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Theoretical aspects concerning the calculation of the distribution potential at the interface between two
immiscible electrolyte solutions are examined. In particular, we analyze the effect of the ratio between
the volumes of each phase (r) on the distribution potential for several systems with different levels of
complexity. First, we examine the effect of water autoprotolysis for a system composed of completely dis-
sociated electrolytes and weak bases. Finally, the effect of including the ion-pair formation on the poten-
tial distribution is considered. In all cases, the algebraic expressions for the equilibrium distribution
potential, at r — 0 and at r — oo, are developed. The results presented in this work are of fundamental
importance for gaining further understanding of the basic properties of the partition of weak bases, with
direct application in drug partitions, and in the theoretical treatments of ion-selective electrodes and of

© 2010 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The distribution of ionic components and the distribution po-
tential between two immiscible solutions have a fundamental
importance in diverse physicochemical phenomena [1,2]. In elec-
trochemistry, particularly, at the interface between two immiscible
electrolyte solutions (ITIES), all the equilibrium properties of the
system are a function of the distribution potential [3,4].

The distribution of ionic components and the distribution po-
tential which characterize a two-phase system in a final distribu-
tion of equilibrium were exhaustively studied by Hung [4-6]. He
has developed the general equations for several systems with dif-
ferent levels of complexity. Later, Kakiuchi [3,7,8] described a the-
oretical approach for the partition equilibria of ionic components
between two immiscible liquids exhibiting an interesting limiting
behaviour when the volume ratio of the two phases is either extre-
mely small or large.

The effect of the volume ratio of the two phases on the equilib-
rium potential difference for the ITIES model of the liquid-mem-
brane ion-selective electrode (ISE) was analyzed by Samec and
Girault [9]. The ITIES model was regarded as a two-phase liquid
system IA(w)|IX(0) with the common cation I*. The authors con-
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cluded that a Nernstian behaviour can be observed in the range
of the potential differences Ay'¢ that fulfill the condition
A pa- < AYp < AYdy- or AYdy- < Ay < Al pa-. Hence, in
designing the ISE for a specific target ion, careful attention should
be paid to the selection of the counterions for both, the aqueous
and the ISE membrane phases.

Uehara et al. [10] devised an electrochemical method for study-
ing the distribution of weak acids at the aqueous|organic solution
interface. The authors developed the general equation that de-
scribes the distribution ratio of different species of a weak acid
for different experimental conditions. In addition, they obtained
a set of several thermodynamic parameters from experimental
studies.

Recently, Lepkova et al. [11] developed a novel approach to con-
trolling the electrodeposition of metal nanoparticles at a liquid|li-
quid interface. The authors demonstrated that the size
distribution of gold nanoparticles co-deposited in a polymer ma-
trix can vary by modifying the Galvani potential difference estab-
lished at the water|1,2-dichloroethane interface.

The central aim of this work is to analyze the effect of the phase
volume ratio on the distribution potential for several systems with
different levels of complexity. First, we examine the effect of the
water autoprotolysis on a system composed of completely dissoci-
ated electrolytes (Section 3.1) and weak bases (Section 3.2). Finally,
the results for systems with ion-pair formation are shown in
Section 3.3.
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2. Theory

The initial compositions of the aqueous and organic phase are
defined as follows:

The aqueous phase (w) of volume V,, contains a base electro-
lyte, MX and the protonatable species, HLX.

The organic phase (o) of volume V, contains a base electrolyte,
oy.

The volume ratio of the two phases is defined as r = V,[V,,.

In both phases, HL" is considered weak acid species. The ion-
pair formation for all species in both phases is explicitly
considered.

According to the previous works of Hung [5,6], Kakiuchi [8] and
Uehara et al. [10], the equilibrium concentrations of ionic species
and the distribution potential can be calculated from the initial
concentrations of ions, the standard Gibbs energy of ion transfer,
the ion-pair formation constants, the acid-base dissociation con-
stants and the volume ratio of the two phases.

The law of mass conservation of the different species in the sys-
tem reads as follows:

init  __
TCoyvo = €5+ + Coy + Cox + ooy

+ r<c°0+ + oy + Cox + cg(m)) (1)
C%Ew - CMJr + CMY + CMX + CMHO
+1(Cp + Cuy + Cox + Chario) (2)
lnlt

CHixw = CHL* + CL + CHLY + CHLX

+1(Cps + €+ Chuy + Chux) 3)

init __ ~w W W W W
oy, = Cy- + Coy + Cmy + Chiy + Chy

+1(c§- + Oy + Cuy + Chy + Chy) (4)
Cﬁ‘)ﬁw + CHikw = CX- + Cx + Chix + CHix + Ciix
+1(Cx + COx + Cux + Clux + Cix) (3)

The conditions of the electroneutrality for each phase are the
following:

Cor + Cypr + Clfr + Gl = 6y + 6%~ + Cio- (6)
or
Co- + e + Cipe + e = €4 +Cx- +Cho- (7)

where c?, is the concentration of the i-species in the a-phase (o0 =w
or o).

The acid-base equilibria for HL*, HX and HY in the o-phase are
defined as:

HL" (o) @ H" (o) + L(at) (R1)
K =9 ®)
HL*
Hj(a) = H™ (o) +]7 (o) (R2)
o i
Kaw = Ciﬁj )
where J" =Y~ or X".

The ion-pair equilibria in the o-phase are given by:

K* (o) + A~ (1) = KA(or) (R3)

with the association constant defined as:

o (10)
cf(a oy

where K*=0"; M" or HL* and A" =Y, X~ or HO".
According to the Nernst equation, the concentration ratio, c?/c}",
can be expressed as:

o= (25 o an

o Vi
where eq = exp (5 Ay deq), 0i = exXp (— g Ay §7), Ay deq is the dis-
tribution potential and A} ¢ is the standard transfer potential of
the i-species. Although the activity coefficients, ¥, are functions
of the composition of the solution phase, we neglect the concentra-
tion dependence of the activity coefficients for simplicity.

Water autoprotolysis is explicitly considered as:

H,0 = H' + HO™ (R4)
The water autoprotolysis constant is defined by:
Kw =l (12)

Replacing Egs. (10) and (11) in Eqgs. (1)-(3), we can obtain the

following equations as a function of the ¢}, ,cy- and ¢y, and A ¢¢q:

g rcg‘¢to{1+l< oy -+ Koy +KWHO£<—‘”
H*
1
Kovcv* K"Oxcy, KS(HO)KW
+10o+ |Oeq + Oy + O + . 0o
init W I<W
O = Cixwd 1+ K€y + Kux ey JrKM(HO)CT
H+
Koocw Koo KuoKu]) (13)
Cy- Cy- M(HO) \w
1O | 0o 1+ MySYT | BxO
M e Oy- Ox- CLV,HHO

+ Ky ey~ + Kiixx-

w -1
1<3_HL+1<D_L} }
+ ] W
CH+

where Kp; is the partition coefficient of the neutral species, L.
By using Eqgs. (4)-(7) and (9)-(12) the following system of equa-
tions can be obtained:

init ] KW
Chie = Chixw( 1+ o
H

+r

Ky ¢y~ i K;LXC%]

O+ {Oeq + Oy- Oy

reff, =y [1 +Kw Ky + Koy + Ky

S [ e + K€ 00 + Ky Ol Ona + Koy O |

Ueq
Cliw + Gl w = CX- [1 +KW +KoxCg + KOy + K ]

0 [l G Oy + K3yl O + Kol O + KGO
B+ e O Ol = O O e
HT

Kw
c;’ " Oho-

oW
(0eq)? [cl+ 00+ + oy O+ + Cffs Opr + €l O ] == + 5+

(14)

By combining Eqs. (13) and (14), we obtain a system of 4-non-
linear equations in 4-variables (Ay ¢eq, Cjv., ¢y~ and cy-). This sys-
tem of equations may be solved numerically or analytically, with
given values of the initial concentrations, the standard ion transfer
potentials for charged species, the partition coefficient, and the
association constant for the ion-pair formation. The method used
for finding the zero of Eq. (14) is based on a modification of the
Powell hybrid method [12-14]. This is a powerful tool for solving
complex systems of N-nonlinear equations in N-variables without
previous algebraic rearrangements.
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3. Results and discussion

In this section the effect of water autoprotolysis on the distribu-
tion potential is analyzed. The results are divided into three sub-
sections where the distribution of completely dissociated
electrolytes and weak bases, with and without ion-pair formation,
are analyzed.

For all simulations the temperature is fixed at 298.15 K.

3.1. Distribution of completely dissociated electrolytes

In this section, a two-phase system with base electrolyte in both
phases is analyzed.

According to Egs. (13) and (14), the system of equations to be
solved is the following:

. )
e =Ty o[1 4 10eqo+]

ini -1
Core = Chixwl1 =+ T0eq O+ ]

ini -1
o =redy,[1 + oeq?)\,, ]
(15)

-1
W __ ~init r
x- = Cmxw [1 + oeqoxf]

Y el =Y oy +C’;T“i
21w w w1 G- - K
(Oeq)”[cd- + g + 1] = - toc T o o

From Eq. (15) after some rearrangement we obtain system of 2-
nonlinear equations in 2-variables (A7 ¢., and c}y.,).

In the particular case of a system without water autoprotolysis
(cff: = cfio- = 0), the distribution potential is the limiting behav-
iour reported by Kakiuchi [8]. The expressions of the distribution
potential are the following:

For r — 0, Eq. (15) takes the form of:

w 1 W ;0 W ;0
Agteq =5 (A P+ +Ag dx-) (16)
and, for r - oo:
1
Mg =5 (A4 + Y95 ). (17)

The behaviour of the distribution potential as a function of the r
values is shown in Fig. 1a. In addition, Fig. 1b and c shows the con-
centration profiles for the species in the aqueous and organic
phase, respectively. At both, the negative and positive extremes
of log (1), Ay ¢eq reaches limiting values, 0.036 and 0.000 V, respec-
tively. The limiting behaviour observed in Fig. 1a derives from the
fact that the deviations of the concentrations of ionic components
in the larger phase from the initial values are negligible.

The comparison between the behaviour of the distribution
potential for three different total electrolyte concentrations is
shown in Fig. 2a. The distribution potential profile number (1)
was obtained without considering the water autoprotolysis pro-

cess (Eq. (15) with ¢}, = c{jy- = 0). The concentration profiles in
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Fig. 1. Effect of the volume ratio on the distribution potential (a) and on the equilibrium concentrations of the different species in the aqueous (b) and organic phase (c).
Panels (b) and (c): ¢ (1), ¢& (2), ¢% (3) and ¢ (4). cihk, =1.0x 102 M, ¢t =1.0x 102 M, A¥¢%. = 0.600V, A¥¢3 = —0.528 V, AV 3. = —0.364V and

AY$S =0.364V.
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Fig. 2. Effect of the volume ratio on the distribution potential (a) and on the equilibrium concentrations of the different species in the aqueous phase (b) and organic phase
(c). Panel (a): ciit | =it =1.0 x 1072 M (without considering the water autoprotolysis process) (1), cinit L=ciit=1.0 x 10° M (2), cinit =chit =1.0 x 107® M (3) and

init

cinit = cihit = 0.0 M (4). Panels (b) and (c):
Fig. 1.

the aqueous and organic phases for cifif = = clif =0.01 mM are
shown in Fig. 2b and c, respectively. In general, A} ¢, decreases
when the electrolyte concentration value decreases for the limit-
ing r values. In contrast, for r values close to one, the distribu-
tion potential remains unchanged. At positive extremes of
log (r), Ay ¢, reaches the limiting values, 0.000; —0.220 and
—0.225V for total concentration values equal to 10.0 mM; 10.0
and 0.01 uM, respectively.

The limiting behaviour of A} ¢., can be represented as follows:

For r — 0, considering the electroneutrality of the aqueous
phase, it can be demonstrated that c}}. = cf{,- = vKy. Then, Eq.
(15) reduces to:

RT i 4 VK
w _ Ok Opo-
Aodea =25 IN |G 0 + Kol (18)

Ay ¢eq strongly depends on the total concentration of the elec-
trolyte in the aqueous phase. Two different limiting distribution
potential values can be obtained:

for ciiit | > \/— and cift > \/—w((, 72 the limit of Eq.
(18) is Ay dheq =3 (Ag ¢M+ + Ay ¢%- ), exhibiting the same values as

those obtained in Eq. (16), and for cifif < VK, (;2;7) and
it < VKw (2’;—1) the limit of Eq. (18) is:

i (1), clo- (2) e (3), k- (4), ¢, (5), ¢§

(6). AY ¢+ =0.550V, Ay ¢po- = —1.00V and pK,, = 14.0. Other parameters as in

1 o (e}
A‘c/)v(peq = j (A‘g]qbl-{* + A‘g/(ﬁHO’)' (19)

For r — oo, considering the electroneutrality of the organic phase, it
can be demonstrated that ¢, = c,-. Then, Eq. (15) reduces to:

init
Sovo Kw

RT O+ O Oho- (20)

AV g = == In | —
0P = 3F cinit gy + /KuOh Onio-

In this case, Ay ¢, largely depends on the total concentration of the
electrolyte in the organic phase. Two different limiting distribution
potential values can be obtal ed:

For cifit > K, and cinit > VK, ng"ﬁ’ ““")

+ HO

limit of Eq. (20) is 3 (AY o+ + A ¢y-), which gives the
same values as those obtamed in Eq. (17), and, for
it < /Ku (0"0—0> and ¢t < Ky (—WH“ ) the limit of
Eq. (20) is Af'deq = 3 (A bi- + Ay dio-)-

In addition, in this limiting case, it is possible to obtain an
expression for the aqueous proton concentration as a function of
the total organic base electrolyte:

Kw Cgl\l{to Oy- + +/ KWOH+ Ono-

W
& =\ | 1)
HtVHO 0Y0+ Kw
0+ O+ Orio-
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If ¢t > VK (ﬁ) and it > VK, (—Voj‘,;o””> Eq. (22) pre-

sents an interesting limiting behaviour. Here, the expression for the
pH takes the following form:

0.05
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-0.05 -

1) 2)

° |V
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-0.10 -
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OY,o)
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log(c,., ) orlog(c

Fig. 3. Effect of the initial electrolyte concentrations on the extreme distribution
potential. r > 0 (1) and r — oo (2). J(Ay ¢+ + A dx-) (3), 3 (A d3+ + Ay dy-) (4) and
1(AY &y + A dpo-) (5). Parameters as in Fig. 2.
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(22)

Fig. 3 shows the shape of the two different limiting cases of Eq. (15)
as a function of the total electrolyte concentration. For r — 0, Ay ¢eq
reaches a constant value if log(cifit ) > —5 and if log(cijt ) < —15,
equal to 1 (AY ¢y + A ¢%-) and 1 (AY ¢h+ + Ay dpo- ), Tespectively.
For r— oo however, Aj¢,, reaches a constant values if
log(cihit ) < —5, equal to 1 (AY ¢+ + AY dfo-) and if log(clii ) > 3.5,
equal to } (Ay¢Q: + Ay ¢y-).

3.2. Distribution of weak bases

In this section, a two-phase system with a weak base is consid-
ered. The weak base is dissolved in the aqueous phase in the HLX
form.

According to Egs. (13) and (14), the system of equations to be
solved is the following:

. KY -1
o =itk w {1 + T0eq Oy +$(1 +1Kpy)

-1
W __ ~init r
X = CHixw [1 F Teatix ]

(23)
Chi- + e = X + o
2 cy-
(Oeq)”(Clf Oy +Cly . Oyv ) = et G e

of o 1 b 1
10 4 g(1 o \ 12—
r 2 :
10™ 4 :
= F :
; 10'16: (5\ 3
3 h |
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E 3
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3 3 1
107§ ‘§ 1
3 h |
10+ E L L L L L 3

-20 -10 0 10 20

log(r)
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Fig. 4. Effect of the volume ratio on the distribution potential (a) and on the equilibrium concentrations of the different species in the aqueous phase (b) and organic phase (c),
and pH (d). Panel (a): 3 (Ay ¢f- + Ay ¢%-) (1), Ay deq Value according Eq. (24) (2) and § (Ay ¢+ + Ay dho-) (3). Panels (b) and (c): ¢ (1), ¢fio- (2), ¢%- (3), ¢ (4) and c- (5).
cimit . =1.0x 107> M, log(Kpy) = 2.00, pK¥+ = 5.00, AY¢% = 0.550 V,AY ¢4 = —1.00V, A¥¢% = —0.528 V, and A¥ 3~ = 0.100 V. pK,, = 14.0.
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From Eq. (23) after some rearrangement we obtain system of 2-non-
linear equations in 2-variables (A} ¢., and c}y, ).

The behaviour of the distribution potential as a function of the r
values is shown in Fig. 4a. In addition, Fig. 4b and ¢ shows the con-
centration profiles for all species in the aqueous and organic phase,
respectively. At both, the negative and the positive extremes of
log (1), Ay ¢eq reaches the limiting values —0.201 and —0.225V,
respectively. The distribution potential also reaches a constant va-
lue equal to 0.011 V in the range 7.5-10.0. Here, the following rela-
tion is fulfilled: ¢, =cf and c}. =c%-. In addition,
Ay peq =3 (Ay P+ + A dy-). These behaviours can be observed in
Fig. 4 b and ¢, where the concentration profiles for H" and X~ are
plotted as a function of the r values.

The limiting value of A{ ¢, for r — 0 can be expressed, accord-
ing to Eq. (23), as:

Ky CHixw
RT 0o~ ¢y, Ox

Ay beq = 5F In (24)

9H+ C;’_lv+ + Olyy+ 0HL* C}_?&_]W
where: o+ = % The c}}. values can be calculated in all the
experimental cdnditiéns according to Eq. (A3) (see Appendix A).

For high cifit, , Eq. (24) presents an interesting limiting behav-
iour that can be expressed as follows:

1 RT
Ay peq = 3 (Ag b + A by ) — 3F In(oyy+) (25)

0.00 | - |

-20 -15 -10 -5 0
init
Iog(cHLX,w)
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T 4 ) 4
Q.
3F (3)
2L @
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ol R
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init
Iog(cl-u_x,w)

Fig. 5. Effect of the total HLX concentration on the distribution potential (a) and on
the pH (b), for r - 0. pK}'};,+=1.00 (1), 3.00 (2), 5.00 (3), 7.00 (4) and 9.00 (5). Strong
acid (HX) (dotted line). Other parameters as in Fig. 4.

Moreover, for r — oo, it can be clearly seen that Eq. (23) can be
rewritten as: Ay ¢eq =3 (A i+ + Ay dro- )-

In addition, Fig. 4d shows the change of the pH as a function of
the log (r) values. For r — 0, the pH value is determined by the dis-
sociation of HL* species and can be estimated from the acid-base
equilibrium at the homogeneous aqueous phase (see Appendix
A). For r — oo, the pH reaches a constant value equal to 7.00. This
behaviour derives from the dilution of the HL* and L species due
to their partition to the organic phase (see Fig. 4b and c).

Fig. 5 shows the distribution potential (Fig. 5a) and the pH
(Fig. 5b) values as a function of the total HLX concentration, for
r—0. When ¢t —0, the pH is equal to 7.00 and
Ay eq =3 (A Ph+ + Ay dRo- ), since the aqueous phase can be con-
sidered as pure water. When cifit  — oo, AY ¢, reaches a constant
value equal to 1 (AY ¢} + + Ay ¢3-) and the pH values depend on the
pK}y+ (Fig. 5b). The AY ¢, limiting value is reached for lower r val-
ues as pK}, + increases, because for high pK},, - values, HL" is the
prevailing species in the aqueous phase. When HL* and X~ are the
predominant species in the aqueous phase, this system is equiva-
lent to the system studied in Section 3.1 for the completely disso-
ciated electrolyte solutions. In contrast, when cifi{ =~ — oo, and
considering that HLX is a strong acid, the A{ ¢, reaches a constant
value equal to ] (AY ¢p- + AY ¢%-) (see dotted lines in Fig. 5).

Since the weak base distribution in the system is also defined by
the partition equilibrium of the neutral species, we analyze the ef-
fect of different partition constant values on the system behaviour
(Fig. 6). An increase in the volume ratio produces an increase in the
amount of neutral species in the organic phase. As expected, this
partition process is enhanced when the partition coefficient in-
creases. As a consequence, the interval of r values in which
Ay ¢eq remains constant depends on the Kp; values, ie.,
Ay eq =—0.21V for log(Kp.)=5.0 and log(r)<—6.0, and for
log (Kp,) = —5.0 and log (r) < 4.0 (see Fig. 6 and Eq. (25)).

Additionally, the distribution potential reaches a constant value
equal to § (AY @5+ + Ay ¢3- ), only for high coefficient partition con-
stants. In such cases, the following relation is fulfilled: ¢}, = ¢}
and ¢, = cg-. This behaviour can be explained considering that
HL" totally dissociates due to the partition of L.

Finally, with the incorporation in the model of the following re-
duced variable, & = K}, + - Kp1, we can obtain an interval of r val-
ues, where the distribution potential is the same.

According to the definition of = and to Eq. (23), the total weak
base concentration can be expressed as:

L =) 1
cmt =W |1 4 1Oe Oy — | — 4T 26
A T <1<D,L+ )} 20)
L
-0.05
>
~—
- -0.10|
_e_ﬂl
2 o
<
015}
020 | Y
1 n 1 n n n
-20 -10 0 10 20
log(r)

Fig. 6. Effect of the volume ratio on the distribution potential for different partition
coefficients. log (Kp,.) = 5.00 (1), 2.00 (2), -2.00 (3) and -5.00 (4). 1 (Ay ¢p- + Ay dx-)
(5). cimit . = 1.0 x 10~ M. Other parameters as in Fig. 4.
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log(Z) = log(Kpy) — pKyyy+ = —7.00. pKyy-=11.0 (1), 10.0 (2), 9.00 (3), 8.00 (4),
7.00 (5), 6.00 (6), 5.00 (7), 4.00 (8), 3.00 (9) and 2.00 (10). it = =1.0 x 107> M.
Other parameters as in Fig. 4.

It is remarkable that, for r > (I(D_L)’l, the total weak base distribu-
tion and distribution potential in the system are only dependent on
Z. This approach can be extended to all systems that contain a weak
base, i.e., a base electrolyte in both phases and aqueous buffer
solution.

The distribution potential and pH behaviours obtained for
log ()= —7.00 and A¥¢%,. = 0.10 V are shown in Fig. 7. In this ap-
proach, we consider that the product of = and (K2,,.)”" is a con-
stant value.

The A ¢, behaviour is defined by two different processes: the
acid-base dissociation and the partition equilibrium. A given re-
duced variable = value implies a constant dissociation degree of
HL" for different pK},,. values.

3.3. Ion-pair formation

The ion-pair formation process is negligible only in solvents
with a high dielectric constant [8]. In this section, ion-pair forma-
tion in the organic phase is taken into account for the prediction of
the distribution potential behaviour. Two different systems with
ion-pair formation in the organic phase are examined: completely
dissociated electrolytes (Section 3.3.1.) and weak bases
(Section 3.3.2.).

3.3.1. Distribution of completely dissociated electrolytes

First, we consider a two-phase system composed of a com-
pletely dissociated electrolyte MX in the aqueous phase. In the or-
ganic phase, the ion-pair formation of MX is considered.

According to Egs. (13) and (14), the system of equations to be
solved is as follows:

-1
Chre —C%Ew{l Jrr{equm’ + Kuxcx- 4 7]}
cm;gwfc;t{wr[a L+ Koo 1] }

e O = o+ A

H*

(27)

(0651) (CM+0M+ + CH+0H ) = + Ko

Ox— c‘a’ '\ Oo-

From Eq. (27) after some rearrangement we obtain system of 3-non-
linear equations in 3-variables (A ¢4, c}j, and c¥-).

When this system is solved without taking into account the
water autoprotolysis process (c}j. = ¢jj,- = 0), the limiting behav-
iour of the distribution potential is the same as that reported by
Kakiuchi [8]. The solution of Eq. (27) for r — 0 or r — oo takes the
following form: AY ¢eq =1 (Ay dpy+ + Ay dy-). Thus, Ay ¢e, depends
neither on r nor on ¢k, or Ky, values.

When water autoprotolysis is considered (Eq. (12)), the Ay deq
depends on the ciit\, values, for r — 0. In this limit the solution
of Eq. (27) takes the form of Eq. (18) (see Section 3.1). For r — oo,
A eq = LAY + Ao )-

In what follows, we consider a two-phase system composed of
two completely dissociated electrolytes, MX and QY, in the aque-
ous and organic phase, respectively. lon-pair formation of MY
and OX in the organic phase is also considered.

According to Egs. (13) and (14), the system of equations to be
solved is the following:

.. -1

v =cimt 11+ r<0€q0M+ + KSy e f,“:j)]
-1

1+ 7(0eql + Koxc 12°)

|
Chikw = X {1 [oeqox— +KoxCg- f’x+]} (28)
ey = &V {1 * r[f’ it Kl Zﬂ}

W _ peinit
Cor =TCoy,o

bl e = oy + K

H +

(Beq)” (Cly: Op+ + €l 00+ + it Oy ) = 5= e =+ i

W —
o o

From Eq. (28) after some rearrangement we obtain system of 4-non-
linear equations in 4-variables (A ¢eq, cly.,cy- and cy-).

For r — 0, the solution of Eq. (28) takes the form of Eq. (18) (see
Section 3.1). For r — oo, the ion-pair formation in the organic phase
is negligible since ¢y~ — Oandcy;. — 0(seeline (5)in Fig. 8). The
distribution potential depends on the cifi  values. The limiting
behaviour of the distribution potential can be obtained from Eq.
(20) (see Section 3.1). Hence, the limiting behaviour of Aj ¢, de-
pends neither on r nor on ion-pair constant formation. A similar
analysis can be performed for r — 0.

The behaviour of the distribution potential as a function of
log (r) is shown in Fig. 8. In this figure different systems are com-
pared: (1) Kgyx = Kyy =0; (2) Kgx =0 and log (Kyy) = 10.0; (3)
log (K3x) =50 and Ky, =0 and (4) log(Kgyx)=5.0and
log(Kyy) = 10.0. In general, a change in the distribution potential
behaviour occurs for 0 < log (r) < 17. In this range, the A} ¢., value
of system (2) presents a marked shift to lower values compared to
system (1). Despite the fact that the maximal ion-pair concentra-
tion in the organic phase is in the order of 107! M as shown in
Fig. 8, the change in the distribution potential is about 150 mV.
In addition, for system (3) the value of distribution potential for
0<log(r)<17 is higher than that in the absence of ion-pair
formation (system (1)). The same trend is observed when compar-
ing system (4) with system (2).
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Fig. 8. Effect of the volume ratio on the distribution potential for different ion-pair
formation constants. K3y =Ky, =0 (1); K3k =0 and log(Ky,y)=10.0 (2);
log(Koy) = 5.0 and Ky, = 0 (3); and log(K2y) = 5.0 and log(K},,) = 10.0 (4). Line
(5) represents the ¢y, in the organic phase for system (2).
cint =1.0x107° M, ¢t =1.0 x 10> M, A¥¢% = 0550V, A¥¢%o =—1.00V,
AV = 0.600V, AV ¢S = —0.528V, AY¢3. = —0.364V and AV =0.364 V.
pK,, = 14.0.

3.3.2. Distribution of weak bases

We now consider a two-phase system composed of completely
dissociated electrolytes MX and HLX in the aqueous phase and OY
in the organic phase. The ion-pair formation of HLY in the organic
phase is considered.

According to Egs. (13) and (14), the system of equations to be
solved is the following:

-1

. K" 0,
o = i {1 + 1eqOp+ + 3&1” (1+rKpy) + Ky 4
Cyre = Chik [ 1+ TOeq O+ ]

ini -1
g =Tl [1 4 T0eq00-]

. . -1
e = (cilScw + i) [1+ 7]

init _ ~w r o w Oyt
TCoy,o = Cy- [1 + et T Ky - e ]

W W W W W W K
Chie + Cone + G +Cor = X +CY + &

(Oeq)? (Cl¥, Oy + Y Oy + €% Oy + €Y. 05

X G- K,
— X P il W
w ta T T ko

(29)

From Eq. (29) after some rearrangement we obtain system of 3-non-
linear equations in 3-variables (Ay ¢eq,c}y, and ¢y ).

The behaviour of the distribution potential as a function of r is
shown in Fig. 9. The change of the ion-pair concentration in the or-
ganic phase, ¢y, for log(K,;y) = 3.00 is also shown. The effect of
the ion-pair formation on the distribution potential is maximal
for —6 < log (r) < 8. In this interval, the dissociation of the proton-
ated species, HL", takes place. It should be noted that the minimal
distribution potential value, Ay ¢eq min, decreases when the ion-pair
constant formation increases; i.e., for log(Kyy) = 3.00,
Ay feq min = —0.069V and log(K}y) = 5.00, Ay g min = —0.11 V.
In the same figure, the A} ¢., for the system without ion-pair for-
mation is shown.

The ion-pair concentration formed in the organic phase pre-
sents a maximal value equal to 0.14 mM at log (r) close to —4.5.
At high log (r) values, the ion-pair concentration decreases and
the distribution potential is 1 (Ay ¢p+ + Ay dy-). At both, the nega-
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Fig. 9. Effect of the volume ratio on the distribution potential for different ion-pair
formation constants. In all lines: ¢jjt , = 1.0 M and ¢}, = 1.0 M. ci§i ,, = 0.0 M and
Ky = 0.0 (1); ¢t =1.0x10™* M and K?y = 0.0 (2); it —1.0x 10™* M and
log(Kpyy) = 3.0 (3); and cijit,, =1.0x10* M and log(Kg,y) = 5.0 (4). Line (5)
represents the c, in the organic phase for system (3). log(Kp.) = 2.00,
PKY =5.00, A¥¢% =0.550V, AVl =—1.00V, AY¢%. =0.600V, AY¢S =
—0.528V, AV¢3. = —0.364V, A¥¢9- = 0.364V and AY 2, = 0.100 V. pK,, = 14.0.

tive and the positive extremes of log (r), the ion-pair concentration

decreases because ¢j- — 0 or ¢} . — 0, respectively (vide infra).
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Fig. 10. Effect of the volume ratio on the distribution potential (a) and on pH (b) for
different pK},,+. In all lines: cfit  =1.0M and ciif; = 1.0 M. cifit ., =0.0M (1);

et =1.0x10*M: pKY¥,. =3.00 (2); 500 (3); 7.00 (4); and 9.00 (5).
log(Kpyy) = 3.0. Other parameters as in Fig. 9.
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When the water autoprotolysis is considered (Eq. (12)), the low-
er limit of A} ¢, depends on the cffft . ciit | and the pK}y, - values.
The A ¢, limiting value for r — 0 according to Eq. (29) can be ex-
pressed as follows:

o
P S
RT o~ 1Y, Ox—

A pog = == In
o Peq — —
2F (9H+ Y- + O+ Cltxow + O O+ Ci?&_w)

(30)

where o+ = ch“i*w The c}j. values can be calculated in all the

4 +Ka HL+
experimental conditions according to Eq. (A3) (see Appendix A).
On the other hand, as r — oo, the c}} ; value vanishes and therefore,
the ion-pair formation in the organic phase is negligible. For this
reason, the distribution potential only depends on the total concen-
tration of the electrolyte in the organic phase. In this limit, Ay ¢, is
described by Eq. (20) (Section 3.1).

In summary, the ion-pair formation in the organic phase is con-
trolled by the concentration of HL* in the aqueous phase and the
concentration of Y~ in the organic phase. In the limiting cases,
one of these concentrations vanishes (for r - 0, ¢j- — ;0 or for
r—oo, ¢+ — 0). As a consequence, the ion-pair formation in
the organic phase is negligible. Therefore, the distribution potential
at the limiting r values is independent of the ion-pair formation.

Due to the fact that the dissociation of HL* modifies the behav-
iour of the distribution potential at log (r) close to zero, in Fig. 10a
the change of the Ay ¢, for different acid dissociation constant val-
ues of HL" are shown. In general, when the acid dissociation con-
stant increases, the log(r) value where Aj¢,, is minimal
increases. This is a consequence of the amount of HL" present in
the aqueous phase. The change of the pH values as a function of
the volume ratio is shown in Fig. 10b. The effect of the acid disso-
ciation of HL" is clearly seen in this figure. For log (r) > —2.00, the
pH decreases due to the partition of the neutral species, L, at the
organic phase.

4. Conclusion

The effect of the volume ratio on the partition of ionic compo-
nents and on the distribution potential established between two
immiscible phases has been theoretically examined. The conse-
quences of the presence of weak bases and the effect of water auto-
protolysis on the distribution potential are exhaustively analyzed.
The principal results of this work are the effect of the water auto-
protolysis, in particular at r — oo, and the marked effect of the dis-
sociation of the protonated weak base, on the distribution
potential. In the case of completely dissociated electrolytes that
do not exhibit acid-base activity, the pH value can be different
from /K, for r - cc (see Eq. (22)). In this sense, the results pre-
sented here are of fundamental importance for gaining further
understanding of the basic properties of the partition of weak
bases, with direct application in drug partitions, and in the theoret-
ical treatments of ion-selective electrodes and of liquid extraction.
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Appendix A

In this appendix, the general equations are developed for
obtaining the aqueous proton concentration of the analyzed sys-
tems in the lower limiting case (r — 0).

Considering the dissociation of the monoprotic acid (HL") and
the water hydrolysis the following full equation can be expressed
as:

(c)® +a(cy.)* + by +c=0 (A1)
where

a=K"y:

b= — (K-l + Ko (A2)

w
C= 7KwKa.HL+

The aqueous proton concentration is given by the following analyt-
ical equation:

¢l = 2,/Q cos (0 f”) -4 (A3)
where:
2 3 _
Q:a 3b* _2a 9ab+27candcos(0): R 2],
9 54 \/E
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