arXiv:2202.05459v1 [cond-mat.soft] 11 Feb 2022

00 (2022) 1–17

Asymmetric electrostatic properties of an electric double layer: a generalized Poisson-Boltzmann approach taking into account non-uniform size effects and water polarization

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim

Department of Physics, Kim Il Sung University, Daesong District, Pyongyang, DPR Korea

Abstract

We theoretically study electrostatic properties of electric double layer using a generalized Poisson-Boltzmann approach taking into account the orientational ordering of water dipoles and the excluded volume effect of water molecules as well as those of positive and negative ions with different sizes in electrolyte solution.

Our approach enables one to predict that the number densities of water molecules, counterions and coions and the permittivity of electrolyte solution close to a charged surface, asymmetrically vary depending on both of sign and magnitude of the surface charge density and the volume of counterion. We treat several phenomena in more detail. Firstly, an increase in the volume of counterions and an increase in the surface charge density can cause the position of the minimum number density of water molecules to be farther from the charged surface. Secondly, width of the range of voltage in which the properties at the charged surface symmetrically vary decreases with increasing bulk salt concentration. In addition, we show that the excluded volume effect of water molecules and the orientational ordering of water dipoles can lead to early onset and lowering of the maximum of electric capacitance according to surface voltage. Our approach and results can be applied to describing electrostatic properties of biological membranes and electric double layer capacitor for which excluded volume effects of water molecules and ions with different sizes may be important.

Keywords: Electric double layer, Excluded volume effect, Poisson-Boltzmann equation, Differential capacitance, Orientational ordering of water PACS: 82.45.Gj, 82.60.Lf, 66.10.-x, 61.20.Q

1. Introduction

The concept of electric double layer was first presented by Herman von Helmholtz[1] before more than one century. Since then many researchers have developed realistic theories of electric

Email address: js.sin@ryongnamsan.edu.kp (Jun-Sik Sin) 1

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 2

double layer to solve various problems of biology, medicine, colloid science and electrochemistry such as the binding of charged ligands to the membrane surface, the interactions of vesicles with the membrane, osteoblast attachment to biomaterials, fundamental nucleic acid processes, RNA folding, and differential capacitance of electric double layer capacitor [2, 3, 4, 5].

To correctly represent electrostatic properties of electric double layer, a number of computational approaches such as Monte Carlo method and numerical solutions of integral equations[6, 7, 8, 9] were introduced, but they involve more complicated calculations than for the Poisson- Boltzmann (PB) approach.

However, the original PB approach proposed by Gouy and Chapmann [10, 11] doesn’t consider the finite volumes of ions in electrolyte and it is known that the approach heavily overestimates the ionic concentrations close to charged surfaces in electrolyte. As an early attempt to eliminate such a shortcoming of the original PB approach, Stern [12] considered the finite size effect of ions by combining the Helmholtz model with the Gouy-Chapmann model. To include volume effects of ions directly into the PB approach, Bikerman[13] empirically modified Boltzmann distribution by correcting ion concentrations for the volume excluded by all ions.

In [14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19], the authors considered finite volumes of ions and water molecules within lattice statistical mechanics approach. The assumption of the same size of ions and water molecules in electrolyte has been common to their work. Although this assumption does properly work in many situations, ionic transport across narrow channels and ionic adsorption in objects of subnanometer size cannot be described by means of the assumption. For example, when the size of a negative ion is larger than one of a positive ion, negative ionic transport across narrow channels of biological membranes or pores of electrode of electric double layer capacitor will hardly proceed.

Modified PB approaches using lattice statistics [20, 21, 22] were developed for considering the difference in sizes of positive and negative ions. For this purpose, in [20], a lattice in which one cell can contain several ions was used. In [21], the authors semiempirically extended a modified PB equation to the case of an asymmetric salt. Recently, in [22], the authors assumed that the lattice cell size was an integer number of times smaller than a linear dimension of ion.

In fact, the Booth model [23, 24] is well-known for generalization of the Onsager-Kirkwood- Fröhlich permittivity model [25, 26] in the saturation regime of orientational ordering of water dipoles, but the model doesn’t consider the sizes of both ions and water molecules in electrolyte solution.

In [27, 28, 29, 30, 32], the authors took into account the excluded volume effect of water molecules and the orientational ordering of water dipoles together with the excluded volume effect of ions in the modification of the PB approach using lattice statistics. In particular, the authors described that the permittivity of an electrolyte solution near a strongly charged surface may be heavily decreased by orientational ordering of water dipoles and depletion of water molecules [28, 29, 30]. In their approach, each particle occupies one cell of lattice based on the assumption that the ions and water molecules have the same excluded volume, which allowed the PB equations to have analytical and intuitive solutions. However, in cases where effects of difference in excluded volumes of water molecules and ions may be important, for example, where the electric capacitance is asymmetric due to the difference in sizes of positive and negative ions [22], a more general approach taking into account the effects is needed.

In this paper we will incorporate not only the asymmetric size effect of ions in electrolyte but

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 3

also both the orientational ordering of water dipoles and excluded volume effect of water molecules into the Poisson-Boltzmann approach. In a word, our approach generalizes that of [28] to include non-uniform ionic sizes. We introduce a lattice statistics where more than one cell can be occupied by each ion as in [22] and also by each water molecule for considering effects of different excluded volumes of ions and water molecules. We show that electrostatic properties of electrolyte solution close to a charged surface aren’t symmetric in positive and negative surface charge densities of the charged surface. We study effects of the volume of counterion and sign and magnitude of the surface voltage on electrostatic properties of the electrolyte solution. Finally, an early onset and lowering of the maximum of electric capacitance are predicted.

2. The generalized Poisson-Boltzmann approach

We consider an electrolyte solution composed of multivalent ions and water molecules in contact with a charged planar surface, where a positive ion has charge +ze_0 and a negative ion has charge −ze_0. The total free energy F can be written in terms of the local electrostatic potential ψ (r) and the number densities of ions c_+ (r), c_− (r) and water molecules c_w (r) = ⟨ρ (ω, r)⟩_ω. F = � dr � − ε_0εE^2 2 + e_0zψ (c_+ − c_−) + ⟨ρ (ω) γp_0E cos ω⟩_ω − μ_+c_+ − μ_−c_− − ⟨μ_w (ω) ρ (ω)⟩_ω − T s � , (1)

where ⟨ f (ω)⟩_ω = � f (ω) 2π sin (ω) dω in which ω is the angle between the vector p and the normal to the charged surface. Here p is the dipole moment of water molecules and E is the electric field strength. The first term is the self energy of the electrostatic field, where ε equals n^2 and n = 1.33 is the refractive index of water. The next term corresponds to the electrostatic energy of the ions in the electrolyte solution, where e_0 is the elementary charge. The third one represents the electrostatic energy of water dipoles[28], where γ = � 2 + n^2 � /2, p_0 = |p| and E = |E|. The next three terms are responsible for coupling the system to a bulk reservoir, where μ_{+,−} are the chemical potentials of positive ions and negative ions and μ_w (ω) is the chemical potential of water dipoles with orientational angle ω. T is the temperature and s is the entropy density.

Consider a unit volume of the electrolyte solution. The entropy density is the logarithm of the number of translational and orientational arrangements of non-interacting c_+ positive ions, c_− negative ions and ρ (ω_i) ΔΩ_i (i = 1 · · · N) water molecules, where ΔΩ_i = 2π sin (ω_i) Δω is an element of a solid angle and Δω = π/N. The positive ion, negative ion and water molecule occupy volumes of V_+, V_− and V_w, respectively.

Within a lattice statistics approach each particle in the solution occupies more than one cell of a lattice as in [22]. Considering translational arrangements of ions and orientational ordering of water dipoles, the number of arrangements can be calculated as follows. As in [22], we first place c_+ positive ions of the volume V_+ and then c_− negative ones of the volume V_− in the lattice. Finally, taking into account the orientational ordering of water dipoles, we put in ρ (ω_i) (i = 0, 1, ...) water molecules of the volume V_w in the lattice. The number of arrangements W is written as W = c_s (c_s − 1 · v_+) · · · (c_s − (c_+ − 1) v_+) c_+!

(c_s − c_+v_±) · · · (c_s − c_+v_± − (c_− − 1) v_−) c_−!

(c_s − c_+v_+ − c_−v−) · · · v_w lim_{N→∞}

�_{Ni=1} ρ (ω_i) ΔΩ_i! , (2)

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 4

where v_{+,−,w} = V_{+,−,w}/a^3 are the numbers of cells that the positive ion, negative ion and water molecule occupy, respectively. c_s = 1/a^3 is the number of cells per unit volume and a denotes the linear dimension of one cell.

From the standpoint of physics the entropy density should be symmetric in + and −. For this purpose, we assume that the positive(negative) ion excludes v_± = (v_+ + v_−) /2 for the negative(positive) ion.

Expanding the logarithms of factorials using Stirling formula, we obtain the expression for the entropy density, s = k_B ln W, s k_B

= ln W = −c_+ ln a^3 − c_− ln a^3 − � 1 − c_+V_+ − c_−V_− V_w � ln a^3 − c_+ ln c_+ − c_− ln c_− − � 1 V_+

− c_+ � ln (1 − c_+V_+) + � 1 V_− − c_+V_± V_− � ln (1 − c_+V_±) − � 1 V_− − c_+V_± V_−

− c_− � ln (1 − c_+V_± − c_−V_−) − � 1 V_w − c_+V_+ V_w − c_−V_− V_w � ln (1 − c_+V_+ − c_−V_−) − lim_{N→∞} N� i=1 � ρ (ω_i) ΔΩ_i ln ΔΩ_i + ρ (ω_i) ΔΩ_i ln ρ (ω_i) − ρ (ω_i) ΔΩ_i � , (3)

where k_B is the Boltzmann constant. Assuming that c_iV_j (i = +, −; j = +, −, ±) are small, the above expression gets simpler: s k_B

= −c_+ ln c_+a^3 − c_− ln c_−a^3 − � 1 − c_+V_+ − c_−V_−

V_w � ln a^3 + c_+ � 1 − V_+ V_w � + c_− � 1 − V_− V_w �

− c^2_+V_+ 2 − c^2_−V_− 2 + (c_+V_+)^2 2V_w + (c_−V_−)^2 2V_w

− c_+c_−V_± + c_+c_−

V_+V_− V_w

− lim_{N→∞} N� i=1 � ρ (ω_i) ln ρ (ω_i) + ρ (ω_i) ln ΔΩ_i � ΔΩ_i. (4)

Like the modification of the Poisson-Boltzmann approach of [22], the expression for the entropy density is symmetric in negative and positive ions.

All lattice cells should be occupied by either ions or water molecules[16, 32, 33, 34, 35], therefore

c_s = c_+v_+ + c_−v_− + c_wv_w. (5)

In order to find the free energy in equilibrium taking into account Eq. (5), we will use the method of undetermined multipliers. The Lagrangian of the electrolyte solution is

L = F − � λ (r) (1 − c_+V_+ − c_−V_− − c_wV_w) dr, (6)

where λ is a local Lagrange parameter. Once the Lagrangian is established, the Euler−Lagrange equations are obtained and solved with respect to the functions c_+, c_− and ρ (ω). The variation of the Lagrangian with respect to c_+ yields an equation from which we can get the number density of positive ions in the electrolyte solution: δL δc_+

= e_0zψ − μ_+ + k_BT � ln c_+a^3 + c_+V_+ � 1 − V_+ V_w � + c_−V_± − c_−

V_+V_− V_w � + λV_+ = 0. (7)

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 5

Using the boundary conditions ψ (x → ∞) = 0 and c_{+,−} (x → ∞) = c_0 and λ (x → ∞) = λ_0, we get the chemical potential for positive ions from Eq.(7):

μ_+ = k_BT � ln c_0a^3 + c_0V_+ � 1 − V_+ V_w � + c_0V_± − c_0

V_+V_− V_w � + λ_0V_+. (8)

Inserting Eq.(8) into Eq.(7), we obtain c_+ by exponentiation:

c_+ = c_0 exp � − e_0zψ k_BT � exp � − � (c_+ − c_0) V_+ � 1 − V_+ V_w � + (c_− − c_0) � V_± −

V_+V_− V_w � exp (λV_+) , (9)

where (λ − λ_0) /k_BT → λ for simplicity. Like the derivation of Eq.(9), the expressions for c_− and ρ (ω) are simply obtained:

c_− = c_0 exp � e_0zψ k_BT � exp � − � (c_− − c_0) V_− � 1 − V_− V_w � + (c_+ − c_0) � V_± −

V_+V_− V_w � exp (λV_−) , (10)

ρ (ω) = ρ_0 exp � − γp_0E cos ω k_BT � exp (λV_w) . (11)

In general, within our approach the number densities of ions and water molecules are obtained implicitly not explicitly.

In the case when the ions and water molecules have the same size and the surface charge density is negative, that is, when V_+ = V_− = V_w and σ < 0, we can recover all basic equations of [28]. When we neglect orientational ordering of water dipoles, our approach is identical to that of [22].

The Euler−Lagrange equation for ψ (r) yields the Poisson- Boltzmann equation

∇ (ε_0ε_r∇ψ) = −e_0z (c_+ − c_−) , (12)

where

ε_r ≡ n^2 + P ε_0E

. (13)

Here, P is the polarization vector due to a total orientation of point-like water dipoles. From the planar symmetry of this problem, one can see that the electric field strength is perpendicular to the charged surface and have the same magnitude at all points equidistant from the charged surface. The x axis points in the direction of the bulk solution and is perpendicular to the charged surface. Consequently, along the x axis E and P have only an x component and P is given as [28]

P (x) = c_w (x) � 2 + n^2 3 � p_0L (γp_0Eβ) ê, (14)

where a function L (u) = coth (u) − 1/u is the Langevin function, ê = E/E and β = 1/ (k_BT ) .

Differentiation of Eqs.(9)-(11) with respect to the distance from the charged surface provides linear algebraic equations in terms of dc_+/dx, dc_−/dx, dc_w/dx, dλ/dx: dc_+ dx = c_+ � − dΦ dx − V_+ � 1 − V_+ V_w � dc_+ dx − � V_± −

V_+V_− V_w � dc_− dx + V_+ dλ dx � , (15) 5

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 6

dc_− dx = c_− � dΦ dx − V_− � 1 − V_− V_w � dc_− dx − � V_± −

V_+V_− V_w � dc_+ dx + V_− dλ dx � , (16)

dc_w dx = c_w � L (γp_0Eβ) (γp_0β) dE dx + V_w dλ dx � , (17)

where Φ (x) = e_0zψ (x) /k_BT .

Solving the system of Eqs.(5),(15)-(17) for dc_+/dx, dc_−/dx, dc_w/dx, dλ/dx results in the following coupled differential equations: dc_+ dx = c_+ D � c_−V^2_− + c_−V_+V_− − c_−c_wV_+V_−V_w − c_−c_wV^2_−V_w + c_−c_wV_−V^2_w + c_−c_wV_±V^2_w + c_wV^2_w

� dΦ dx + c_+c_wV_w D (−c_−V_±V_− + V_+ + c_−V_+V_−) L (γp_0Eβ) (γp_0β) dE dx ,(18)

dc_− dx = c_− D � −c_+V^2_+ − c_+V_+V_− + c_+c_wV_+V_−V_w + c_+c_wV^2_+V_w − c_+c_wV_+V^2_w − c_+c_wV_±V^2_w − c_wV^2_w

� dΦ dx + c_−c_wV_w D (−c_+V_±V_+ + V_− + c_+V_+V_−) L (γp_0Eβ) (γp_0β) dE dx ,(19)

dc_w dx = − c_wV_w D [c_+V_+ − c_−V_− + c_+c_−V_± (V_+ − V_−)] dΦ dx − c_w D � c_+V^2_+ + c_−V^2_− + c_+c_−V_+V_− (V_+ + V_− − 2V_±) � L (γp_0Eβ) (γp_0β) dE dx , (20)

where

D = −c_+V^2_+ (1 − c_wV_w) (1 + c_−V_−) − c_−V^2_− (1 − c_wV_w) (1 + c_+V_+) −c_wV^2_w � (1 + c_+V_+) (1 + c_−V_−) − c_+c_−V^2_± � + 2c_+c_− (1 − c_wV_w) V_+V_−V_±, (21)

The electrostatic potential and the number densities of the ions and water molecules are obtained by solving Eqs.(12),(18)-(21). In many cases of biological and chemical systems, effective volumes of positive ions, negative ions and water molecules in electrolyte solutions differ from each other, so that our approach will be useful for actual cases.

3. Results and Discussion

Under the boundary conditions ψ (x → ∞) = 0 and E (x = 0) = σ/ (ε_0ε_r (x = 0)), we combine Eq.(12) and Eqs.(18-21) and solve these differential equations for c_+, c_−, c_w, ψ by using the fourth order Runge-Kutta method. As in [28], the water dipole moment p_0 should be 3.1 D(Debye is 3.336 × 10^{−30}C/m) so that far away from the charged surface the relative permittivity of electrolyte solution reaches 78[27, 28]. In calculations, we choose c_{0w}/N_A = 55mol/l for the number density of water molecules in the bulk electrolyte solution [27, 28].

Fig. 1(a) compares the calculated number densities of water molecules for V_− = V_+ = V_w = 0.03nm^3 used in [30] and V_+ = 0.15nm^3, V_− = 2.21V_+, V_w = 0.03nm^3 (of our case), where the 6

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 7

Figure 1. (Color online) The number densities of water molecules, coions and counterions as functions of the distance from the charged planar surface. Dipole moment of water p_0 = 3.1D, monovalent bulk salt concentration c_0/N_A = 0.15mol/l and temperature T = 300K. (a) The number density of water molecules as a function of the distance from the charged planar surface. The case of V_− = V_+ = V_w = 0.03nm^3 is compared with the case of V_− = 2.21V_+, V_+ = 0.15nm^3. Here the surface charge density is σ = +0.2C/m^2. (b). The number density of water molecules as a function of the distance from the charged planar surface. For V_− = 2.21V_+, V_+ = 0.15nm^3, the case of σ = +0.2C/m^2 is compared with the case of σ = −0.2C/m^2. (c). For the case of V_− = 2.21V_+, V_+ = 0.15nm^3, the number densities of counterions (squares) and coions(diamonds). For the case of V_− = V_+ = V_w = 0.03nm^3, the number densities of counterions (circles) and coions(triangles). Here the surface charge density is σ = +0.2C/m^2. (d). For the case of σ = +0.2C/m^2, the number densities of counterions (squares) and coions(diamonds). For the case of σ = −0.2C/m^2, the number densities of counterions (circles) and coions(triangles). Here V_− = 2.21V_+, V_+ = 0.15nm^3.

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 8

Figure 2. (Color online) The magnitude of electric field strength (a) and the magnitude of the first derivative of electric field strength (b) according to the distance from the charged surface for the cases of V_− = V_+ = V_w = 0.03nm^3(circles), V_− = 2.21V_+, V_+ = 0.15nm^3 (solid line)and V_+ = 2.21V_−, V_− = 0.15nm^3(dashed line). Here surface charge density is σ = +0.2C/m^2 and other parameters are the same as in Fig. 1(a).

surface charge density is σ = +0.2C/m^2. We note that in [22] the asymmetric parameters V_+ = 0.15nm^3, V_− = 2.21V_+ are used, however the authors didn’t consider the excluded volume effect of water molecules. Here, monovalent bulk salt concentration is taken to be c_0/N_A = 0.15mol/ł. In the case when ions and water molecules are of equal size the number density of water molecules is monotonously decreased towards the charged surface in agreement with [30]. For our case when ions and water molecules aren’t of the same size, the number density of water molecules first decreases with increasing distance from the charged surface and reaches a minimum. Then this density increases and reaches the bulk value of water 55mol/l. Such a behaviour of the number density of water molecules in the vicinity of the charged surface was also predicted and shown to be a consequence of a balance between the counterion Boltzman factor c_0 exp (e_0|ϕ (x) |β) and rotationally averaged water Boltzmann factor c_{0w} � exp (−γp_0Eβ cos ω)

�_ω in [30]. However, it is noticed that in our case the surface charge density for this characteristic behaviour is smaller than that of [30]. This is attributed to the excluded volume of counterions larger than that in [30]. Fig. 1(b) represents the number densities of water molecules for surface charge densities of equal magnitude and opposite sign, where V_+ = 0.15nm^3, V_− = 2.21V_+, V_w = 0.03nm^3. It is shown that the position of the minimum for σ = +0.2c/m^2 is farther from the charged surface than that for σ = −0.2c/m^2. Beyond the positions of the minima, the number density of water molecules for σ = +0.2c/m^2 is smaller than that for σ = −0.2c/m^2. We note that the effective volume of counterion for σ = +0.2c/m^2 is larger than that for σ = −0.2c/m^2, which results in surfacecharge-sign-dependent c_w as mentioned above.

Fig. 1(c) and Fig. 1(d) show the number densities of ions for the cases of Fig. 1(a) and Fig. 1(b), respectively. Fig. 1(c) and Fig. 1(d) indicate that the number density of coions is much less than the number density of counterions near the charged surface.

As shown in Fig. 1(b), it is interesting that an increase in effective volume of counterion causes the position of minimum number density of water molecules to be farther from the charged surface.

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 9

Figure 3. (Color online)The number density of water molecules according to the distance from the charged surface for different surface charge densities: σ = +0.1C/m^2, +0.2C/m^2, +0.3C/m^2, +0.4C/m^2. Here V_− = 2.21V_+, V_+ = 0.15nm^3. Other parameters are the same as in Fig. 1(a).

Eq.(20) provides a way to understand physical meaning of the fact. The value of the right term of Eq.(20) is equal to zero at the position of the minimum number density of water molecules. Considering that the number density of coions near the charged surface is much smaller than that of counterions as shown in Fig. 1(c) and Fig. 1(d), Eq.(22) is obtained.

V_w V_− = γp_0 e_0z

L (γp_0Eβ)) E � � � dE dx � � � , (22)

where without loss of generality, we assume that the charged surface has a positive charge. But it is difficult to analyze this equation directly because all the physical quantities(i.e. the electric field strength, the number densities of water molecules and ions and the permittivity of the electrolyte solution) are subtly linked together. The electric field strength and the first derivative of the electric field strength are the key to understanding the above equation. Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(b) show the magnitudes of the electric field strength and first derivative of electric field strength according to the distance from the charged surface, respectively, where the surface charge density is σ = +0.2C/m^2. Other parameters are the same as in Fig. 1(a). Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(b) obviously illustrate the fact that the larger the volume of counterion, the weaker the screening property of counterion: an increase in volume of counterion causes both an increase in the electric field strength and a decrease in the first derivative of electric field strength. We can easily know that the function L (x) /x in Eq.(13) decreases with increasing value of x. From Eq. (22) and the above facts, it is deduced that the position shift of minimum water density is attributed to difference in screening properties of counterions due to the difference in volumes of counterions.

Fig. (3) shows the variation of number density of water molecules with the distance from the charged surface for different surface charge densities. Fig. (3) indicates that the minimum number density of water molecules doesn’t depend on the surface charge density and that the larger the surface charge density, the more distant the position of the minimum value from the charged surface. In fact, an increase in surface charge density of the charged surface causes increases in 9

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 10

Figure 4. (Color online) (a) The variation of the permittivity of the electrolyte solution with the distance from the charged surface for both surface charge densities σ = +0.2C/m^2 and σ = −0.2C/m^2. (b) The orientational distribution function of cos(θ) where θ is the angle between a water dipole and the vector normal to the electrode surface (pointing into the bulk). For the case of σ = +0.2C/m^2 the curves at the charged surface(x = 0)(dotted line) and x = 1nm(dashed line) are compared with corresponding ones at the charged surface(x = 0)(solid line) and x = 1nm(circles) for the case of σ = −0.2C/m^2. Other parameters are the same as in Fig. 1(b).

magnitude for both the electric field strength and the first derivative of electric field strength in the electrolyte solution. Consequently, the position at which Eq.(22) is satisfied is farther from the charged surface than that for the original surface charge density.

Fig. 4(a) represents the permittivities of the electrolyte solution for σ = +0.2c/m^2 and σ = −0.2c/m^2. Other parameters are the same as in Fig. 1(b). Fig. 4(a) shows that the permittivity for the larger size of counterion is smaller than that for the smaller size of counterion. The reason for it is explained by two effects. On one hand, the number density of water molecules for the larger size of counterion is small compared to that for the smaller size of counterion as shown in Fig. 1(b). On the other hand, the increase in electric field strength due to difference in volumes of counterion(as shown in Fig. 2(a)) also causes a decrease of permittivity of electrolyte solution since the function L (x) /x in Eq.(13) decreases with increasing value of x. By using Eqs.(13), (14) together with the above facts, it is found that the permittivity of the electrolyte solution for the larger size of counterion becomes smaller than that for the smaller size of counterion. In order to understand the dependence of the permittivity on the distance from the charged surface, it is helpful to look at orientational distribution function p (Ω). According to the definition of orientational distribution function, p (Ω) dΩ is the probability of finding a molecule with solid angles Ω = (θ, ϕ). In the case of planar surface, p (Ω) is independent of the azimuthal angle ϕ. Since p (Ω) should be normalized, �_π 0 p (cos (θ)) sin (θ) dθ = 1. The orientational distribution function is obtained by applying Eq.(11) to the normalization condition.

p (cos (θ)) = γp_0E k_BT · exp � −^{γp0 E cos(θ)}_{kBT} � � exp �_{γp0 E}

k_BT � − exp � −^{γp0 E}_{kBT}

� (23)

Fig. 4(b) shows the orientational distribution functions p (cos (θ)) at different distances(x = 0 and x = 1nm) from the charged surface for σ = +0.2c/m^2 and σ = −0.2c/m^2. Other parameters 10

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 11

Figure 5. (Color online) Permittivity (a), number density of water molecules (b), number densities of coions and counterions (c) and magnitude of electric field strength (d) in the electrolyte solution at charged planar surface according to magnitude of the surface voltage. Physical quantity for c_0/N_A = 0.15mol/l and positive voltage (dashed line), Physical quantity for c_0/N_A = 0.15mol/l and negative voltage(dash-dotted line), Physical quantity for c_0/N_A = 0.01mol/l and positive voltage(solid line), Physical quantity for c_0/N_A = 0.01mol/l and negative voltage(dotted line). Here V_− = 2.21V_+, V_+ = 0.15nm^3. Other parameters are the same as in Fig. 1(a).

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 12

are the same as in Fig. 4(a). Due to simplicity of our mean-field approach, Fig.4(b) differs from the results of [37, 38, 39]. However, Fig. 4(b) well represents the fact that at the positively charged surface the population of water dipoles pointing into the charged surface(cos (θ) < 0) is depleted but at the negatively charged surface a large population of water dipoles points into the charged surface. Since a large population of water molecules is highly oriented under a large electric field, more polarization is hardly provided and the permittivity of electrolyte solution should therefore decrease. In [36], the authors reported both the electric field strength dependence and spatial variation of relative permittivity for different solvent composition. The behaviours of permittivities for our and their approaches are similar. Unlike the situation in our approach, the authors assumed that possible directions for the solvent dipoles are perpendicular to the electrode surface: the dipoles moments pointing toward the surface or opposite to the surface.

Fig. 5(a), Fig. 5(b), Fig. 5(c) and Fig. 5(d) show the permittivity, the number density of water molecules, the number densities of coions and counterions, and the magnitude of the electric field strength at the charged surface as functions of surface voltage for different bulk salt concentrations (c_0/N_A = 0.01mol/l, 0.15mol/l), respectively. Other parameters are the same as in Fig. 1(a).

Let’s consider the case of c_0/N_A = 0.01mol/l. For |U| < 0.1V, the symmetric shape of the permittivity curve of the electrolyte is due to the small number density of counterions near the charged surface and the negligible excluded volume effect of counterions as shown in Fig. 5(c). For |U| > 0.1V, the permittivity doesn’t symmetrically vary with U due to the different excluded volume effects of positive and negative ions. In the region of 0.1 < |U| < 0.2V, the permittivity of the electrolyte solutions for the larger size of counterion is larger than that for the smaller size of counterion. Conversely, for |U| > 0.2V, the permittivity for the smaller size of counterion is higher than for the larger size of counterion. The behaviour of the permittivity for |U| > 0.2V is attributed to the following two facts. Firstly, Fig. 5(b) shows that at the charged surface, the number density of water molecules is a non-monotonic function according to the surface charge density. This fact is understood by the formation of the minimum number density of water molecules as shown in Fig. 1(a). Secondly, Fig. 5(d) shows that an increase in magnitude of the surface voltage at the charged surface is accompanied by an increase in magnitude of the electric field strength at the position. Finally, the magnitudes of both quantities for the larger size of counterion are smaller than that for the smaller size of counterion as shown in Fig. 5(b) and Fig. 5(d). The behaviour of the permittivity for |U| > 0.2V is explained by using Eqs.(13), (14), together with these three facts.

Fig. 5(a), (b), (c) and (d) show that the higher the bulk salt concentration, the narrower the voltage region where the permittivity is symmetric with respect to the surface voltage. This is explained by the fact that at the higher bulk salt concentration, the number density of counterions at the neutral surface(σ = 0) is larger than that for the smaller bulk salt concentration. Fig. 5(a) also indicates that at high voltages the effect due to difference in bulk salt concentrations is negligible and the permittivity doesn’t depend on the bulk salt concentration. This is attributed to the fact that at high voltages, the counterionic densities at the charged surface are equal to each other, regardless of the bulk salt concentration of the electrolyte solution as shown in Fig. 5(c).

Fig. 6(a) shows the voltage dependences of differential capacitance calculated by using our approach , Popovic’s approach[22] and Gongadze’s approach[28]. Fig. 6(b) represents the voltage dependences of differential capacitance obtained by our approach for the following bulk salt concentrations; c_0/N_A = 0.01mol/l, 0.05mol/l, 0.15mol/l, 1mol/l. In Fig. 6(a) and Fig. 6(b), other

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 13

Figure 6. (Color online) (a) The differential capacitance according to surface voltage for our approach( V_− = 2.21V_+, V_+ = 0.15nm^3), Popovic’s approach( V_− = 2.21V_+, V_+ = 0.15nm^3) and Gongadze’s approach(V_− = V_+ = V_w). Here c_0/N_A = 0.01mol/l. (b) The differential capacitance according to surface voltage for our approach. The concentrations of the electrolyte solution are 0.01mol/l,0.05mol/l, 0.15mol/l, 1mol/l, respectively. Here V_− = 2.21V_+, V_+ = 0.15nm^3. Other parameters are the same as in Fig. 1(a).

parameters are the same as in Fig. 1(a). As shown in Fig. 6(a) and Fig. 6(b) all the differential capacitances aren’t monotonic functions of surface voltage but show the same behavior, i.e. they first increase at low voltages, then have maxima at intermediate voltages and slowly decrease toward zero at higher voltages.

In the low-voltage region, counterions can come closer to the charged surface easily by a removal of water molecules and the permittivity of electrolyte solution hardly changes. In the highvoltage region, the packing and excluded volume effects become more important and the charge storage is more difficult, leading to a decrease of capacitance. Moreover, our approach predicts that water polarization lowers the permittivity of electrolyte solution at intermediate and high voltages and therefore enhances the decrease of differential capacitance.

Our approach provides the results which significantly differ from those in [22]. In particular, we note that the magnitude of the maximum differential capacitance for our approach is about half of that in [22]. In the case of Popovic’s approach [22], the change of permittivity of the electrolyte solution due to the orientational ordering and excluded volume effect of water molecules is not taken into account which results in the overestimated magnitude of the maximum differential capacitance. In the case of our approach, the voltage for the maximum differential capacitance is slightly smaller than that for Popovic’s approach. This is attributed to the fact that the excluded volume effect of water molecules prevents accumulation of ions close to the charged surface and causes the early onset of saturation of counterionic density.

Gongadze’s approach [28] accounts for the above-mentioned change of permittivity of electrolyte solution. However, Gongadze’s approach is based on the assumption that all kinds of ions have the same size as water molecules have. As shown in Fig. 6(a), the maximum differential capacitance for Gongadze’s approach is larger than that for our approach. The reason for the discrepancy in the maximum capacitance between the two cases is that the larger size of counterions causes the early onset of saturation of counterionic density. 13

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 14

At high voltages the differential capacitance for our approach is identical with one for Gongadze’s approach as shown in Fig. 6(a). The differential capacitance is defined as follows,

c = dσ/dU, (24)

where U = ψ (x = 0) and σ = ϵ_0ϵ_r (x = 0) E (x = 0). The larger size of counterion results in both the smaller permittivity of electrolyte solution and the larger magnitude of electric field strength as shown in Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 5(d). These two effects cancel out each other at high voltages, so that the variation of surface charge density with the surface voltage doesn’t depend on volumes of ions.

In the high voltage region, the differential capacitance for our approach varies with the surface voltage, regardless of the bulk salt concentration, as shown in Fig. 6(b). This fact is explained by using Eq. (24), together with the fact that in the high voltage region, the permittivity and the magnitude of the electric field strength doesn’t depend on the bulk salt concentration as shown in Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 5(d).

Finally, we note that the differential capacitances for these three approaches are quite similar at low voltages because the electrolyte permittivity at the low voltages doesn’t exhibit significant change as shown in Fig. 5(a) and the excluded volume effect of ions is negligible.

Although our differential capacitance curves represent some characteristics of experimental results of [31, 40, 41], the comparison with experimental data is rather misleading. According to the Stern model [12], the total capacitance is given by an inner layer capacitance and a diffuse layer capacitance in series. For all practical cases the inner layer capacitance, which is due to the effect of electrode material and its coupling with the solution, is comparable to or smaller than the diffuse layer capacitance. Therefore, the diffuse layer capacitance is significantly higher than the total capacitance in practice. Because our theory predicts only the diffuse layer capacitance, our calculated capacitance is still higher than the experimental values. In order to accurately determine properties of electric double layer, quantum mechanics should be used and it requires a lot of computational efforts as in [42, 43, 44, 45]. However, if we are interested in the properties of electric double layer related to only the electrolyte solution, our approach can predict the properties with a modest accuracy. Actually, our differential capacitance curves show behaviours similar to the results of density functional theory such as [8, 46].

4. Conclusions

We have presented the generalized Poisson-Boltzmann approach based on a lattice statistics taking into account the excluded volume effects of both ions and water molecules and the orientational ordering of water dipoles. Our approach takes into account also the influence of the sign of surface charge density on electrostatic properties near the charged surface.

It is predicted that the position of the minimum number density of water molecules can be more distant from the charged surface by an increase in volume of counterions and an increase in the surface charge density.

The width of the voltage region in which electrostatic properties of electrolyte solution symmetrically vary with surface voltage, decreases with increasing bulk salt concentration.

Additionally, the asymmetric, double-humped shape of differential capacitance curve compared to ones of [22, 28] shows early onset and lowering of the maximum of capacitance according to

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 15

surface voltage which are attributed to not only the excluded volume effect of ions and water molecules but also the saturated orientational ordering of water dipoles.

Reference

References

[1] H. Helmholtz, Studien über electrische grenzschichten. Ann.Phys.Chem.,7, 337-382 (1879) [2] S. McLaughlin, The electrostatic properties of membranes, Ann.Rev.Biophys.Chem., 18, 113- 136 (1989).

[3] LO. Smith, M.J. Baumann, L.R. McCabe, Electrostatic interactions as a predictor for osteoblast attachment to biomaterials, J.Biomed.Mat.Res.A 70, 436-441 (2004).

[4] D.E. Draper, D. Grilley , A.M. Soto, Ions and RNA folding, Ann. Rev. Biophys.

Biomol.Struct., 34, 221-243 (2005).

[5] H. Wang, L. Pilon, Accurate simulations of electric double layer capacitance of ultramicroelectrodes, J.Phys.Chem.C 115, 16711-16719 (2011).

[6] D. Boda, W.R. Fawcett, D. Henderson, S. Sokolowski, Monte Carlo, density functional theory, and Poisson-Boltzmann theory study of the structure of an electrolyte near an electrode, J.Chem.Phys., 116, 7170-7176 (2002).

[7] S. Lamperski, J. Klos, Grand canonical Monte Carlo investigations of electrical double layer in molten salts, J.Chem.Phys., 129, 164503:1-7 (2008) [8] D. Jiang, D. Meng, J. Wu, Density functional theory for differential capacitance of planar electric double layers in ionic liquids, Chem.Phys.Lett., 504, 153-158 (2011).

[9] E. Gonzáles-Továr, M. Lozada-Cassou, D. Henderson, Hypernetted chain approximation for the distribution of ions around a cylindrical electrode: II. Numerical solution for a model cylindrical polyelectrolytes, J. Chem. Phys., 83, 361-372 (1985).

[10] M.G. Gouy , Sur la constitution de la charge électrique a la surface d’un électrolyte, J.Phys.(France), 9, 457-468 (1910).

[11] D.L. Chapman, A contribution to the theory of electrocapillarity, Philos.Mag., 25, 475-481 (1913).

[12] O. Stern, Zur theorie der electrolytischen doppelschicht. Z.Elektrochem., 30, 508-516 (1924). [13] J.J. Bikerman, Structure and capacity of electrical double layer, Philos.Mag., 33, 384-397 (1942).

[14] I. Borukhov, D. Andelman, H. Orland, Steric effects in electrolytes: a modified Poisson- Boltzmann equation, Phys.Rev.Lett., 79, 435-438 (1997).

[15] I. Borukhov, D. Andelman, H. Orland, Adsorption of large ions from an electrolyte solution:

a modified Poisson-Boltzmann equation, Electrochim.Acta, 46, 221-229 (2000). [16] V. Kralj-Iglič, A. Iglič, A simple statistical mechanical approach to the free energy of the electric double layer including the excluded volume effect, J.Phys.France, 6, 477-491 (1996).

[17] K. Bohnic, V. Kralj-Iglič, A. Iglič, Thickness of electrical double layer. Effect of ion size, Electrochim. Acta, 46, 3033-3040 (2001).

[18] K. Bohnic, A. Iglič, T. Slivnik, V. Kralj-Iglič, Charged cylindrical surfaces: effect of finite ion size, Bioelectrochemistry, 57, 73-81 (2002).

[19] K. Bohnic, J. Gimsa, V. Kralj-Iglič, T. Slivnik, A. Iglič, Excluded volume driven counterion condensation inside nanotubes in a concave electrical double layer model, Bioelectrochemistry, 67, 91-99 (2005). 15

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 16

[20] V.B. Chu, Y. Bai, J. Lipfert, D. Herschlag, S. Doniach. Evaluation of ion binding to DNA duplexes using a size-modified Poisson-Boltzmann theory, Biophys.J., 93, 3202-3209 (2007).

[21] A.A. Kornyshev, Double-layer in ionic liquids: paradigm change?, J.Phys.Chem.B, 111, 5545-5557 (2007).

[22] M. Popovic, A. Siber, Lattice-gas Poisson-Boltzmann approach for sterically asymmetric electrolytes, Phys.Rev.E, 88, 022302:1-5 (2013).

[23] F. Booth, The dielectric constant of water and the saturation effect, J.Chem.Phys., 19, 391- 394 (1951).

[24] F. Booth, Dielectric constant of polar liquids at high field strengths, J.Chem.Phys., 23, 453- 457 (1955).

[25] L. Onsager, Electric moments of molecules in Liquids, J.Am.Chem.Soc., 58, 1486-1493 (1936).

[26] J.G. Kirkwood, The dielectric polarization of polar liquids, J.Chem.Phys., 7, 911-919 (1939). [27] A. Iglič, E. Gongadze,K. Bohnic, Excluded volume effect and orientational ordering near charged surface in solution of ions and Langevin dipoles, Bioelectrochemistry, 79, 223-227 (2010).

[28] E. Gongadze, A. Iglič, Decrease of permittivity of an electrolyte solution near a charged surface due to saturation and excluded volume effects, Bioelectrochemistry, 87, 199-203 (2012).

[29] E. Gongadze, A. Velikonja, T. Slivnik, V. Kralj-Iglič, A. Iglič, The quadrupole moment of water molecules and the permittivity of water near a charged surface, Electrochim. Acta, 109, 656-662 (2013).

[30] E. Gongadze, A. Iglič, Excluded volume effect of counterions and water dipoles near a highly charged surface to a rotationally averaged Boltzmann factor for water dipoles, Gen.Physiol.Biophys., 32, 143-145 (2013).

[31] D.C. Grahame, Differential capacity of mercury in aqueous sodium fluoride solutions: I.

Effect of concentration at 25^∘C, J.Am.Chem.Soc.,76, 4819-4823 (1954).

[32] E. Gongadze, A. Velikonja, S. Perutkova, P. Kramar, A. Macěk-Lebar, V. Kralj-Iglič, A.

Iglič, Ions and water molecules in an electrolyte solution in contact with charged and dipolar surfaces Electrochim.Acta, 126, 42-60 (2014).

[33] J. Wen, S. Zhou, Z. Xu, and B. Li, Competitive adsorption and ordered packing of counterions near highly charged surfaces: from mean-field Theory to Monte Carlo simulations, Phys. Rev. E., 85:041406 (2012).

[34] S. Zhou, Z. Wang, and B. Li, Mean-field description of ionic size effects with non-uniform ionic sizes: a numerical approach, Phys. Rev. E., 84:021901 (2011).

[35] A.H. Boschitsch, P.V. Danilov, Formulation of a new and simple non-uniform size-modified Poisson-Boltzmann description, J.Comput.Chem., 33, 1152-1164 (2012) [36] M.A. Quiroga, K.H. Xue, T.K. Nguyen, M. Tulodziecki, H. Huang, A.A. Franco, A multiscale model of electrochemical double layers in energy conversion and storage devices, J.Electrochem.Soc., 161, 3302-3310 (2014) [37] A.P. Willard, S.K. Reed, P.A. Madden, D. Chandler., Water at an electrochemical interface - a simulation study, Faraday Discuss., 141, 423 (2009) [38] E. Spohr, Molecular simulation of the electrochemical double layer, Electrochim. Acta., 44, 1697-1705 (1999) [39] J.I. Siepmann, M. Sprik, Influence of surface topology and electrostatic potential on wa-

Jun-Sik Sin, Song-Jin Im, Kwang-Il Kim / 00 (2022) 1–17 17

ter/electrode systems, J. Chem. Phys., 102, 511-524 (1995).

[40] B.B. Damaskin, O.A. Petrili, Histroical development of theories of the electrochemical double layer, J. Solid. State.Electrochem., 15, 1317-1334 (2011).

[41] M.L. Foresti, M. Innocenti, R. Guidelli, A. Hamelin, Electrochemical investigation of 1, 5- pentanediol adsorption on the Ag(111) and Ag(110) faces., J. Electroanal. Chem, 467, 217-229 (1997) [42] S. Amokrane, J.P. Badiali, A new analysis of the differential capacitance of an ideally polarized electrode., J. Electroanal. Chem, 266, 21-35 (1989) [43] D. Henderson, W. Schmickler, The capacitance for a single crystal face of an fcc metal/electrolyte interface, J.Chem.Phys., 82, 2825-2830 (1989) [44] W. Schmickler, Electronic effects in the electric double layer, Chem.Rev., 96, 3177-3200 (1996) [45] N. Bonnet, N. Marzari, First-principles prediction of the equilibrium shape of nanoparticles under realistic electrochemical conditions, Phys.Rev.Lett., 110, 086104:1-5 (2013) [46] D. Frydel, Y. Levin, A close look into the excluded volume effects within a double layer., J.

Chem. Phys,137, 164703:1-8 (2012)