconsiderin the following.
O ne can distinguish two cases. First,ifthere are \perm anent capillary charges" (Q 0 6= 0 ifthe system is not

m echanically isolated,or Q s 6= 0 for som e s � 2 for m echanicalisolation,as discussed above),Fk coincides with
Fm en;see,e.g.,Refs.9,10,13 fora derivation ofEq.(16)orRefs.3,26,36,37 forobtaining Eq.(17)in the context
ofthe energy approach with the sim plifying assum ption that the interface deform ation is sm alleverywhere4. The
reasoning presented here extends,however,thisresultalso to the case thatthe deform ation around the particlesis
notsm all,requiring this only nearthe m idline between the particles,i.e.,asym ptotically ford ! 1 . Furtherm ore,
the electrostatic analogy shows im m ediately that the capillary forces Fk are asym ptotically pairwise additive in a
con�guration with m orethan two particlesprovided they possessa nonvanishing \perm anentcapillary pole".
The second case correspondsto the absence of\perm anentcapillary charges" asdescribed above. Thishasbeen

thoroughly investigated in Refs.14,15,19 within theenergy approach,and hasled to Fm en(d)� d�1�n=2 ,which does
notagreewith any ofthe possible asym ptotic decaysindicated in Eq.(18).In orderto understand thisdiscrepancy,
werecallthatby de�nition (Eq.(13))Fk representsthenetforceacting on thesubsystem form ed by theparticleand
the piece ofinterface enclosed by the contourindicated in Fig.2.The work done by thisforce upon an in�nitesim al
virtualdisplacem ent�d isnotrelated in any sim ple m annerto the change �Vm en,which according to the de�nition
in Eq.(19)willinvolvethe work done by localforcesduring the rearrangem entofthe \capillary charges" inside the
subsystem ,so thatin generalFk 6= Fm en.

3 The net \capillary m onopole" ofthe halfplane m ust vanish exactly due to m echanicalisolation and sym m etry reasons. A lthough the

nettorque on the whole system also vanishes,in thiscase sym m etry considerationsdo notexclude thatthe nettorque on one halfplane

isopposite to the net torque on the opposite halfplane,so that a \capillary dipole" in one halfplane ispossible.
4 R eference21 perform san exhaustive com parison ofthe two approachesforthe specialcasethatgravity isthe only source ofdeform ation

and the interfacialdeform ation issm alleverywhere.
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In conclusion one has Fk = Fm en ifthe d{dependence ofVm en(d) is dom inated asym ptotically by a m ultipole
expansion,i.e.,thewholesubsystem can bereplaced by asetofpoint\capillarypoles":thedegreesoffreedom related
to the internalstructureareirrelevantand only theseparation d and theorientation ofthe\capillary poles" m atter.
Thisisrelated tothevalidity ofthe\superposition approxim ation"[9]usually em ployed in theenergy approach,which
consistsofapproxim ating thedeform ation �eld u by thesum ofthedeform ation �eldsinduced by each particlein the
single{particlecon�guration.In Ref.19 itisshown thatthisapproxim ation isvalid ifthesystem isnotm echanically
isolated because in that case,asym ptotically ford ! 1 ,the interface{m ediated e�ect ofone particle on the other
am ountstoshiftit| togetherwith itssurroundinginterface| vertically asawhole,i.e.,withoutprobingora�ecting
the \internalstructure" ofthe subsystem \particleplussurrounding interface".
Finally,itisclearthatboth Fk,de�ned in Eq.(13),and Fm en,de�ned in Eq.(20),includeacontribution from �and

thusdi�erfrom theforceacting only on thecolloidalparticle(which would bethe integralin Eq.(13)extended only
along theparticle{interfacecontactline).Ifoneisinterested in physicalsituationsin therm alequilibrium ,Fm en does
representthee�ectiveforcebetween theparticles,i.e.,oncethecapillary degreesoffreedom havebeen integrated out.
In dynam icalsituationsoutofequilibrium ,com pletely new considerationshaveto bem adeconcerning,e.g.,whether
the capillary degreesoffreedom can be assum ed to haverelaxed towardstherm alequilibrium in the dynam icaltim e
scaleofinterest.Butthisdiscussion liesbeyond the scopeofthe presentanalysis.

IV . N O N P LA N A R R EFER EN C E IN T ER FA C E

In thefollowingweshalldiscusssom eapplicationsofEq.(1)forparticlestrapped atan interfacewhich in itsunper-
turbed stateiscurved.In Subsec.IV A weshall�rstconsidertheinterfacialdeform ation induced by a singlecharged
particle on an otherwise sphericaldroplet. This con�guration is particularly relevantfor the experim ent described
in Ref.5. As explained in the previous section,m echanicalisolation rules out a m onopolarlike (i.e.,logarithm ic)
deform ation ifthe unperturbed interface is
at.Since there hasbeen recently a controversy whetherthisconclusion
isaltered by thecurvatureofthedroplet,weshallpresenta thorough analysisforsuch system s.In Subsec.IV B the
application oftheelectrostaticanalogy to a generally curved interfaceisillustrated.

A . Particle on a sphericaldroplet

W e considera charged sphericalparticle ofradiusR trapped atthe interfaceofa dropletwhich resideson a plate
(Fig.3).Thiscon�guration m odelstheexperim entdescribed in Ref.5in theabsenceofgravity.O urgoalistocom pute
thedeform ation ofthedropletfarfrom theparticle.Com pared with theenergy approach,theforceapproach hastwo
advantages:(i)Theresultism oregeneralbecausewehaveto assum eonly thatthedeform ation issm allfarfrom the
particle;the usuallinearapproxim ation isnotrequired to hold also nearthe particle. (ii)The boundary condition
\m echanicalequilibrium ofthe particle" isincorporated easily irrespectiveofthe detailshow the particleisattached
to the interface. It willturn out that the im plem entation ofthis condition has been the source ofm istakes in the
literature.
W e apply Eq. (1) to the piece S(	) of the curved interface bounded on one side by the particle{interface

contact line C0 and on the other side by a circle given by the constant latitude 	,C(	) := f = 	 �  1g,so
that @S = C0 [ C(	),and we assum e that the particle is located at the apex opposite to the plate (Fig. 3). The
unperturbed state correspondsto an uncharged particle which does not exert a force on the interface,so that the
equilibrium shape ofthe interface is spherical. In the presence ofelectric charges,the interface willdeform . Ifthe
particlestaysattheupperapex,alsothedeform ed interfaceexhibitsaxialsym m etry.W erewriteEq.(1)in threesteps.

(i)The pressuresplitsinto

�(r)= �p+ � el(r); �p =
2


R d

(1� �=2): (21)

Here,R d isthe radiusofthe unperturbed,sphericaldroplet,and 2
=Rd isthe pressurejum p acrossthe interface in
theunperturbed state.Thedim ensionlessconstant� accountsforthechangein hydrostaticpressuredueto enforcing
thecondition ofconstantdropletvolum ein thepresenceofinterfacedeform ations.� el(r)isthepressure�eld created
by the electric �eld em anating from the particle which includes electric stresses and an osm otic pressure due to a
possiblediscontinuity oftheion concentrationsattheinterface(see,e.g.,Refs.38,39);thispressure�eld followsfrom
solving thecorresponding electrostaticproblem .W e write

Z

S

dA en� el= 2�
r0 "� �

Z

Sm ennS

dA en� el; (22)
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FIG .3: Charged colloidalparticle (radius R ) at the interface ofa droplet residing on a plate. Positions on the interface are

param etrized by thepolarangle and therevolution angle’.W ithoutthecolloidalparticleand neglecting gravity thedroplet

hassphericalshape with radiusR d and norm alvectorer. rk = R der( ;’)isa pointatthe unperturbed,sphericalinterface

(dashed line)whereasr= rk + u( ;’)er isa pointattheperturbed,nonsphericalinterface(fullline).Theperturbed interface

intersectsthe plate for =  1.

R
fluid phase 2

r

θ

0fluid phase 1

FIG .4: Side view ofa single electrically neutraland sphericalparticle at a planar 
uid interface in equilibrium . The radius

r0 = R sin� ofthecircularcontactlinefollowsfrom theequilibrium contactangle �.Iftheinterface wasthatofa large droplet

(radiusR d � R ,see Fig.3),thisexpression would exhibitcorrection term soforderR =R d.In the sam e m anner,the presence

ofchargeswould deform the interface and introduce correctionswhich in �rstorderare proportionalto the deform ation.
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wherewehaveintroduced the dim ensionlesselectricforceacting on the whole interfaceSm en (which atthe apex has
a holecarved out),

"� :=
1

2�
r0

Z

Sm en

dA en� el: (23)

Here r0 = R sin�,where � isthe equilibrium contactangle between the 
uid phasesand the particle;r0 isactually
the radiusofthe circularcontactline ofthe uncharged particleata planarinterface(see Fig.4).

(ii)Since the particle isin m echanicalequilibrium ,the contactline force m ustbe balanced by the hydrostatic force
F� p and the electric force Fel acting on the particle,aswellasby any otherforce Fext ofexternalorigin (e.g.,an
opticaltweezerpushing orpulling the particle):




I

C0

d‘et� en = F� p � 2�
r0("el+ "ext); (24)

wherewehaveintroduced the dim ensionlesselectricand externalforcesacting on the particle:

"el:= �
Fel

2�
r0
; "ext := �

Fext

2�
r0
: (25)

(iii)Finally,thefollowingidentity isaconsequenceofelem entaryconsiderationsofhydrostaticsbecause�pin Eq.(21)
isspatially constant:

Z

S(	 )

dA en�p+ F � p = ezA z(	)�p; (26)

whereA z(	)isthe circulararea in the X Y planebounded by the circleC(	).
ThusEq.(1)can be rewritten as




I

C(	 )

d‘et� en = 2�
r0("ext+ "el� "� )� ezA z(	)�p+

Z

Sm ennS

dA en� el: (27)

W ith the notation introduced in Fig.3,one has (as in Sec.II,the subscript k denotes quantities evaluated atand
operatorsacting in the undeform ed sphericalinterface,i.e.,in tangentplanesofthe undeform ed interface):

en dA =

�
@r

@ 
�

@r

@’

�

d d’ =

�

1+
u

R d

���

1+
u

R d

�

er � rku

�

dA k; (28a)

etd‘ = (d‘k � rk)r=

�

1+
u

R d

�

d‘k + er(d‘k � rku); (28b)

whered‘k = R d(e d + e’ sin d’),dA k = R 2
d sin d d’,and

r k =
e 

R d

@

@ 
+

e’

R d sin 

@

@’
: (29)

W ith this notation,A z(	) = �[R d + u(	)]2 sin2 	. Equation (27) can be sim pli�ed under the assum ption that
deviationsofthe actualdropletshape from the sphericalone ofradiusR d are sm allin the distantregion R=R d �

	 �  <  1,so thatthe linearized approxim ation ofthe deform ation isvalid and term squadratic in the quantities
u,�,and � el (which vanish in the unperturbed state)can be om itted [13]. W e em phasize thatthiscondition does
notexclude largedeviationswithin the piece S(	),in particularnearthe particle.Due to rotationalsym m etry,the
vectorialEq.(27)isindependentofthe angle ’ and involvesonly vectorsparallelto ez. O ne obtainsthe following
ordinary di�erentialequation forthe function u(	):

sin	cos	
@u

@	
= r0 ez � ("ext+ "el� "� )+

�
1

2
�R d � u

�

sin2 	+
R 2
d




Z  1

	

d sin cos � el( ): (30)
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S
(1)

S
(2)

plate S
(1)

plate

S
(2)

droplet

FIG .5:ThesurfaceS
(1)

(S
(2)
)runsalong the
uid interface(fullline)and theparticle(dot)such thatitliesin the
uid phase

exterior(interior)to the droplet.The surface S
(1)

plate
(S

(2)

plate
)isthatpartofthe plate surface which isin contactwith the 
uid

phase exterior(interior)to the droplet. The surface SL encloses the whole system \particle + 
uid phases" ata m acroscopic

distanceL ! 1 from thedroplet.Thesurfacesareoriented towardstheexteriorofthecorresponding 
uid volum ewhich they

enclose.

Thisexpression isactually the �rstintegralofthe Young{Laplace equation (Eq.(B7)in Ref.13)incorporating the
boundary condition atthe contactline.In term softhe functionsP ( ):= cos ,Q ( ):= 1+ cos lntan( =2)and

S( ):= �
R 2
d




Z  1

 

ds sins� el(s)[P ( )Q (s)� P (s)Q ( )]; (31)

the generalsolution is

u( )= AP ( )+ r0 ez � ("ext+ "el� "� )Q ( )+
1

2
�R d + S( ); (32)

where � and the integration constant A can be determ ined by the boundary condition at the plate,i.e., =  1,
and the incom pressibility condition ofthe droplet [13]. In the lim it R d ! 1 at �xed r = R d ,one recovers the
resultsofan unperturbed,planarinterface [16].W e are particularly interested in the deform ation given by Eq.(32)
in the interm ediate range R=R d �  � 1,i.e.,farfrom the particle and from the plate. In this range,P ( )� 1,
Q ( )� ln + const.,whereas�el( )willdecay in generalas �n ,im plying5 S( )�  2�n ifn > 2. Thus due to
the behavior ofQ ( ) there m ay be a logarithm ically varying asym ptotic deform ation with the am plitude given by
r0 ez � ("ext+ "el� "� ).
W e now considerthe situation thatthere isno external�eld acting on the system . In thiscase "ext = 0 and the

electricforces"eland "� areonly dueto thechargeoftheparticle.Thevalueof"el� "� can beobtained by adapting
the reasoning ofRef.13 to the dropletgeom etry.The stresstensorin the 
uid phase exteriorto the dropletisgiven
as � p11+ T

(1)

el
,where p11 is the hom ogeneous,isotropic stress tensor far from the droplet and T

(1)

el
is M axwell’s

stresstensordue to the electric �eld (m odi�ed to include the possible osm otic pressure by m obile charges,see,e.g.,

Ref.38). In the sam e m anner, � (p1 + �p)1+ T
(2)

el
is the stresstensor in the interiorofthe droplet,where �p is

given by Eq.(21).W ith the notationsintroduced in Fig.5,the following equationshold:
Z

S
(1)

plate
[SL [S

(1)

dA � T
(1)

el
= 0; (33a)

5 O ne � nds n = 6 in a realistic m odelassum ing that the whole system has no net charge [39]. In the presence ofa net charge,there is a

m onopolarelectric � eld farfrom the particle.Thisinteresting case isbeyond the scope ofthe presentanalysis,the conclusionsofwhich

only hold if� el( ) decays su� ciently fast.
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Z

S
(2)

plate
[S (2)

dA � T
(2)

el
= 0; (33b)

which expressthatthenetforceontheexterior
uid phaseand ontheinteriorone,respectively,vanishesin equilibrium .
(The contribution to the integralsfrom the constantisotropicpressuresp1 and p1 + �p iszero.) O n the otherhand,
by de�nition one has

2�
r0("� � "el)= �

Z

S (1)

dA � T
(1)

el
�

Z

S (2)

dA � T
(2)

el
: (34)

Com bining thiswith Eqs.(33)leadsto

"� � "el=
1

2�
r0

"Z

S
(1)

plate

dA � T
(1)

el
+

Z

S
(2)

plate

dA � T
(2)

el

#

; (35)

where we have taken into account that the contribution ofT(1)

el
over the surface SL vanishes in the lim it L ! 1

because the electric �eld decaysto zero faraway from the droplet(i.e.,we do notconsiderthe possibility thatthere
areexternalelectric�elds).Thatis,� ("� � "el)isactually the(dim ensionless)electricforceacting on theplate.The
calculation ofthisintegralrequirestosolvethecorrespondingelectrostaticproblem .However,on dim ensionalgrounds
onecan obtain theestim ate6 j"� � "elj� j"� j(r0=R d)n�2 .Foran asym ptotically planarinterface,thelogarithm ically
varying deform ation dueto nonzerovaluesofj"� � "eljleadsto a long{ranged e�ectiveattraction (seeSec.III),which
isthe reason thatthism echanism hasbeen invoked to be responsibleforthe apparentattraction reported in Ref.5.
Ifthiswastheexplanation,them easurem entsin thisexperim entwould im ply a value[13]j"� � "elj� 10�3 .O n the
otherhand,the theoreticalestim ate yieldsj"� � "elj� 10�6 j"� jwith n = 6,so thatthe experim entalresultswould
requirej"� j� 103.Thislargevalue isunlikely forrealisticsurfacechargedensities[13,14].
Thisresultcorrectsthesuggestion m adein Ref.13 thatj"� � "elj� (r0=R d)2,inferred from a notapplicableforce

balancecondition.Indeed,ifthedeform ation issm allalso atthecontactline,thecondition \m echanicalequilibrium
ofthe particle" can be derived from Eq.(30)and with an expansion in term sof 0 = r0=R d � 1 leadsto

du

d 

�
�
�
�
 =  0

� Rd ez � ("ext+ "el)+  0

�
1

2
�R d � u( 0)

�

: (36)

Thesecond term ,which issubdom inantin thelim itR d ! 1 ,ism issingin Eq.(B8)ofRef.13.W ehavecross-checked
thiscorrected expression by deriving italso within the energy approach em ployed in Ref.13,which turnsoutto be
algebraically m uch m orecum bersom e.
In conclusion,there persists a logarithm ically varying deform ation with an am plitude which is very sm allin the

lim itR d ! 1 ;thisisactually a �nite{sizee�ectintrinsicto thegeom etry oftheset-up and absentforan unbounded

atinterface.However,ithasthesam ephysicalorigin asany logarithm ically varying deform ation ofa 
atinterface,
nam ely thatthe system \particle+ 
uid interface" cannotbe m echanically isolated in the con�guration ofa droplet
residing on a solid plate. In the absence ofthe plate one has"� � "el= 0 due to Eq.(35)because S(1)

plate
and S

(2)

plate

arenotthereand thelogarithm icdependencein therange � 1 disappears.Thisconclusion correctsa recentclaim
oftheoppositein Ref.40;therelevanterrorsofthiswork arepinpointed in Ref.41,in particulartheim plem entation
oftheboundary condition \m echanicalequilibrium oftheparticle".(Reference41 representsincidentally,within the
energy approach,a further con�rm ation ofour conclusion above.) To facilitate the com parison ofour calculations
with Ref.40 we m ake two rem arks: (i) The reasoning and results are independent ofthe precise functionalform
ofthe electric pressure � el(r);the considerationsin Ref.40 in this respectare thus irrelevant. (ii) As a boundary
condition for�xing the dropletRef.40 em ploys,instead ofa plate at =  1 asused here,a �ctionalpressure �eld
� com ( )/ cos constraining the centerofm assofthe droplet[42]. O ne can easily check thatourgeneralsolution
(Eq.(32))includesthisspecialcase,asthecontribution of� com ( )in Eq.(32)elim inatesthesingularity ofQ ( )at
 = � and the solution reducesto the corresponding expression in Ref.40.Thusnoneofthese two issuesa�ectsthe
conclusion concerning the logarithm icdependence.

6 This estim ate is supported by explicit calculations of� el = en � (T
(1)

el
� T

(2)

el
)� en for realistic m odels [30,39]. M ore precisely,the

electric force exerted on the interface is actually concentrated in a sm allregion ofarea � r
2
0
around the particle,so that one expects

Tel� (
j"� j=r0)F (r=r0),whereF isa dim ensionlessfunction oforderunity atdistancesr � r0 from theparticleand decaying � (r0=r)
n

atdistances r � Rd � r0.O n this basis,Eq.(35)provides the quoted estim ate.
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B . Particle on a generally curved interface

Ifthe particle is trapped at a generally curved interface (reference interface),the electrostatic analogy can still
be exploited provided there is a clearseparation oflength scalesbetween the typicalradiusofcurvature R d ofthe
reference interface and the size ofthe region around the particle where the interfacialdeform ationsare appreciable,
say,roughly a few tim es the particle size R. Then,at distances from the particle sm aller than R d one can exploit
the electrostaticanalogy in orderto study the sm alldeviationsoftheinterfacefrom a reference plane tangentto the
referenceinterfaceatsom e�xed pointnearthe particle.
Thedeviationsfrom thereferenceplanearegiven by thedisplacem ent�eld u(rk)= uref(rk)+ �u(rk),whereuref(rk)

isthe deform ation ofthe referenceinterfaceand �u(rk)isthe additionaldeform ation broughtaboutby the presence
ofthe particle. Correspondingly,the pressure �eld can be written as � = � ref + ��. If‘ is a distance from the
particle beyond which the linearized theory holds (i.e.,the deform ation near the particle need not be sm all),then
in the annulus‘< rk < R d (with a clearseparation ‘� R d so thatthe following dependence can be observed)the
solution to the �eld equation can be written as

�u(rk) = B 0 ln
�

rk
+

1X

s= 1

1

2s

(

B s e�is’ + B �
s e

is’

rs
k

+ r
s
k[A s e

is’ + A
�
s e

�is’ ]

)

+
1

2�


Z

‘< r0< R d

dA
0
k ��(r

0
k)ln

�

jrk � r
0
k
j
: (37)

The constantsA s and B s are determ ined by the boundary conditionsatr = ‘ and r = R d and accountfor\virtual
capillary charges" outside the annulus. In particular,we have already seen that2�
B0 isthe netbulk force on the
region r < ‘ in the direction norm alto the reference plane (and in addition to the net force in the reference state
uref(rk)).
Two new issues arise which we have not considered so far: there is an \externalboundary" given by the upper

bound rk = R d and thereisa nonvanishing referencedeform ation uref(rk).The�rstissueisnotexclusivefora curved
reference interface and em ergesifthe interfacialpressure �(rk)doesnotdecay su�ciently fastwith the separation
from the particle,so thatin principle one cannotcarry outthe lim itR d ! 1 . An exam ple hasbeen studied in full
detailin theprevioussubsection,where�� includesa term � �
=Rd (seeEq.(21))generated by a nonlocalconstraint
(i.e.,constantvolum e ofthe droplet). In general,the relevance ofthe boundary conditionsatrk = R d introducesa
nonlocalingredientpreventinggeneralstatem entsbased juston theelectrostaticanalogylocalized around theparticle.
The second issue im pliesan \externalelectric �eld",� rkuref,giving rise to a new phenom enology. To illustrate

thispoint,weconsidera referencem inim alsurface,r 2
k
uref = 0 (so that� ref � 0),containing a m echanically isolated

nonsphericalinertparticle (so that�� � 0)with extension R m uch sm allerthan the typicalcurvature radiusRd of
thereferenceinterface.Aswehaveseen,Q 0 = Q 1 = 0 (i.e.,no bulk forcenorm alto thereferenceplaneand no torque
in thatplane),butQ 2 6= 0,so thattheparticlewillexperiencea forceand a torquewhich aregiven,to leading order
in thesm allratio R=R d,by thecoupling ofthisquadrupolewith the\external�eld" uref.According to Eq.(B5),the
real-valued quadrupoleischaracterized by the following 2nd rank tensor:

Q̂ 2 = q2 [(exex � eyey)cos2� + (exey + eyex)sin2�]; (38)

whereq2 > 0 istheam plitudeand � istheanglewhich theprincipalaxesofthequadrupoleform with thecoordinate
axes.Theorigin ofcoordinates,rk = 0,isthecontactpointofthereferencetangentplanewith theinterfaceand m ust
be taken atsom e pointin orclose to the particle,e.g.,itscenterofm ass. In these circum stances,the electrostatic
analogy providesthe forceand the torque,respectively,as

F =
1

2
r k

h

Q̂ 2 :r kr kuref

i

rk= 0

; (39)

M = � rk �

h

Q̂ 2 � rkuref

i

rk= 0
; (40)

afterreversing the sign with respectto the electrostatic expressions,asdiscussed above. The m ostgeneralform of
the tracelessHessian m atrix ofthe referenceinterfaceisgiven by

r kr kuref(r)=
1

R d(r)
[(exex � eyey)cos2�(r)+ (exey + eyex)sin2�(r)]; (41)
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whereR d(r)> 0 istheabsolutevalueoftheradiusofcurvatureand �(r)istheanglebetween theprincipaldirections
and the coordinate axes.W ithoutlossofgenerality one can choose the orientation ofthe coordinate axessuch that
�(rk = 0)= 0.By inserting Eqs.(38,41)into the previousexpressionsforF and M one �nally obtains

F = q2 cos2� rk

�
1

R d

�

rk= 0

+ 2q2 sin2� rk�
�
�
rk= 0

; (42)

M = �
2q2 sin2�

R d(rk = 0)
ez: (43)

Therefore,the nonsphericalparticle tendsto rotateso that� = 0;�,i.e.,in orderto align its\capillary quadrupole"
with the principaldirectionsofcurvatureofthe reference,m inim alinterface.And when aligned likethis,itispulled
in the direction ofincreasing curvature 1=R d. This conclusion com plem ents the resultfound in Ref.43,where the
energy approach hasbeen applied in orderto determ inethe\potentialofm ean force" ofa spherical7 inertparticlein
a m inim alsurface.In a m ultiparticlecon�guration,this\external" forceand this\external" torquecom petewith the
capillary interaction between the quadrupoles(see Eq.(17)),possibly leading to interesting phenom ena concerning
the 2D patternsform ed by the particles.

V . SU M M A R Y A N D O U T LO O K

W ehaveinvestigated theforceapproach fordescribingcolloidalparticlestrapped ata
uid interface.Thisapproach
hasallowed usto derivea stress{tensorform ulation ofthe interface{m ediated elastic forcesforan arbitrary pressure
�eld �(r)actingon theinterface.In thism annerwehavebeen abletogeneralizesom eoftheresultsofRef. 22obtained
only for a spatially constant pressure �eld. It is an interesting,open question whether this resultis extendible to,
e.g.,m em branes,forwhich bending rigidity aswellassurface tension are relevant,and to other,m ore generalcases
considered in Ref.22 and involving constitutive param etersbeyond surface tension and bending rigidity. Based on
the stress{tensorform ulation we have worked outa detailed analogy between sm allinterfacialdeform ationsand 2D
electrostatics,encom passing notonly the �eld equation ofthe deform ation butalso the elasticforcestransm itted by
the interface.
W ehaveexploited theelectrostaticanalogyin ordertocom putethedom inantcontributiontotheinterface{m ediated

forcebetween twoparticlesifthey arefarapart.Thisanalogyenabled ustoclarifytherelationship between theenergy
and the forceapproach and to revealtheadvantagesand lim itationsofeach.The de�nition ofthee�ective forceF k,
which wehaveem ployed in theforceapproach,di�ersfrom thee�ectiveforceF m en introduced in theenergy approach
via a \potentialofm ean force".However,the di�erence isasym ptotically negligible ifthe interfacialdeform ation in
thesingle{particlecon�guration isexpressibleasa m ultipoleexpansion (i.e.,via nonvanishing \capillary poles").For
exam ple,ifthe system is notm echanically isolated orthe particlesare nonspherical,the force approach allowsone
to extend with relative ease the energy{approach resultto casesin which the interfacialdeform ationsare notsm all
everywhere. M oreover,it justi�es asym ptotic pairwise additivity ofthe force in a m ultiparticle con�guration. O ne
m ustbearin m ind thatnoneofthetwo de�nitionsFk and Fm en istheactualforceacting only on thecolloid,because
both take into account the force acting on the surrounding interface. This m atters for discussing the dynam ics of
trapped particles. However,in therm alequilibrium Fm en is the e�ective force according to which the equilibrium
state ofthe particles is determ ined. In this situation,the energy approach,which provides Fm en,is in principle
advantageous,while the force approach ism ore powerful(in the sense thatitm ay facilitate orextend the range of
validity ofthe calculations)wheneveritcan be shown thatFk � Fm en.
Fortheexperim entally interesting system ofa particleattheinterfaceofa sphericaldropletin contactwith a plate

(Fig.3),we �nd that the presence ofthe plate breaks m echanicalisolation and leads to a logarithm ically varying
interfacialdeform ation at distances r from the particle in the interm ediate range \particle radius � r � droplet
radius",with the am plitude ofthe logarithm vanishing asthe dropletradiustendsto in�nity.O urapproach hasput
this�nite{size e�ecton a sound basis.Nevertheless,ournum ericalestim atesshow thatthislogarithm ically varying
deform ation isvery likely too weak in orderto explain theapparently long{ranged attraction observed experim entally
in Ref.5 for such a system . However,there are stillopen questions which we have not addressed but which are

7 Therefore,the \capillary quadrupole" is not perm anent, as in the present illustrative exam ple,but rather induced by the \external

potential" uref(rk)and,according to R ef.43,isproportionalto the curvature 1=R d.
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conceivably relevantforthisexperim ent.W ehaveassum ed an electrically neutralsystem ;butifthereisa netcharge,
e.g.,ifthe colloidalparticle ischarged butthe dropletisnotgrounded,additional,long{ranged electric �eldsarise.
Anotherinteresting question isthe lossofrotationalsym m etry which occursifthe particle isnot�xed atthe apex
ofthe droplet:thism ightgiveriseto an additionalforce(electrostaticorcapillary)pushing the particletowardsthe
apex which,in a m ultiparticlecon�guration,could bem isinterpreted asan e�ectiveattraction liketheoneapparently
observed also fora planarinterface.
Finally,wehavediscussed brie
y theapplication oftheelectrostaticanalogy and theassociated phenom ena arising

when the unperturbed interface iscurved. Asan illustrative exam ple,we showed thata nonsphericalinertparticle
trapped ata m inim alsurfaceispulled to regionsin the interfacewith largercurvature.

A P P EN D IX A :T O R Q U E B A LA N C E

Ifa piece ofinterface S is in equilibrium ,the totaltorque on this piece m ust vanish. In this case,the following
condition m usthold (using the sam enotation asin Eq.(1)):

Z

S

dA (r� en)�+ 


I

@S

d‘r� (et� en)= 0: (A1)

Ifthedeviationsfrom a 
atinterfacearesm all,onecan sim plify Eq.(A1)asin Sec.IIfortheforce{balanceequation.
To lowestorderin the deform ation oneobtains

( Z

Sk

dA k rk�+ 


I

@Sk

d‘k [rk(n � rku)� un]

)

� ez = 0: (A2)

Thisequation im pliesthattheexpression in curly bracketsvanishesbecauseitisa vectororthogonalto ez (rk and n
lie in the X Y plane).In the electrostatic analogy the integralover� correspondsto the \capillary dipole" P ofthe
piece S.Thisallowsoneto rewriteEq.(A2)as

P = � 


I

@Sk

d‘k [rk(n � rku)� un]; (A3)

which generalizes G auss’theorem (Eq.(9)) by expressing the dipole ofa region only in term s ofthe values ofthe
deform ation �eld and its derivativesatthe boundary. O n the other hand,via the generalequilibrium condition in
Eq.(A1),the righthand sideofthisequality isrelated to the torqueM bulk dueto the bulk force:




I

@Sk

d‘k [rk(n � rku)� un]= � ez � M bulk: (A4)

Thevalidity ofthisexpression only requiresthatthe deform ation issm allatthecontour@S,wherethelinearization
isperform ed,butnotinside.ThisproofsEq.(11).

A P P EN D IX B :M U LT IP O LE EX PA N SIO N IN 2D

Here we recallbrie
y som e results concerning the m ultipole expansion in two dim ensions. The \potential" u(r)
created by a \charge" distribution �(r)isgiven by (� isan arbitrary constant)

u(r)= �
1

2�


Z

dA 0�(r0)ln
jr� r

0j

�
= �

1

2�

Re

Z

dA 0�(r0)ln
z� z0

�
; (B1)

thesecond equation introducesthecom plex variablez = rexp(i’)in orderto easethecalculationswith Redenoting
the realpart.W e �rstconsiderthe casethat� hasa com pactsupport:�(r)= 0 ifr> R.TheTaylorexpansion

ln(z� z
0)= lnz�

1X

s= 1

1

s

�
z0

z

� s

(B2)

is valid in the com plex dom ain jz0j< jzj. Inserting this expansion into the generalexpression (B1) one obtains
straightforwardly

u(r)=
Q 0

2�

ln
�

r
+

1

2�


1X

s= 1

Q se�is’ + Q �
s e

is’

2srs
; (B3)
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valid forr > R,with the com plex-valued m ultipolarchargesQ s given by Eq.(15). Ascan be easily deduced from
this latter expression,they can be written as Q s = qs exp(is�s),where the am plitude qs is a positive realnum ber
and �s 2 [0;2�) is the angle by which the con�guration with the charge qs is to be rotated in order to achieve a
con�guration with the charge Q s. By using the identity rexp(� i’) = r� (ex � iey),the expansion (B3) can be
rewritten in a m orefam iliarform involving only real-valued quantities:

u(r)=
Q̂ 0

2�

ln
�

r
+

1

2�


1X

s= 1

er
(s):::er

srs
� Q̂ s; (B4)

where� indicatess scalarproducts,er = r=r,and

Q̂ s = Re[Q s(ex � iey)
(s):::(ex � iey)]= qsRe[e

is�s(ex � iey)
(s):::(ex � iey)] (B5)

arethe real-valued m ultipolarcharges.
Assum e now that� � r�n asr! 1 ,so thatQ s isill-de�ned fors� n � 2.Nevertheless,onecan stillwrite

u(r)=
Q 0

2�

ln
�

r
+

1

2�


�X

s= 1

Q se�is’ + Q �
s e

is’

2srs
+ �u(r); (B6)

where � is the largest integer such that � < n � 2. This expression serves to de�ne �u. By using the Taylor
expansion (B2)again,onecan write

2�
�u = Re

Z

jz0j< jzj

dA 0�(r0)
1X

s= �+ 1

1

s

�
z0

z

� s

+ Re

Z

jzj< jz0j

dA 0�(r0)

"

ln
z

z0
+

1X

s= 1

1

s

�
z

z0

�s
�

�X

s= 1

1

s

�
z0

z

� s
#

: (B7)

In thisform onecan easily check that�u � r2�n forr= jzj! 1 ,and the�nitem ultipoleexpansion (14)holdswith
an extra term which isasym ptotically indeed subdom inant.
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