arXiv:cond-mat/0111341v1 [cond-mat.soft] 19 Nov 2001

PREPRINT

Conformation of a Polyelectrolyte Complexed to a Like-Charged Colloid

René Messina,^∗ Christian Holm,^† and Kurt Kremer^‡ Max-Planck-Institut für Polymerforschung, Ackermannweg 10, 55128 Mainz, Germany (Dated: January 9, 2019)

We report results from a molecular dynamics (MD) simulation on the conformations of a long flexible polyelectrolyte complexed to a charged sphere, both negatively charged, in the presence of neutralizing counterions in the strong Coulomb coupling regime. The structure of this complex is very sensitive to the charge density of the polyelectrolyte. For a fully charged polyelectrolyte the polymer forms a dense two-dimensional ”disk”, whereas for a partially charged polyelectrolyte the monomers are spread over the colloidal surface. A mechanism involving the overcharging of the polyelectrolyte by counterions is proposed to explain the observed conformations.

PACS numbers: 61.20.Qg, 82.70.Dd, 87.10.+e

Polyelectrolytes in polar solvents are polymers carrying dissociated ionic groups. When a polyelectrolyte is in the vicinity of a charged colloidal particle, both may coagulate leading to charge complexation. Studying this process is motivated by many sources. The presence of polyelectrolytes has important effects on the stabilization of colloidal suspensions [1]. Besides that, for polyelectrolytes such as DNA the interaction with the interface of charged membranes or charged particles (histones) is crucial for many biophysical properties [2]. Finally long range Coulomb interactions represent a theoretical challenge, especially for the understanding of effective attractions between like charged bodies[3, 4, 5, 6].

The adsorption of polyelectrolytes onto an oppositely charged spherical particle has recently been experimentally extensively studied [2, 7, 8, 9]. Various authors have also investigated this phenomenon theoretically [10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16] and by numerical simulations [17, 18, 19]. However, much less is known concerning the complexation of a charged sphere with a like-charged polyelectrolyte. To our knowledge there has been no study in this direction until now.

In this Letter, we report the rather unexpected complexation between a charged sphere and a long flexible polyelectrolyte, both like (here negatively) charged. This article constitutes a first attempt to elucidate this striking phenomenon. We present results of MD simulation of the two macroions taking into account the counterions explicitly, but add for simplicity no salt. We propose a mechanism stemming from the polyelectrolyte overcharging to explain the complexation structure as well as the observed polyelectrolyte conformations.

The MD method employed here is based on the Langevin equation and is the same as the one employed in previous studies [20]. Consider within the framework of the primitive model one spherical macroion characterized by a radius r_0 and a bare charge Q = −Z_M e (where e is the elementary charge and Z_M > 0) surrounded by an implicit solvent of relative dielectric permittivity ϵ_r. The polymer chain is made up of N_m monomers of diameter l. Both ends of the chain are always charged. The monomer charge fraction is f (i.e. every 1/f monomer is charged) so that the chain contains N_{cm} = (N_m −1)f +1 charged monomers. The monomer charge is q_m = −Z_me (with Z_m > 0). To ensure global electroneutrality we added N_c small counterions of diameter σ and charge +Z_ce (with Z_c > 0). The whole system is confined in an impermeable spherical cell of radius R, and the spherical macroion is held fixed at the center of the cell. The dielectric permittivity is the same everywhere, in and outside the cell.

Except for the spherical macroion all particles are mobile. Excluded volume interactions are introduced via a pure short-range repulsive Lennard-Jones potential given by

U_{LJ} (r) = 4ϵ_{LJ} [( σ r − r_0 )_{12} − ( σ r − r_0 )_6] + ϵ_{LJ} (1)

for r − r_0 < 2^{1/6}σ, and 0 otherwise. We have set r_0 = 7σ for the macroion-counterion interaction, and r_0 = 0 otherwise. The length and energy simulation units are defined by σ (counterion diameter) and ϵ_{LJ} , respectively. The closest center-center distance of the ions to the spherical macroion is a = r_0 + σ = 8σ. The macroion volume fraction is defined as f_M = (a/R)^3 and was fixed with R = 40σ to 8 × 10^{−3}.

The electrostatic interaction between any pair ij, where i and j denote either a macroion or a charged microion (counterion or charged monomer), reads U_{coul}(r) k_B T = l_B Z_iZ_j r , (2)

where l_B = e^2/4πϵ_0ϵ_rk_B T is the Bjerrum length. To link this to experimental units and room temperature we denote ϵ_{LJ} = k_B T (T = 298 K). Being interested in the strong Coulomb coupling regime we choose the relative permittivity ϵ_r = 16, corresponding to l_B = 10σ (with σ = 3.57 Å), divalent microions (Z_m = Z_c = 2) and Z_M = 180.

Typeset by REVTEX

FIG. 1: Typical equilibrium configurations of the colloidpolyelectrolyte complex for (a) run A (f = 1), (b) run B (f = 1/2) and (c) run C (f = 1/3). Monomers are in white and counterions in red.

The polyelectrolyte chain connectivity is modeled by using a standard anharmonic finitely extensible nonlinear elastic (FENE) potential in good solvent (see for example Ref. [21]), which reads U_{F ENE} (r) = −^1_2 κR^2_0 ln [ 1 −^{r2}_{R20} ] , where κ is the spring constant chosen as 1000k_BT/σ^2 and R_0 = 1.5σ. These values lead to an equilibrium bond length l = 0.8σ.

Four different parameter combinations, denoted by run A, B, C and D, were investigated and are summarized in

TABLE I: Simulation parameters for the runs A, B, C and D. f denotes the charge fraction, Nm the total number of chain monomers, Ncm the number of charged chain monomers, and Nc the total number of counter ions.

Run A B C D 1/f 1 2 3 5 Nm 256 257 256 256 Ncm 256 129 86 52 Nc 346 219 176 142

Table I. Going from run A to D we decreased the charge fraction f from 1 to 0.2, and thereby decreased the linear charge density λ_{P E} of the polyelectrolyte. The contour length of the chain is much larger than the colloidal particle diameter (N_ml/(2r_0) ≈ 14 times), so that in principle the chain can wrap around the colloidal particle several times.

Figure 1 shows typical equilibrium configurations of the colloid-polyelectrolyte complex. Note that in all reported cases complexation occurs and the polyelectrolyte is completely adsorbed on the colloidal surface. However, the structure of the resulting complexes depends strongly on f. For the fully charged polyelectrolyte case [see Fig. 1(a) with f = 1] the chain monomers are closely packed together with their counterions forming a twodimensional dense aggregate. This conformation consists of alternating lines made of monomers and counterions, respectively. When the linear charge density is reduced [see Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 1(c)], the complex structures are qualitatively different. In these cases the chain monomers are no longer densely packed. For run B [Fig. 1(b)], the monomers spread more over the colloidal surface and the polymer chain partially wraps around the sphere suggesting almost a surface pearl necklace structure. For run C [Fig. 1(c)], the chain wraps entirely over the colloidal surface, leading to a quasi isotropic distribution of the monomers around the spherical macroion.

The physical reason of the complex formation is due to the strong counterion mediated attractions. Basically, the charged species is trying to crystallize in a way which is compatible with the topological constraints (here mainly the chain connectivity and the macroion surface).

To quantify the adsorption of the chain monomers and counterions on the macroion surface, we look at the observable P (r), being defined as the amount of monomers (counterions) reduced to the total number of monomers N_m (the total number of counterions N_c) within a distance r from the spherical macroion center. Results are depicted in Fig. 2, where we observe for all runs that the particles are condensed within a distance of about 10σ from the colloid center and more than 80% of the monomers and counterions are within a distance of 9.3σ

FIG. 2: Fraction of counterions (thin lines) and monomers (thick lines) adsorbed on the spherical macroion as a function of the distance from its center.

from the colloid center, corresponding roughly to two particle layers. Due to strong electrostatic attraction between the sphere and the counterions and strong electrostatic repulsion between the sphere and the charged monomers, the first layer (r ∼ a = 8σ) is exclusively made up of counterions. Note that the monomer depletion in this first layer also concerns neutral monomers (runs B-D) and this effect is attributed to the chain connectivity. The charged monomers in the second layer repel each other strongly, and keep for high values of f the chain under tension and thus the neutral monomers almost out of the first layer. The second layer consists of both, chain monomers and counterions.

Next, we investigate the radius of gyration R_g (in three dimensions) of the chain in order to gain insight of the spreading of the monomers over the sphere. Results are reported in Fig. 3. It clearly indicates that R_g increases with increasing f, which demonstrates that the spreading of the monomers over the macroion surface is enhanced by decreasing the polyelectrolyte charge density. The jump in R_g is particularly large between the results for f = 1 and f < 1. This is in agreement with the visual inspections of the polymer conformations presented in Fig. 1. Moreover, the isotropic case (monomers fully spread over the particle) corresponding to R_g ∼ a + l = 8.8σ is already reached for f = 1/2 (run B).

In the following we are going to argue that the polyelectrolyte overcharging is a fundamental key to explain the observed complex structure. Let N_{cd} be the number of condensed counterions on the polyelectrolyte where counterions are assumed to be condensed onto the polyelectrolyte when they lie within a distance r_c = 1.2σ to the nearest chain monomer. Then the overcharging ratio

FIG. 3: Radius of gyration of the polymer as a function of of the monomer charge fraction f (runs A-D).

χ_{P E} is defined as

χ_{P E} = N_{cd} N_{cm} , (3)

which is merely the ratio between the amount of the total condensed counterion charge (on the chain) and the polyelectrolyte bare charge.

This overcharging can also be analytically predicted by the simple assumption that the uncondensed counterions, i.e. those who are not ”attached” to the chain, have the same surface pair distribution as in the case where the polyelectrolyte and its condensed counterions are absent, i. e., where we just have the macroion and its condensed counterions present[23]. This allows us to consider the polyelectrolyte chain as a neutral object, namely the bare charged chain plus its own neutralizing counterions which then in turn gets overcharged by intercepting all counterions of the macroion which are thought of being uniformly distributed over the macroion surface. We consider counterions as belonging to the chain if their center lies within a ribbon of width 2r_c and area A_{rib} = 2r_cN_ml. If c is the counterion (of the macroion) concentration then the theoretical overcharge χ_{th} is merely given by

χ_{th} = 1 + A_{rib}c N_{cm} = 1 + 2r_cN_mlZ_M N_{cm}Z_c4πa^2 , (4)

and for N_m ≫ 1 we have

χ_{th} ∼ 1 + C/f, (5) where C =^{2rclZM}_{Zc 4πa2} .

Results are presented in Fig. 4. It indicates that in all cases overcharging is present (i.e., χ_{P E} > 1), and

FIG. 4: Polyelectrolyte overcharge as a function of the monomer charge fraction f (runs A-D). The dashed line corresponds to the theoretical prediction where Eq. (4) was used.

that χ_{P E} increases with decreasing polyelectrolyte charge density. We have excellent agreement (less than 10% difference) between the simulational results and our toy model [Eq. (4)]. In turn it explains why χ_{P E} varies quasi linearly with 1/f.

The f -dependency of the complexation structure can be explained with this overcharging. Indeed, in terms of many-body physics the overcharged polyelectrolyte can be seen as a dressed (or renormalized) particle [bare particle + clothing] with a new effective (or renormalized) linear charge density λ^∗_{P E} = −(χ_{P E} − 1)λ_{P E} which has an opposite sign to the bare linear charge density λ_{P E} [24]. In this respect, one can also define a renormalized charged monomer of effective charge

q^∗_m = −(χ_{P E} − 1)q_m. (6)

Using Eq. (6) and the results of Fig. 4 this shows that the absolute value of q^∗_m increases with increasing 1/f, and therefore the renormalized polyelectrolyte selfinteraction leads to a stronger effective monomer- effective monomer repulsion, which in turn explains why the chain expands with increasing 1/f (see Fig. 1 and Fig. 3 for the corresponding structures) [25].

In summary, we have shown that in the strong Coulomb coupling regime, a charged spherical macroion and a long polyelectrolyte can make a complex even if both carry many like charges. The resulting structure of the charge complex depends strongly on the linear charge density of the chain. For a fully charged polyelectrolyte, its chain monomers and condensed counterions are densely packed and the polymer wraps only partially the sphere. By decreasing the linear charge density, the wrapping becomes complete. The resulting polyelectrolyte conformations can be explained by the degree of overcharging of the polyelectrolyte which in turn depends on its linear charge density.

A future study will include many other important effects, such as chain length and flexibility, enlarged permittivity constant (weaker Coulomb coupling), added salts, and microions valence to name just the most important parameters. Nevertheless, our observations should trigger new theoretical and experimental works.

This work has been supported by Laboratoires Européens Associés (LEA).

∗ Electronic address: messina@mpip-mainz.mpg.de † Electronic address: holm@mpip-mainz.mpg.de ‡ Electronic address: k.kremer@mpip-mainz.mpg.de [1] D. F. Evans and H. Wennerström, The Colloidal Domain (Wiley-VCH, New York, 1999).

[2] K. E. van Holde, Chromatin (Springer, New York, 1989). [3] B.-Y. Ha and A. J. Liu, Phys. Rev. Lett.79, 1289 (1997). [4] B. I. Shklovskii, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 3268 (1999). [5] Y. Levin, J.J. Arenzon, and J. F. Stilck, Phys. Rev. Lett.

83, 2680 (1999).

[6] A. W. C. Lau, Dov Levine, and P. Pincus, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 84, 4116 (2000).

[7] D. W. McQuigg, J. I. Kaplan, and P. L. Dublin, J. Phys.

Chem. 96, 1973 (1992).

[8] M. Grunstein, Nature 389, 349 (1997).

[9] F. Caruso, R. A. Caruso, and H. Möhlwald, Science 282, 1111 (1998).

[10] F. von Goeler and M. Muthukumar, J. Chem. Phys. 100, 7796 (1994).

[11] N. L. Marky and G. S. Manning, J. Mol. Biol. 255, 50 (1995).

[12] E. Gurovitch and P. Sens, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 339 (1999).

[13] E. M. Mateescu, C. Jeppesen, and P. Pincus, Europhys.

Lett. 46, 493 (1999); S. Y. Park, R. F. Bruinsma, and W. M. Gelbart, Europhys. 46, 454 (1999).

[14] R. R. Netz and J. F. Joanny, Macromolecules 32, 9026 (1999).

[15] H. Schiessel, J. Rudnick, R. Bruisma, and W. M. Gelbart, Europhys. Lett. 51, 237 (2000); H. Schiessel, J. Widom, R. F. Bruinsma, W. M. Gelbart, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 4414 (2001).

[16] T. T. Nguyen and B. I. Shklovskii, cond-mat/0005304. [17] T. Wallin and P. Linse, Langmuir 12, 305 (1996); J. Phys.

Chem. 100, 17873 (1996); J. Phys. Chem. B 101, 5506 (1997).

[18] C. Y. Kong and M. Muthukumar, J. Chem. Phys. 109, 1522 (1998).

[19] K.K. Kunze and R.R. Netz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 4389 (2000).

[20] R. Messina, C. Holm, and K. Kremer, Phys. Rev. Lett.

85, 872 (2000); Europhys. Lett. 51, 461 (2000). [21] K. Kremer and G. Grest, J. Chem. Phys. 92, 5057 (1990). [22] R. Messina, C. Holm, and K. Kremer, submitted. [23] This statement mainly holds for the first correlational peak which is the most important for the present discussion (see Ref. [22] for a detailled study).

[24] This argument assumes that the ions (charged monomers + condensed counterions) distribution along the chain is uniform. This should be relatively well satisfied since the bare charged monomers are already uniformly distributed.

[25] This reasoning holds in the strong Coulomb coupling regime where the polymer conformation is essentially dictated by the charged (effective) monomers.