arXiv:2502.04862v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 7 Feb 2025

Contact value theorem for electric double layers with modulated surface charge density

Ladislav Šamaj

Institute of Physics, Slovak Academy of Sciences, Dúbravská cesta 9, 84511 Bratislava, Slovakia

E-mail: Ladislav.Samaj@savba.sk

Abstract. The contact value theorem was originally derived for Coulomb fluids of mobile charged particles in thermal equilibrium, in the presence of interfaces carrying a uniform surface charge density and in the absence of dielectric discontinuities. It relates the pressure (the effective force) between two parallel electric double layers to the particle number density and the surface charge density at the interface, separately for each of the two electric double layers. In this paper, we generalise the contact value theorem to electric double layers with interfaces carrying a modulated surface charge density. The derivation is based on balance of forces exerted on interfaces. The relevance of particular terms of the contact value theorem is tested on an exactly solvable two-dimensional Coulomb system with counterions only at the coupling constant Γ = 2.

PACS numbers: 61.20.Qg,61.20.Gy,05.70.-a,82.70.Dd

Keywords: electric double layer, modulated surface charge density, contact value theorem, exactly solvable Coulomb models

Submitted to: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor.

1. Introduction

The study of the thermal equilibrium of classical (i.e., non-quantum) fluids of charged particles interacting pairwisely via Coulomb potential is important in soft and condensed matter physics [1].

The Coulomb potential can be defined in any Euclidean space of points r = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_ν ) (spatial dimensions ν = 1, 2, 3, . . .). In Gauss units and in vacuum with dielectric constant ε = 1, it corresponds to the solution of the ν-dimensional Poisson equation:

Δv(r) = −s_ν δ(r), (1.1)

where Δ = ∑_ν j=1 ∂^2/∂x^2_j is the ν-dimensional Laplacian, δ is Dirac’s delta function and s_ν = 2π^{ν/2}/Γ(ν/2) the surface area of the ν-dimensional unit sphere. In particular,

v(r) =

−r for ν = 1, ln(r/L) for ν = 2, r^{2−ν} /(ν − 2) for ν ≥ 3,

(1.2)

where r is the modulus of r and L is the free length scale. In a three-dimensional (3D) space, the Coulomb potential has the standard 1/r form known from electrostatics. The two-dimensional (2D) logarithmic potential can be interpreted in real 3D space as the effective potential between parallel infinite charged lines perpendicular to a plane, mimicking 3D polyelectrolytes. Because the Fourier component of (1.2) exhibits singular behavior of type v̂(k) ∝ 1/k^2, many generic properties of Coulomb fluids in thermal equilibrium like perfect screening are preserved in any dimension ν [2], leading to the well known zeroth-moment and second-moment Stillinger-Lovett conditions for the pair charge-charge densities [3, 4] in the bulk regime and to many other sum rules for the semiinfinite geometries. In dynamical systems of charged colloids exhibiting diffusiophoresis in flow [5, 6] or dielectrophoresis in time-varying electric fields [7], the induced charge clouds carry multipoles and therefore only a limited number of sum rules persists, see section IV of Ref. [2]. In this paper, we restrict ourselves to charged particle systems in thermal equilibrium. It should be emphasized that the fluid sum rules do not apply to large Coulomb couplings characterized by a crystalline phase.

In biological experiments with macromolecules (colloids) immersed in water or similar polar solvents, the colloidal surface acquires a fixed surface charge density through the dissociation of microions (counterions) into the solvent [8]. The solvent contains ions generically of both signs, the corresponding more-component systems are referred to as “with salt added.” One can reach experimentally the deionized (saltfree) solvent [9, 10, 11], the corresponding one-component models are referred to as “with counterions only” (or salt-free limit). Mobile counterions are usually taken as electrons with the negative elementary charge −e while colloids are large balls whose surfaces contain thousands of positive charges e fixed at their positions. To simplify the theoretical treatment of models, the curved surface of the colloid is substituted by a planar one and the modulated charge density on the surface by a uniform one. The finite size of colloids is often ignored by taking the interior of colloids as a semi-infinite walls, with no dielectric jump between the medium the charges are immersed in and the colloid. The charged surface in thermal equilibrium with surrounding mobile charges form a neutral entity which is known as the electric double layer (EDL) [12, 13, 14, 15]. The effective interaction of two EDLs, mediated by mobile microions, is the topic of particular interest in soft matter [16].

We shall concentrate on two basic versions of Coulomb fluids which are of special experimental and theoretical interest:

• The jellium is a one-component plasma (OCP) of pointlike mobile particles with the same (say elementary) charge −e, immersed in a fixed neutralizing background charge distributed uniformly in space. The definition of the pressure is not unique for the jellium because of the presence of the rigid volume background charge [17]. There exists a version of one-component plasmas with the neutralizing charge distributed not in the bulk, but at the surfaces of the walls of the domain the mobile charges are confined to. This is just the model for colloids with counterions only discussed above. In what follows, we shall restrict ourselves to this kind of systems for which, in contrast to jellium models, the pressure is defined uniquely. The only relevant thermodynamic parameter in 2D one-component models, which are in thermal equilibrium at the inverse temperature β = 1/(k_BT ), is the coupling constant Γ ≡ βe^2. (1.3) • The symmetric two-component plasma (TCP), or Coulomb gas, is the overall neutral system of ±e charges with a hard core which prevents from a thermodynamic collapse of opposite charges. The hard core is not necessary in the 2D Coulomb gas when the Boltzmann factor corresponding to the interaction of opposite ±e charges, r^{−Γ}, is integrable at small 2D distances, i.e. for Γ < 2. The TCP in the presence of charged walls corresponds to colloids with salt added in solvent discussed above.

The weak-coupling (high-temperature) region of Coulomb systems is described by the Poisson-Boltzmann (PB) mean-field theory or its linearized version – the Debye- Hückel theory [14, 18]. Like-charged colloids always effectively repel one another in the weak-coupling limit [19, 20, 21, 22]. Two-dimensional Coulomb models are exactly solvable, besides the high-temperature limit, also at a specific value Γ = 2 of the coupling constant (1.3). The OCP is mappable onto a system of free fermions [23, 24] while the TCP onto the so-called Thirring field model [25, 26]. The thermodynamics and manybody densities of these 2D Coulomb fluids were obtained in the bulk as well as semiinfinite and fully finite geometries, see reviews [27, 28]. The complete thermodynamics and the asymptotic behavior of the charge and density particle correlation functions are available for the 2D Coulomb gas even in the whole stability region of the coupling constant 0 < Γ < 2 via an equivalence with the integrable 2D sine-Gordon field theory [29, 30, 31]. The strong-coupling (low-temperature) regime, studied mainly for charged colloid surfaces with counterions only, is controversial. The leading term of functional approaches based on a virial fugacity expansion [32, 33, 34], corresponding to a singleparticle theory, agrees with Monte-Carlo simulations [32, 33, 35, 36], but higher-order terms fail. Other approaches based on the creation of classical Wigner crystals on charged walls by Coulomb particles at zero temperatures [37, 38, 39, 40] or the idea of the correlation hole [41, 42, 43] reproduce the leading single-particle theory and imply correction terms which are in good agreement with Monte-Carlo data. These strongcoupling theories explain a counter-intuitive effective attraction of likely-charged plates observed at low enough temperatures, experimentally [44, 45, 46, 47, 48] as well as by computer simulations [12, 49, 50].

There exists an exact relation known as the contact value theorem which holds in any spatial dimension. It was originally derived for planar interfaces carrying a uniform surface charge density, with no dielectric jump between the medium the particles are immersed in and the material of the plates/walls [4, 51, 52, 53, 54]. In the geometry of one EDL with planar interface, the contact value theorem relates the bulk pressure to the particle number density at the interface and the surface charge density. In the geometry of two parallel EDLs at a certain distance, it relates the pressure (the effective force) between EDLs to the particle number density and the surface charge density at the interface, separately for each of the two EDLs. The generalization of the contact theorem to jellium systems with a volume background charge density [17, 55] involves an additional space integral over the particle charge density. An attempt to extend the contact value theorem to planar EDLs with dielectric discontinuity [56, 57] leads to the appearance of two-point particle correlation functions, while the usage of fieldtheoretical techniques [58] induces an additional Casimir-like term. In the framework of the cell model [1, 59, 60, 61], the bulk system is modeled by a single charged body of cylindrical or spherical shape, enclosed together with counterions and salt ions in a concentric electroneutral Wigner-Seitz cell of similar shape. The generalisation of the contact value theorem to curved wall’s boundaries occurring in the context of the cell model was made in [54, 61, 62].

A uniform surface charge density is a crude simplification of real EDLs. The discreteness of the surface charge density is omnipresent in bio-interfacial phenomena [63, 64, 65]. Initial theoretical studies of the surface charge modulation were based on liquid-state theory [66, 67] and a combination of perturbation techniques with Monte-Carlo simulations in the weak-coupling PB [68, 69] and strong-coupling [70] regimes. Another approach used an expansion in the Fourier modes of the surface charge modulations for salty solutions [71]. The obtained results indicate an increase of the counterion density close to surfaces with modulated charge density (in comparison with those carrying the uniform charge density of the same mean value) and a reduction of the pressure between two parallel interfaces [72, 73]. In the 3D case of one EDL with the surface charge modulated along one direction only, exact PB solutions were constructed in an inverse way by exploring the general result for the 2D Liouville equation (models with counterions only) and the two-soliton solutions of the 2D sinh-Gordon equation

(models with salt added) [74].

The partition function and many-particle densities of 2D one-component systems with the coupling constant Γ = 2γ (γ is a positive integer) can be expressed in terms of an anticommuting-field theory defined on a one-dimensional chain of sites [75, 76]. This mapping was used recently [77] to derive, under certain conditions on the matrix of interaction strengths among anticommuting variables, exact formulas for the density profile and the pressure for special interfaces with modulated line charge densities at the free-fermion coupling Γ = 2. As a by-product of special transformations of anticommuting field variables leaving the composite form of their action invariant, the contact value theorem was generalised to interfaces with modulated line charge densities for any coupling constant Γ = 2γ with γ a positive integer (and therefore by analytic continuation to all real Γs in the fluid region), see equations (4.5) and (5.7), (5.8) of Ref. [77] for the geometries of one EDL and two parallel EDLs, respectively. The generalisation of the contact value theorem to 2D one-component systems with modulated line charge densities seemed to be related to special techniques available only in 2D. However, being motivated by the exact 2D result, we show in this article that the generalisation can be derived alternatively based on balance of forces exerted on interface(s) by mobile charges. This enables us to extend the contact value theorem for modulated surface charge densities from the special case of the 2D one-component plasma to multi-component Coulomb fluids in any spatial dimension.

The paper is organised as follows. The case of one EDL with modulated surface charge density is the subject of section 2. Basic formalism, the notation and the main 2D result of reference [77] are presented in section 2.1. The derivation of the contact value theorem for multi-component Coulomb fluids in any spatial dimensions, based on balance of forces exerted on interface by mobile charges, is given in section 2.2. The case of two parallel EDLs with modulated surface charge densities is discussed in section 3. As before, basic formalism and the derivation of the contact value theorem are presented in sections 3.1 and 3.2, respectively. Section 4 deals with the analysis of relevance of particular terms in the contact value relation within the framework of a 2D exactly solvable model. A brief recapitulation and concluding remarks are given in section 5.

2. Geometry of one EDL

2.1. Basic formalism and notation

The geometry of one EDL with modulated surface charge density is presented in figure 1. We consider an infinite ν-dimensional Euclidean space of points r = (x, y) where Cartesian coordinates x ∈ R and y = (y_1, . . . , y_{ν−1}) ∈ R^{ν−1} . The dielectric wall in the half-space x < 0 mimics the interior of a colloid, pointlike particles move in the complementary half-space Λ = {x > 0, y}. The ±e charges of particles means that the pictured system is the symmetric TCP, the OCP contains particles of the same charge (say −e). The (ν − 1)-dimensional interface of points ∂Λ = {r = (x = 0, y)} carries a

Figure 1. The geometry of one EDL. The wall in the half-space x < 0 mimics the interior of a colloid, pointlike particles with ±e charges of the symmetric TCP move in the complementary half-space x > 0. The (ν − 1)-dimensional interface of points y = (y_1, . . . , y_{ν−1}), located at x = 0, carries a modulated surface charge density σ(y)e. There is another interface without any surface charge at x → ∞, denoted by the dashed line.

modulated surface charge density σ(y)e. In real experiments, σ(y) is a periodic function of y and it is finite at every point y ∈ ∂Λ. The surface of the interface is taken infinite, |∂Λ| → ∞. Dielectric constants of the wall ε_w and of the medium the particles are immersed in ε are taken to be the same, ε_w = ε = 1, so that there are no dielectric image charges.

2.1.1. OCP For the OCP with counterions of charge −e, there are N particles moving in the half-space domain Λ. The condition of the overall electroneutrality reads as N(−e) + ∫ ∂Λ dy σ(y)e = 0. (2.1)

For a given configuration of N charges {r_1, r_2, . . . , r_N }, the microscopic density of particles at point r ∈ Λ is defined by n̂(r) = ∑_N j=1 δ(r − r_j ). The averaged particle number density at point r ∈ Λ is given by n(r) = ⟨n̂(r)⟩, (2.2) where ⟨· · ·⟩ denotes the statistical average over the canonical ensemble at the inverse temperature β. The total number of particles is equal to N = ∫ Λ dr n(r). (2.3)

As there is a finite number of particles per unit surface of the interface, the density must vanish at large distances from the interface,

lim_{x→∞} n(r) = 0. (2.4)

This automatically means that the bulk pressure (the derivative of the free energy with respect to the volume) P vanishes as well.

The microscopic charge density is defined by ρ̂(r) = ∑_N j=1(−e)δ(r − r_j ) and the corresponding averaged charge density ρ(r) = ⟨ρ̂(r)⟩. Its relation to the averaged particle density is trivial for the OCP:

ρ(r) = −en(r). (2.5)

The electroneutrality condition (2.1) together with equation (2.3) imply that ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) + ∫ ∂Λ dy σ(y)e = 0. (2.6)

The theory simplifies itself substantially when the surface charge density is uniform, σ(y) = σ. The averaged particle and charge densities then depend only on the coordinate x perpendicular to the interface, i.e., n(r) = n(x) and ρ(r) = ρ(x). The electroneutrality condition (2.6) and the asymptotic relation (2.4) then become ∫_∞ 0 dx n(x) = σ, lim_{x→∞} n(x) = 0. (2.7)

The contact value theorem [4, 51, 52, 53, 54] fixes the density of counterions at the interface as follows

n(0) = 1 2 s_ν βe^2σ^2, (2.8)

keeping in mind that the bulk pressure P = 0 for the considered OCP. This contact value relation was checked on the exact solutions of the OCP in the weak-coupling PB limit in any dimension [18] and at the free fermion coupling Γ = 2 in 2D [78, 79].

2.1.2. TCP Let the TCP be composed of N_+ particles with charge +e and N_− particles with charge −e, the total number of particles N = N_+ + N_−. The electroneutrality condition reads as

N_+ − N_− = ∫ ∂Λ dy σ(y). (2.9)

For a configuration of N_+ particles with charge +e, {r^+_1 , r^+_2 , . . . , r^+_{N+} }, the microscopic density of +e particles at point r ∈ Λ is n̂_+(r) = ∑_{N+} j=1 δ(r − r^+_j ) and the averaged number density of +e particles at point r ∈ Λ is n_+(r) = ⟨n̂_+(r)⟩. Analogously, for a configuration of N_− particles with charge −e, {r^−_1 , r^−_2 , . . . , r^−_{N−} }, the microscopic density of −e particles at point r ∈ Λ is n̂_−(r) = ∑_{N−} j=1 δ(r−r^−_j ) and the averaged number density of −e particles at point r ∈ Λ is n_−(r) = ⟨n̂_−(r)⟩. The total averaged number density of particles n(r) and charge density ρ(r) are given by

n(r) = n_+(r) + n_−(r), ρ(r) = e [n_+(r) − n_−(r)] . (2.10)

As there is a finite charge per unit surface of the interface, the charge density induced by particles must vanish at asymptotically large distances from the interface,

lim_{x→∞} ρ(r) = 0. (2.11)

On the other hand, the particle number density is, in general, nonzero and constant (due to the charge screening, not touched by the surface charge density) at asymptotically large distances from the interface,

lim_{x→∞} n(r) = n, (2.12)

where the bulk density n is controlled by the chemical potential. The electroneutrality condition (2.9) can be written as the previous one (2.6).

If the surface charge density is uniform, σ(y) = σ, the averaged particle and charge densities depend only on the x-coordinate. The asymptotic relations (2.11) and (2.12) then become

lim_{x→∞} ρ(x) = 0, lim_{x→∞} n(x) = n. (2.13)

The contact value theorem [4, 51, 52, 53, 54] takes the form βP = n(0) − 1 2 s_ν βe^2σ^2, (2.14)

where the bulk pressure P , corresponding to the particle density n, includes electrostatic as well as non-electrostatic interactions like the Lennard-Jones interaction, the excluded volume effects [80], etc. Notice that the contact theorem for the OCP (2.8), characterized by P = 0, is in fact identical to the one for the TCP (2.14). The relation (2.14) was checked by using the exact solutions of the TCP in the weak-coupling PB limit in any dimension [18] and at the coupling Γ = 2 in 2D [25, 26].

2.2. Balance of forces

The contact value theorem for one interface with modulated surface charge density can be obtained from the balance of the forces exerted to the wall surface. The total force along the x-direction (perpendicular to the interface) consists of three components.

The particles with the density n(0, y) at the interface ∂Λ push on the wall by the force

F^x_1 = − 1 β ∫ ∂Λ dy n(0, y), (2.15)

oriented to the left along the x-axis in figure 1.

The charged particles inside the domain Λ induce at the point (0, y^′) ∈ ∂Λ the electric field

E^x_2 (0, y^′) = − ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) ∂ ∂(−x) v(x, |y − y^′|). (2.16)

The corresponding force exerted on the surface charge density reads as

F^x_2 = ∫ ∂Λ dy^′ σ(y^′)eE^x_2 (0, y^′) = e ∫ ∂Λ dy^′ σ(y^′) ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) ∂ ∂x v(x, |y − y^′|). (2.17)

There is another wall at x → ∞ with no surface charge density and of the same surface |∂Λ| as the one at x = 0, see the dashed line in figure 1. The particles of bulk density n (controlled by the chemical potential) push on this wall by the force F^x_3 = P |∂Λ|, (2.18) where P is the bulk pressure corresponding to the particle density n.

The total force acting on the interface ∂Λ and the one at infinity must be zero in thermal equilibrium, i.e., F^x_1 + F^x_2 + F^x_3 = 0. (2.19) Introducing the mean particle density at the interface

n̄(0) ≡ 1 |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ dy n(0, y), (2.20)

the balance of forces (2.19) implies the relation βP = n̄(0) − βe |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ dy^′ σ(y^′) ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) ∂ ∂x v(x, |y − y^′|). (2.21)

This relation can be adapted further by considering the point-dependent deviations of the surface charge density from its mean value σ̄, σ(y) = σ̄ + δσ(y), σ̄ ≡ 1 |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ dy σ(y). (2.22)

The mean value σ̄ is mathematically well defined since the surface charge density σ(y) is assumed to be finite at every point y ∈ ∂Λ. The surface integral over deviations must vanish by definition, ∫ ∂Λ dy δσ(y) = 0. (2.23)

Inserting the decomposition (2.22) into (2.21), one gets βP = n̄(0) − βeσ̄ |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ dy^′ ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) ∂ ∂x v(x, |y − y^′|) − βe |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ dy^′ δσ(y^′) ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) ∂ ∂x v(x, |y − y^′|). (2.24)

According to Fubini’s theorem, the order of integration of an absolutely integrable function can be exchanged [81]. Since ∂ ∂x v(x, |y − y^′|) = − x (x^2 + |y − y^′|^2)^{ν/2}

(2.25) and the charge density ρ(r) is finite at every point r ∈ Λ, one can interchange the order of integrations over y^′ and r in the first integral on the rhs of equation (2.24) and concentrate on the integral ∫ ∂Λ dy^′ ∂ ∂x v(x, |y − y^′|) = ∫ ∂Λ dy^′ ∂ ∂x v(x, |y^′|), (2.26)

where the substitution y^′ − y → y^′ was made within an infinite domain’s boundary ∂Λ. Using the radial coordinate system on the (ν − 1)-dimensional interface ∂Λ, the integral (2.26) can be expressed as − ∫_∞ 0 dy^′ s_{ν−1}y^{′ν−2} x (x^2 + y^{′2})^{ν/2} = −s_{ν−1} √ πΓ (_{ν−1} 2 ) 2Γ (_ν 2 ) = − 1 2 s_ν . (2.27)

The first integral on the rhs of equation (2.24) can be thus written as ∫ ∂Λ dy^′ ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) ∂ ∂x v(x, |y − y^′|) = − 1 2 s_ν ∫ Λ dr ρ(r). (2.28)

Finally, since the electroneutrality condition (2.6) implies that ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) = − ∫ ∂Λ dy σ(y)e = −σ̄e|∂Λ|, (2.29) equation (2.24) simplifies itself to βP = n̄(0) − 1 2 s_ν βe^2σ̄^2 − βe |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ dy^′ δσ(y^′) ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) ∂ ∂x v(x, |y − y^′|). (2.30)

We see that the modulation of the surface charge density induces into the contact value theorem the charge density of particles inside the whole domain Λ. In the uniform case δσ(y) = 0 with n̄(0) = n(x = 0), the previous contact value relation (2.14) is reproduced. Note that the derivation of the contact value theorem (2.30) was based on the consideration of balance of electrostatic forces, the non-electrostatic forces contribute only to the bulk pressure P .

As for the force components along directions y parallel to the interface, it is first necessary to specify boundary conditions at ±infinity. In analogy with the previous work [77], let us consider the periodic boundary conditions for which only the component of type (2.17) survives:

F^{yj}_2 = ∫ ∂Λ dy^′ σ(y^′)eE^{yj}_2 (0, y^′) = e ∫ ∂Λ dy^′ σ(y^′) ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) ∂ ∂y_j v(x, |y − y^′|) (2.31)

(j = 1, 2, . . . , ν − 1). Using here the decomposition (2.22), changing the order of integrations attached to the term σ̄ and setting the force in equilibrium equal to zero, one obtains the equality ∫ ∂Λ dy^′ δσ(y^′) ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) ∂ ∂y_j v(x, |y − y^′|) = 0, j = 1, 2, . . . , ν − 1. (2.32)

In 2D, this relation was derived by using symmetry transformations of anticommuting variables, see equation (4.8) in Ref. [77].

Figure 2. The geometry of two parallel EDLs. The wall in the half-space x < 0, with interface ∂Λ_L at x = 0, carries a modulated surface charge density σ_L(y)e. The wall in the half-space x > d, with interface ∂Λ_R at x = d, carries σ_R(y)e. Pointlike particles of the symmetric TCP with ±e charges move inside the domain Λ = {r = (x, y), 0 < x < d, y ∈ R^{ν−1} }.

3. Geometry of two parallel EDLs

3.1. Basic formalism and notation

The geometry of two parallel interfaces at distance d is pictured in figure 2. The “left” wall in the half-space x < 0 with interface ∂Λ_L at x = 0 carries a modulated surface charge density σ_L(y)e ≥ 0. There is another “right” wall in the half-space x > d, with interface ∂Λ_R at x = d, which carries σ_R(y)e ≥ 0. The surfaces of the interfaces are taken to be the same and going to infinity, |∂Λ_L| = |∂Λ_R| = |∂Λ| → ∞. (3.1) N pointlike particles of the symmetric TCP with ±e charges move inside the domain Λ = {r = (x, y), 0 < x < d, y ∈ R^{ν−1} }. A potential OCP contains only −e charges.

Introducing the averaged particle number n(r; d) and charge ρ(r; d) densities, the condition of the overall electroneutrality reads as ∫ Λ dr ρ(r; d) + ∫ ∂Λ_L dy σ_L(y)e + ∫ ∂Λ_R dy σ_R(y)e = 0. (3.2)

When the surface charge densities are uniform, i.e., σ_L(y) = σ_L and σ_R(y) = σ_R, the averaged particle number and charge densities depend only on the x-coordinate, n(r; d) = n(x; d) and ρ(r; d) = ρ(x; d). The contact value theorem [4, 51, 52, 53, 54] relates the pressure of the Coulomb fluid between EDLs P and the contact particle number densities on both interfaces as follows βP (d) = n(0; d) − 1 2 s_ν βe^2σ^2_L = n(d; d) − 1 2 s_ν βe^2σ^2_R. (3.3) In the limit of infinite distance between the two EDLs d → ∞, the system decomposes itself onto two separate (noninteracting) EDLs with the bulk pressure lim_{d→∞} P (d) = P ; (3.4) the relations (3.3) then correspond to two independent contact value theorems for one EDL of type (2.14). Taking the left and right walls as plates of a finite thickness (as it is in the case of two big colloids), the effective force per unit surface between the plates mediated by the Coulomb fluid in between is equal to P (d) − P . In view of relation (3.4), this force goes to 0 at d → ∞ as it should be. The positive (negative) value of the pressure P (d)−P > 0 (P (d)−P < 0) means the repulsion (attraction) of the interfaces.

3.2. Balance of forces The force acting on the left interface is balanced completely by the opposite force acting on the right interface, so that the total force on the Coulomb system in thermal equilibrium vanishes as it should be. Note that all considered forces act along the x-axis.

Let us first consider the left wall with the interface ∂Λ_L. In analogy with section 2.2, the particles with the density n(0, y) push on ∂Λ_L by the force F^x_1 = − 1 β ∫ ∂Λ dy n(0, y). (3.5) The force induced by the charged particles inside the domain Λ reads as F^x_2 = e ∫ ∂Λ dy^′ σ_L(y^′) ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) ∂ ∂x v(x, |y − y^′|). (3.6) The particles push on the opposite wall with interface ∂Λ_R by the force F^x_3 = P (d)|∂Λ|. (3.7) Finally, the force exerted by the charged interface ∂Λ_R on the one ∂Λ_L is given by F^x_4 = e^2 ∫ ∂Λ_L dy ∫ ∂Λ_R dy^′ σ_L(y) ∂ ∂d v(d, |y − y^′|)σ_R(y^′). (3.8) The total force acting on the two interfaces must be zero,

F^x_1 + F^x_2 + F^x_3 + F^x_4 = 0. (3.9) In terms of the mean particle density at the interface ∂Λ_L n̄(0) = 1 |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ_L dy n(0, y), (3.10) the balance of forces (3.9) leads to the relation βP (d) = n̄(0) − βe |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ_L dy^′ σ_L(y^′) ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) ∂ ∂x v(x, |y − y^′|) − βe^2 |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ_L dy ∫ ∂Λ_R dy^′ σ_L(y) ∂ ∂d v(d, |y − y^′|)σ_R(y^′). (3.11)

For each of the interfaces, we introduce point-dependent deviations of the surface charge density from its mean value,

σ_L(y) = σ̄_L + δσ_L(y), σ̄_L = 1 |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ_L dy σ_L(y), (3.12)

σ_R(y) = σ̄_R + δσ_R(y), σ̄_R = 1 |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ_R dy σ_R(y). (3.13)

The surface integral over deviations must vanish for each of the interfaces, ∫ ∂Λ_L dy δσ_L(y) = 0, ∫ ∂Λ_R dy δσ_R(y) = 0. (3.14)

Inserting the decompositions (3.12) and (3.13) into (3.11), we do again the procedure between equations (2.26) and (2.29) of section 2.2. With the aid of the electroneutrality condition (3.2), the total pressure P is obtained as the sum of two contributions, βP (d) = βP_{part}(d) + βP_{dev}(d), (3.15) where βP_{part}(d) = n̄(0) − 1 2 s_ν βe^2σ̄^2_L − βe |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ_L dy^′ δσ_L(y^′) ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) ∂ ∂x v(x, |y − y^′|) (3.16)

is the “particle” part which depends on the mean particle number density in contact n̄(0) defined in (3.10) and the profile of the particle charge density ρ(r) inside the whole domain Λ, and

βP_{dev}(d) = − βe^2 |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ_L dy ∫ ∂Λ_R dy^′ δσ_L(y) ∂ ∂d v(d, |y − y^′|)δσ_R(y^′) (3.17)

is the “deviation” part corresponding to the pure Coulomb interaction of of surface charge deviations on the two interfaces.

Applying the same procedure to the the right interface ∂Λ_R results in the split formula (3.15) with the particle part

βP_{part}(d) = n̄(d) − 1 2 s_ν βe^2σ̄^2_R + βe |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ_R dy^′ δσ_R(y^′) ∫ Λ dr ρ(r) ∂ ∂x v(d − x, |y − y^′|) (3.18) and the deviation part βP_{dev}(d) given by the previous formula (3.17). Here,

n̄(d) = 1 |∂Λ| ∫ ∂Λ_R dy n(d, y) (3.19) is the mean particle density in contact with the right interface ∂Λ_R. Note that in the large-d limit the deviation part βP_{dev} (3.17) vanishes and one is left with the pair of independent one-EDL counterparts of type (2.30).

4. Analysis of an exactly solvable 2D model

As was mentioned in the Introduction, many types of 2D Coulomb fluid are exactly solvable at the coupling constant Γ = 2.

For the geometry of two parallel lines at distance d, carrying the uniform line charge densities σ_Le and σ_Re with counterions of charge −e only, the exact formula for the pressure P at Γ = 2 was derived in [82, 83]:

βP_0(d; σ_L, σ_R) = βP_0(d; σ_L) + βP_0(d; σ_R), (4.1) where

βP_0(d; σ) = 1 2πd^2 ∫_{2πσd} 0 dt t sinh t e^{−t} (4.2)

and the subscript “0” in P_0 means that the line charge densities are uniform. In the case of like-charged lines 0 < σ_L ≤ σ_R, the pressure is always positive, P_0(d) > 0, i.e., the charged lines repeal each other for any distance d. The pressure diverges at small distances d, βP_0(d; σ_L, σ_R) ∼_{d→0} σ_L + σ_R d , (4.3)

and decays monotonously to 0 from above at asymptotically large d, βP_0(d; σ_L, σ_R) ∼_{d→∞} 1 πd^2 ∫_∞ 0 dt t sinh t e^{−t} = π 12 1 d^2

. (4.4)

Note that this asymptotic decay is universal, independent of the line charge densities σ_L and σ_R.

The necessary conditions under which a 2D system with modulated line charge densities is exactly solvable at Γ = 2 were established in [77]. A version of integrable model is given by the mean line charge densities σ_Le and σ_Re and the periodic deviations

δσ_L(y) = A_L cos ( 2π λ y ) , δσ_R(y) = A_R cos ( 2π λ y ) , (4.5)

with λ being the period and the amplitudes are constrained by |A_L| ≤ σ_L and |A_R| ≤ σ_R. This model is exactly solvable provided that λ(σ_L + σ_R) ≤ 1. (4.6) In terms of the dimensionless pressure ~P (d) ≡ λ^2βP (d), (4.7)

the exact solution can be written as the decomposition of type (3.15) ~P (d) = ~P_{part}(d) + ~P_{dev}(d), (4.8) with ~P_{part}(d) = ∂ ∂(d/λ) g (d/λ, λσ_L; {λA_L, λA_R}) + ∂ ∂(d/λ) g (d/λ, λσ_R; {λA_R, λA_L}) (4.9) and ~P_{dev}(d) = π(λA_L)(λA_R)e^{−2πd/λ}. (4.10) Here, g (d/λ, λσ; {λA, λA^′}) = 1 4π ∫_{4πλσ} 0 dr ln { ∫_{d/λ} 0 dx e^{−rx} × I_0 ( λAe^{−2πx} + λA^′e^{−2πd/λ+2πx} ) } , (4.11) where I_0 denotes the modified Bessel function of the first kind [84].

For simplicity, we shall restrict ourselves to the symmetrically charged lines with the equivalent mean values of the line charge densities σ_L = σ_R = σ (4.12) and the equivalent (positive) amplitudes A_L = A_R = A, 0 < A ≤ σ. (4.13) For this symmetric case σ_L(y) = σ_R(y) = σ + A cos ( 2π λ y ) , (4.14) the condition of exact solvability (4.6) takes the form λσ ≤ 1 2 . (4.15) Let us consider the extreme value λσ =^1_2 for which λA ≤ λσ = 1 2 . (4.16) The dimensionless pressure is again given by (4.8) where ~P_{part}(d/λ, λA) = 2 ∂ ∂(d/λ) g (d/λ; λA) (4.17) and ~P_{dev}(d/λ, λA) = π(λA)^2e^{−2πd/λ}. (4.18) The g-function reads as g (d/λ; λA) = 1 4π ∫_{2π} 0 dr ln { ∫_{d/λ} 0 dx e^{−rx} × I_0 ( λA[e^{−2πx} + e^{−2πd/λ+2πx}] ) } . (4.19)

The above exact formulas for ~P_{part}(d/λ, λA) in terms of g (d/λ; λA) are rather complicated and they can be treated for the given values of the dimensionless amplitudes λA and distances d/λ only numerically. The analytic treatment is possible in special limits, like for instance in the limit of small amplitudes λA when the Bessel function in (4.19) can be expanded as [84]

I_0 ( λA[e^{−2πx} + e^{−2πd/λ+2πx}] ) = 1 +

(λA)^2 4 ( e^{−4πx} + 2e^{−2πd/λ} + e^{−4πd/λ+4πx} ) + O ( (λA)^4 ) . (4.20)

Performing then the integration over the x-variable in (4.19), the logarithm takes the following argument ln { 1 − e^{−rd/λ} r + (λA)^2 4 (1 − e−(4π+r)d/λ 4π + r + 2e^{−2πd/λ} 1 − e^{−rd/λ} r + e^{−rd/λ} − e^{−4πd/λ} 4π − r ) + O ( (λA)^4 ) } . (4.21)

Expanding the logarithm in λA results in g (d/λ; λA) = 1 4π ∫_{2π} 0 dr ln ( 1 − e^{−rd/λ} r ) + (λA)^2 4 1 4π ∫_{2π} 0 dr × [ 1 − e^{−(4π+r)d/λ} 1 − e^{−rd/λ} r 4π + r + 2e^{−2πd/λ} + e^{−rd/λ} − e^{−4πd/λ} 1 − e^{−rd/λ} r 4π − r ]

+O ( (λA)^4 ) . (4.22) The first term on the rhs of this equation is related to the dimensionless pressure ~P_0(d; σ, σ) ≡ λ2βP_0(d, σ, σ) with uniform line charge densities σ_L = σ_R = 1/(2λ), see formulas (4.1) and (4.2), as follows ~P_0 ( d; σ_L = 1 2λ , σ_R = 1 2λ ) = 2 ∂ ∂(d/λ) 1 4π ∫_{2π} 0 dr ln ( 1 − e^{−rd/λ} r ) . (4.23)

The second term on the rhs of equation (4.22), proportional to (λA)^2, can be treated analytically in two limits d/λ → 0 and d/λ → ∞.

• In the limit d/λ → 0, one simply Taylor expands the function under integration over r in powers of (d/λ) and then integrate over r, with the result

(λA)^2 [ 1 2 − πd λ + 7 6 ( πd λ )_2 − ( πd λ )_3 + O ( (πd/λ)^4 ) ] . (4.24)

With regard to the relation (4.17), one can write ~P_{part}(d/λ, λA) = ~P_0 ( d; σ_L = 1 2λ , σ_R = 1 2λ ) + (λA)^2 [ − 2π + 14π 3 πd λ − 6π ( πd λ )_2 + O ( (πd/λ)^3 ) ] . (4.25)

Comparing the leading term −2π(λA)^2 to the one π(λA)^2 of the line charge interaction pressure ~P_{dev}(d/λ, λA) in (4.18) we see that it is twice larger by the amplitude and has a minus sign, in agreement with the hypothesis that the modulation of the line charge densities diminish the pressure between the two lines.

• In the limit d/λ → ∞, one can neglect certain terms under integration over r vanishing exponentially in this limit, to get (λA)^2 4 1 4π ∫_{2π} 0 dr { −r 4π − r + 1 1 − e^{−rd/λ} [ r 4π + r + r 4π − r ]} . (4.26)

This expression can be further manipulated as follows (λA)^2 4 [( 1 2 − ln 2 ) + 1 4π ∫_{2π} 0 dr ∞∑ n=1 e^{−nrd/λ} 8πr (4π)^2 − r^2 ] . (4.27)

Since it holds ∫_{2π} 0 dr e^{−nrd/λ} 2r (4π)^2 − r^2 ∼_{d/λ→∞} 1 8π^2n^2(d/λ)^2 + O ( 1 (d/λ)^3 ) , (4.28)

one ends up with

(λA)^2 [ 1 4 ( 1 2 − ln 2 ) + ζ(2) 32π^2(d/λ)^2 ] , (4.29)

where ζ(2) is the Riemann zeta function at point 2 [84],

ζ(2) = ∞∑ n=1 1 n^2 = π^2 6 . (4.30)

Finally, using (4.17) one arrives at ~P_{part}(d/λ, λA) = ~P_0 ( d; σ_L = 1 2λ , σ_R = 1 2λ ) − (λA)^2 1 48 1 (d/λ)^3 + O ( 1 (d/λ)^4 ) . (4.31)

Since the deviation part of the pressure (4.18) decays exponentially at large distances d/λ, the above obtained long-ranged term dominates and its negative sign indicates the diminution of the pressure due to the line charge modulations at large distances as well. Notice that the pressure for uniformly charged lines (4.4) goes down more slowly.

We conclude that within the split of the total pressure onto its particle and deviation parts (3.15), implied by the contact value theorem, both short-distance and largedistance asymptotics due to the surface charge modulations are dominated by the particle term βP_{part}(d). This term effectively diminishes the pressure in the absence of the line charge modulation ~P_0(d) as was expected.

Keeping in mind that we consider the extreme value of the parameter λσ =^1_2 preserving the exact solvability of our model with the line charge modulation, let us consider also the extreme value of the dimensionless amplitude of the modulated surface charge density λA =^1_2 constrained by (4.16). This means that the line charge densities

λσ_L(y) = λσ_R(y) = 1 2 [ 1 + cos ( 2π λ y )] (4.32)

Figure 3. The exactly solvable 2D model of two parallel EDLs with counterions only, the symmetric line charge modulations are given by (4.32). The numerical results for various pressure contributions described in the text, see equations (4.33), (4.34) and (4.35), as the functions of the dimensionless interface distance d/λ. The difference between the pressures with and without the line charge modulations, δ ~P (d), is always negative as it should be.

are positive, except for the points y = ±λ/2, ±3λ/2, . . . where they vanish. The numerical results for various pressure contributions as the functions of the dimensionless interface distance d/λ are presented in figure 3. In particular,

δ ~P_{part}(d) ≡ ~P_{part}(d) − ~P_0(d) (4.33)

(dashed curve) is the (always negative) difference between the particle part of the pressure and the pressure with the uniform line charge densities (λA = 0), ~P_{dev}(d) = π 4 e^{−2πd/λ} (4.34)

(dotted curve) is the (always positive) deviation part of the pressure and

δ ~P (d) ≡ ~P (d) − ~P_0(d) = δ ~P_{part}(d) + ~P_{dev}(d) (4.35)

(solid curve) is the difference between the pressures with and without the line charge modulations. It is seen that δ ~P is negative in the displayed interval of the distances d/λ as was expected.

5. Conclusion

Rigorous or exact results in the thermodynamics of Coulomb fluids, valid for any spatial dimension, are rare. The contact value theorem belongs to such results. In its most general formulation, it relates the pressure to the averaged one- and two-body densities inside the particle domain. In this paper, we generalized the contact value theorem to EDLs with modulated surface charge densities, see equation (2.30) for the geometry of one EDL and equations (3.15)-(3.18) for two parallel EDLs at distance d. These equations involve the particle density at the wall interfaces and the charge density of particles inside the whole domain Λ, in formal analogy with the jellium systems characterized by the volume background charge density [17, 55]. In the case of two parallel EDLs the total pressure is obtained as the sum of the particle and surfacecharge deviation parts, see equations (3.15)-(3.18). We tested these two contributions on a symmetric 2D model with counterions only which was solved exactly in [77]. It turns out that the (negative) particle part dominates over the (positive) deviation part which explains the diminution of the total pressure due to the surface charge modulation.

As concerns a potential application of the present contact value theorem in future, it may motivate someone to establish a general proof about the pressure diminution due to the surface charge modulation. A step towards the general proof might be the consideration of small surface charge deviations δσ_L(y) and δσ_R(y) on the left and right interfaces, respectively. In this limit, the contributions of the surface charge deviations to the particle number and charge densities can be treated perturbatively around the system with the uniform surface charge densities within the linear response theory. A technical problem is that the first nonzero contribution to the pressure, bilinear in the deviations δσ_L(y) and δσ_R(y), involves three-body densities of the unperturbed system which are difficult to deal with.

Another possible extension of the present work is to consider dielectric discontinuities between the walls and the medium in which charged particles move and Casimir-like forces. This requires the inclusion of the interaction of particles with their image charges (one-wall geometry) or an infinite array of image charges (two-wall geometry) which ultimately leads to the presence of higher-order particle densities in the formalism.

Acknowledgments

The support received from VEGA Grant No. 2/0089/24 and Project EXSES APVV- 20-0150 is acknowledged.

References

[1] Levin Y 2002 Electrostatic correlations: from Plasma to Biology Rep. Prog. Phys. 65 1577–1632 [2] Martin Ph A 1988 Sum rules in charged fluids Rev. Mod. Phys. 60 1075–1127

Contact value theorem for interfaces with modulated surface charge density 20

[3] Stillinger F H and Lovett R 1968 General restriction on the distribution of ions in electrolytes J.

Chem. Phys. 49 1991–1994 [4] Carnie S L and Chan D Y C 1981 The Stillinger-Lovett condition for non-uniform electrolytes Chem. Phys. Lett. 77 437–440 [5] Anderson J L 1989 Colloid transport by interfacial forces Ann. Rev. Fluid Mech. 21 61-99 [6] Shin S, Ault J T, Warren P B and Stone H A 2017 Accumulation of colloidal particles in flow junctions induced by fluid flow and diffusiophoresis Phys. Rev. X 7 041038 [7] Zhou J and Schmid F 2013 Computer simulations of charged colloids in alternating electric fields Eur. Phys. J. Special Topics 222 2911-2922 [8] Evans D F and Wennerström H 1999 The colloidal domain 2nd ed. (Wiley-VCH, New York) [9] Raspaud E, da Conceicao M and Livolant F 2000 Do free DNA counterions control the osmotic pressure? Phys. Rev. Lett. 84 2533–2536 [10] Palberg T, Medebach M, Garbow N, Evers M, Fontecha A B, Reiber H and Bartsch E 2004 Electrophoresis of model colloidal spheres in low salt aqueous suspension J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 16 S4039–S4050 [11] Brunner M, Dobnikar J, von Grünberg H and Bechinger C 2004 Direct measurement of three-body interactions amongst charged colloids Phys. Rev. Lett. 92 078301 [12] Gulbrand L, Jönsson B, Wennerström H and Linse P 1984 Electrical double layer forces. A Monte Carlo study J. Chem. Phys. 80 2221-2228 [13] Attard P, Mitchell D J and Ninham B W 1988 Beyond Poisson-Boltzmann: Images and correlations in the electric double layer. I. Counterions only J. Chem. Phys. 88 4987–4996 [14] Attard Ph 2002 Thermodynamics and statistical mechanics: Equilibrium by entropy maximisation (Academic Press, London) [15] Messina R 2009 Electrostatics in soft matter J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 21 113102 [16] Hansen J P and Löwen H 2000 Effective interactions between electric double layers Annu. Rev.

Phys. Chem. 51 209–242 [17] Choquard Ph, Favre P and Gruber Ch 1980 On the equation of state of classical one-component systems with long-range forces J. Stat. Phys. 23 405–442 [18] Andelman D 2006 Introduction to electrostatics in soft and biological matter In: Poon W C K and Andelman D (eds) Soft Condensed Matter Physics in Molecular and Cell Biology vol. 6. (Taylor & Francis, New York) [19] Gouy G L 1910 Sur la constitution de la charge électrique à la surface d’un electrolyte J. Phys.

Theor. Appl. 9 457–468 [20] Chapman D L 1913 A contribution to the theory of electrocappilarity London, Edinburgh, Dublin Philos. Mag. J. Sci. 25 475–481 [21] Chan D, Healy T W and White L R 1976 Electric double layer interactions under regulation by surface ionization equilibria-dissimilar amphoteric surfaces J. Chem. Soc., Faraday Trans. 1 72 2844–2865 [22] Derjaguin B V, Chraev N V and Muller V M 1987 Surface forces (Plenum Publishing, New York) [23] Jancovici B 1981 Exact results for the two-dimensional one-component plasma Phys. Rev. Lett.

46 386–388 [24] Alastuey A and Jancovici B 1981 On the classical two-dimensional one-component Coulomb plasma J. Physique 42 1–12 [25] Cornu F and Jancovici B 1987 On the two-dimensional Coulomb gas J. Stat. Phys. 49 33–56 [26] Cornu F and Jancovici B 1989 The electrical double layer: A solvable model J. Chem. Phys. 90 2444–2452 [27] Jancovici B 1992 Inhomogeneous two-dimensional plasmas In: Inhomogeneous Fluids pp. 201-237 Henderson D (ed.) (Dekker, New York) [28] Forrester P J 1998 Exact results for two-dimensional Coulomb systems Phys. Rep. 301 235–270 [29] Šamaj L and Travěnec I 2000 Thermodynamic properties of the two-dimensional two-component plasma J. Stat. Phys. 49 713–730

Contact value theorem for interfaces with modulated surface charge density 21

[30] Šamaj L 2003 The statistical mechanics of the classical two-dimensional Coulomb gas is exactly solved J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 36 5913–5920 [31] Šamaj L and Bajnok Z 2013 Introduction to the statistical physics of integrable many-body systems (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge) [32] Moreira A G and Netz R R 2000 Strong-coupling theory for counter-ion distributions Europhys.

Lett. 52 705–711 [33] Moreira A G and Netz R R 2001 Binding of similarly charged plates with counterions only Phys.

Rev. Lett. 87 078301 [34] Netz R R 2001 Electrostatics of counter-ions at and between planar charged walls: from Poisson- Boltzmann to the strong-coupling theory Eur. Phys. J. E 5 557–574 [35] Moreira A G and Netz R R 2002 Simulations of counterions at charged plates Eur. Phys. J. E 8 33–58 [36] Kanduč M and Podgornik R 2007 Electrostatic image effects for counterions between charged planar walls Eur. Phys. J. E 23 265–274 [37] Shklovskii B I 1999 Screening of a macroion by multivalent ions: Correlation-induced inversion of charge Phys. Rev. E 60 5802–5811 [38] Grosberg A Y, Nguyen T T and Shklovskii B I 2002 Colloquium: The physics of charge inversion in chemical and biological systems Rev. Mod. Phys. 74 329–345 [39] Šamaj L and Trizac E 2011 Counterions at highly charged interfaces: From one plate to like-charge attraction Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 078301 [40] Šamaj L and Trizac E 2011 Wigner-crystal formulation of strong-coupling theory for counterions near planar charged interfaces Phys. Rev. E 24 041401 [41] Nordholm S 1984 Simple analysis of the thermodynamic properties of the one-component plasma Chem. Phys. Lett. 105 302–307 [42] Forsman J 2004 A simple correlation-corrected Poisson-Boltzmann theory J. Phys. Chem. B 108 9236–9245 [43] Palaia I, Trulsson M, Šamaj L and Trizac E 2018 A correlation-hole approach to the electric double layer with counter-ions only Mol. Phys. 116 3134–3146 [44] Khan A, Jönsson B and Wennerström H 1985 Phase equilibria in the mixed sodium and calcium di-2-ethylhexylsulfosuccinate aqueous system. An illustration of repulsive and attractive doublelayer forces J. Phys. Chem. 89 5180–5184 [45] Kjellander R, Marčelja S and Quirk J P 1988 Attractive double-layer interactions between calcium clay particles J. Colloid Interface Sci. 126 194–211 [46] Bloomfield V A 1991 Condensation of DNA by multivalent cations: Considerations on mechanism Biopolymers 31 1471–1481 [47] Kékicheff P, Marčelja S, Senden T J and Shubin V E 1993 Charge reversal seen in electrical double layer interaction of surfaces immersed in 2:1 calcium electrolyte J. Chem. Phys. 99 6098–6113 [48] Dubois M, Zemb T, Fuller N, Rand R P and Pargesian V A 1998 Equation of state of a charged bilayer system: Measure of the entropy of the lamellar–lamellar transition in DDABr J. Chem. Phys. 108 7855–7869 [49] Kjellander R and Marčelja S 1984 Correlation and image charge effects in electric double-layers Chem. Phys. Lett. 112 49–53 [50] Grønbech-Jensen N, Mashl R J, Bruinsma R F and Gelbart W M 1997 Counterion-Induced attraction between rigid polyelectrolytes Phys. Rev. Lett. 78 2477–2480 [51] Henderson D and Blum L 1978 Some exact results and the application of the mean spherical approximation to charged hard spheres near a charged hard wall J. Chem. Phys. 69 5441–5449 [52] Henderson D, Blum L and Lebowitz J L 1979 An exact formula for the contact value of the density profile of a system of charged hard spheres near a charged wall J. Electroanal. Chem. 102 315–319 [53] Blum L, Henderson D, Lebowitz J L, Gruber Ch and Martin Ph A 1981 A sum rule for an inhomogeneous electrolyte J. Chem. Phys. 75 5974–5975

Contact value theorem for interfaces with modulated surface charge density 22

[54] Wennerstöm H, Jönsson B and Linse P 1982 The cell model for polyelectrolyte systems.

Exact statistical mechanical relations, Monte Carlo simulations, and the Poisson-Boltzmann approximation J. Chem. Phys. 76 4665–4670 [55] Totsuji H 1981 Distribution of charged particles near a charged hard wall in a uniform background J. Chem. Phys. 75 871–874 [56] Carnie S L and Chan D Y C 1981 The statistical mechanics of the electric double layer: Stress tensor and contact conditions J. Chem. Phys. 74 1293–1297 [57] Jancovici B 1982 Classical Coulomb systems near a plane wall. II J. Stat. Phys. 29 263–280 [58] Dean D S and Horgan R R 2003 Field theoretic derivation of the contact value theorem in planar geometries and its modification by the Casimir effect Phys. Rev. E 68 061106 [59] Fuoss R M, Katchalsky A and Lifson S 1951 The potential of an infinite rod-like molecule and the distribution of the counter ions Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 37 579–589 [60] Marcus R A 1955 Calculation of thermodynamic properties of polyelectrolytes J. Chem. Phys. 23 1057–1068 [61] Deserno M and Holm C 2001 In: Holm C, Kékicheff P and Podgornik R (eds) Electrostatic effects in soft matter and biophysics, NATO Science Series II - Mathematics, Physics and Chemistry, vol. 46 (Kluwer, Dordrecht) [62] Mallarino J P, Téllez G and Trizac E 2015 The contact theorem for charged fluids: from planar to curved geometries Mol. Phys. 113 2409–2427 [63] Israelachvili J N 1992 Intermolecular and Surface Forces 3rd edn. (Academic Press, San Diego) [64] Leckband D E, Helm C A and Israelachvili J 1993 The role of calcium in the adhesion and fusion of mixed lipid bilayers Biochem. 32 1127–1140 [65] Walz J Y 1998 The effect of surface heterogeneities on colloidal forces Adv. Colloid Interface Sci.

74 119–168 [66] Chan D Y C, Mitchell J and Ninham B W 1980 A self-consistent study of ion adsorption and discrete charge effects in the electrical double layer J. Chem. Phys. 72 5159–5162 [67] Kjellander R and Marčelja S 1988 Inhomogeneous Coulomb fluids with image interactions between planar surfaces. III. Distribution functions J. Chem. Phys. 88 7138–7146 [68] Lukatsky D B, Safran S A, Lau A W C and Pincus P A 2002 Enhanced counterion localization induced by surface charge modulation Europhys. Lett. 58 785–791 [69] Henle M L, Santangelo C D, Patel D M and Pincus P A 2004 Distribution of counterions near discretely charged planes and rods Europhys. Lett. 66 284–290 [70] Fleck C C and Netz R. R. 2005 Counterions at disordered charged planar surfaces Europhys. Lett.

70 341–347 [71] Travesset A 2005 Salty solutionsnear a charged modulated interface Eur. Phys. J. E 17 435–446 [72] Lukatsky D B and Safran S A 2002 Universal reduction of pressure between charged surfaces by long-wavelength surface charge modulation Europhys. Lett. 60 629–635 [73] Khan M O, Petris S and Chan D Y C 2005 The influence of discrete surface charges on the force between charged surfaces J. Chem. Phys. 122 104705 [74] Šamaj L and Trizac E 2019 Electric double layers with surface charge modulations: Exact Poisson- Boltzmann solutions Phys. Rev. E 100 042611 [75] Šamaj L and Percus J K 1995 A functional relation among the pair correlations of the twodimensional one-component plasma J. Stat. Phys. 80 811–824 [76] Šamaj L 2004 Is the two-dimensional one-component plasma exactly solvable? J. Stat. Phys. 117 131–158 [77] Šamaj L 2022 Electric double layers with modulated surface charge density: Exact 2D results J.

Phys. A: Math. Theor. 55 275001 [78] Jancovici B 1984 Surface properties of a classical two-dimensional one-component plasma: Exact results J. Stat. Phys. 34 803–815 [79] Šamaj L 2015 Counter-ions near a charged wall: Exact results for disc and planar geometries J.

Stat. Phys. 161 227–249

Contact value theorem for interfaces with modulated surface charge density 23

[80] Frydel D and Levin Y 2012 A close look into the excluded volume effects within a double layer J.

Chem. Phys. 137 164703 [81] Fubini G 1907 Sugli integrali multipli Rom. Acc. L. Ren. (V. Series) 16 608–614 [82] Šamaj L and Trizac E 2014 Counter-ions between or at asymmetrically charged walls: 2D freefermion point J. Stat. Phys. 156 932–947 [83] Šamaj L 2020 Attraction of like-charged walls with counterions only: Exact results for the 2D cylinder geometry J. Stat. Phys. 181 1699–1729 [84] Gradshteyn I S and Ryzhik I M 2000 Table of Integrals, Series, and Products 6th edn. (Academic Press, London)