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ABSTRACT: A rigorous extension of the classic Dukhin—Shilov thin double layer _
polarization theory including the stagnant layer conductivity is presented. Precisely the =
same assumptions and approximations made in the original theory are maintained, and the &
same adsorption isotherms are used as in most of the existing numerical calculations. The £
obtained analytical results improve upon existing approximate extensions, mainly for low 2
surface conductivities and high surface potentials and for high surface conductivities and low & Theoretical
surface potentials. Moreover, they avoid the assumption that all the adsorbed ions in the 8 Numerical
stagnant layer must have a single sign. Finally, they present a very good agreement with ~*
numerical calculations specifically made using the same system parameters. ¢ potential
10,11

B INTRODUCTION

The simplest, and still often used model for the interpretation
of dielectric and electrokinetic phenomena in colloidal suspen-
sions is the standard electrokinetic model." It considers that the
colloidal suspension is made of hard, insulating, perfectly smooth
particles bearing a uniform fixed surface charge and immersed in
the electrolyte solution solely characterized by its macroscopic
properties. No specific interactions between ions in the electro-
Iyte solution and the particle surface are considered so that the
surface conductivity corresponds exclusively to the diffuse part of
the electric double layer.

It was later realized, however, that this model can strongly
oversimplify the system in the close vicinity of the solid—liquid
interface.” Due to different factors such as surface roughness, gel-like
surface properties, or specific behavior of water molecules in contact
with a solid, a thin layer of immobilized water close to the surface can
exist, forming the so-called “stagnant layer”. On the contrary, ions in
this layer can still move tangentially behind the surface of zero fluid
velocity, originating the “anomalous”, “Stern layer”, or “stagnant
layer” surface conductivity. Two main nonstandard models were
formulated for the free jon density in the stagnant layer, which
determines its conductivity value. > In the first, this density is simply
considered to be equal to the diftuse ion density in the region
between the particle surface and the zero fluid velocity surface. In the
second, specific adsorption of ions to the particle surface is con-
sidered, so that the ion density in the stagnant layer is determined by
ion adsorption isotherms and the ion density in the diffuse double
layer just outside the slipping plane.

While the classic Dukhin—Shilov thin double layer polarization
theory® was developed on the basis of the standard electrokinetic
model, the first nonstandard model was considered in the theories of
the electrog)horetic mobility” and of the low frequency dielectric
dispersion.”’

As for the second nonstandard model, the effect of the
stagnant layer conductivity of adsorbed ions on the dielectric
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and electrokinetic DC and AC'>"® properties was exten-
sively studied numerically. However, no rigorous analytical
studies are available to date. In ref 14 the thin double layer
polarization theory® was extended without specifying any details
about the structure of the double layer, only considering the
movement of ions of a single sign in the stagnant layer, and totally
disregarding convective effects in the whole system. In ref 15 the
Fixman model'® was extended to include the anomalous surface
conductivity in an approximate fashion, neglecting the contribu-
tion of co-ions and without specifying any adsorption isotherms.
Similarly, in ref 17 the Shilov—Dukhin low frequency dielectric
dispersion theory8 was extended, neglecting, furthermore, the
existence of the capillary osmotic flow.

The purpose of the present work is to provide a rigorous
extension of the classic Dukhin— Shilov thin double layer polarization
theory’ including the stagnant layer conductivity. We maintain
precisely the same assumptions as in the original theory and use
the same adsorption isotherms as in most of the existing numerical
calculations."'~"* We finally compare the obtained analytical results
with existing approximate expressions'”'” and with numerical data."

B EQUATION SET

We consider a suspended particle represented by an insulating
sphere of radius g, with a uniform fixed surface charge density oy,
The electrolyte solution is characterized by its viscosity 7., absolute
permittivity &, the unsigned valences of its ions Z+ = z, their diffu-
sion coefficients D*, and their concentrations far from the particle
C*(0) = C(o0). We furthermore consider that the particle is
surrounded by a surface layer of adsorbed ions that can move
tangentially with diffusion coefficients D, while the fluid remains
immobile. Their equilibrium (lower index 0) surface densities are
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determined by the following adsorption isotherms:
+ NGy (a) /K5
Y 1+ Cila)/Ky + Co(a) /K

(1)

that were chosen in order to be able to compare the obtained
results with numerical calculations'' and with existing theo-
ries."**” In this equation, N.* are the maximum values of the
surface concentrations of adsorbed ions, and K. * are their
dissociation constants.

The Dukhin—Shilov thin double layer polarization theory was
reviewed in detail in ref 18, where an extension to different co-ion
and counterion valences was presented. While, for sake of
simplicity, this extension is not included in the present work,
we will base our presentation on that reference in order to avoid
unnecessary repetitions.

Under steady state conditions, the ion concentrations cE(@),
electric potential ®(7), fluid velocity V(7), and pressure P(7)
outside the stagnant layer are determined by the usual set of
Nernst—Planck, continuity, Poisson, Navier—Stokes, and in-
compressibility equations:

T = —D*VCEF CEDTVO+CEV (2)
v-it =0 (3)

Vi = —(Ct— c*)? (4)
n.V>V —VP = (C" — C )zeVD ()
V-V =0 (6)

where the symbol ~ denotes a dimensionless magnitude

(b = e®/KT).

B EQUILIBRIUM EQUATIONS

In equilibrium, both the ion and the fluid flows vanish, so that
eqs 2 and S can be integrated to obtain

CE = ZNeFP0 (7)
Py — P(00) = zNKT (e %0 + ¢ — 2) (8)
where
N = C(o0)/z

and P(o0) is the pressure far away from the particle. Combining
eq 7 with the equilibrium Poisson equation leads to the Poisson—
Boltzmann equation for the electric potential:

Z2e’N
& kT

Vz(i)o _ (efzd% _ ez(fo)

While this equation can only be solved analytically in spherical
coordinates for low values of the electric potential, a general
solution exists in the case of plane geometry:

.
d“d, _ 222N (ezio

dx? ekT

_ ey

where « is the distance to the particle surface. This equation
can be integrated one time from a generic point (x, @) to

infinity (x — oo, @ = 0):

dd . - -
—0= sign((I)Q)E\/ e#Po 4 e72P0 — 2 9)
z

dx

and a second time from the surface (x=0, D, = Z) to a generic
point (x, @):

ez(i)o/Z —1 Cx ezé/Z —1

e®o/2 4 1

/241

In this expression, ¢ is the equilibrium surface potential, while

. _ 223N (10)
N ekT

is the reciprocal Debye length. The equilibrium surface potential
is a function of the fixed surface charge density 0y, the stagnant
layer surface charge density 03 + Oy, and the electrolyte con-
centration. The explicit form of this dependence can be obtained
combining the Gauss law at the surface

dd,

e Og+0%+0y
dx

kT e

(11)

x=0

with eqs 9 and 10, which leads to

(e —1)vzN

2e.kT _
e26/2

O+ 04, +0, = (12)
where o0& =+ zeCt

Figure 1 shows the dependence of the total (squares 0), cation
(blue line 0), and anion (red line 0) excess surface densities of the
diffuse double layer on the surface potential. Lines 1 —4 show the
corresponding dependences for the surface ion densities of the
stagnant layer. The system parameters taken from ref 11 and used
in this and all the following figures (except Figures 3 and 4) are
given in Table 1. These parameters roughly correspond to a
suspension of 100 nm particles in an aqueous 10 mM/L KCl
solution, which leads to a ka = 32.9 value. The maximum
adsorbed ion concentrations N, correspond to a maximum
surface charge density of 0.8 Cm ™ >. The last two columns in
Table 1 determine the dissociation constant values written as

KF = 1000N410 7" m3

so that K¥ = 6.02 X 10° m > while 6.02 x 10**m™> < K, <
6.02 x 107 m™>.

As can be seen, for the chosen parameters, the total ion density
of the stagnant layer (squares 1—4) is always higher than the total
excess ion density of the diffuse layer (squares 0), except for
extreme ( potential values for which the stagnant layer fully
saturates. Squares 3 are fully symmetrical with respect to positive
and negative ions because their minimum, which corresponds to
equal anion and cation densities, is located at § = 0. For squares 2
(4), the dissociation constant of negative ions is higher (lower)
than for positive ones so that the minimum is attained for a
positive (negative) ¢ potential value. The stagnant layer ion
densities strongly differ from one another for positive { poten-
tials because the chosen dissociation constants of counterions
(anions) strongly differ. On the contrary, all the stagnant
layer ion density lines converge to a single one for negative §
potentials because the dissociation constants of counterions
(cations) have then a single value.
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Table 1. System Parameters Used All in the Figures except When Stated Otherwise

T =298.16 K D*=D* =2 x 107 m*s™* LpK =1 1:pK = -1
€. =78.54 & C (c0) = 0.01 X 1000 Ny m > 2pK =1 2:pK =0
7.=8904 x 10 *Nsm > a=10""m 3:pK' =1 3:pK =1
z=1 N* =499 x10 ¥ m? 4:pK* =1 4:pK =2

6.E+18

5.E+18
4E+18
3E+18
2E+18

1.E+18

diffuse and stagnant layer ion densities (m?)

0.E+00

dimensionless ¢ potential

Figure 1. Total (squares 0), cation (blue line 0), and anion (red line 0)
excess densities of the diffuse double layer and their dependence on the
surface potential. Corresponding dependences of the stagnant layer ion
densities: lines 1—4. System parameters given in Table 1.

10 +
05 |

7 3 2 1 0
0.0 L

05

fixed surface charge density (C m?)

15 A ) L . . . . .
-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10
dimensionless ¢ potential

Figure 2. Fixed surface charge density 0y and its dependence on the
surface potential. Without (0) and with the stagnant layer (1—4).
System parameters given in Table 1.

Figure 2 shows the dependence of the fixed surface charge
density 0y on the surface potential both without and with the
stagnant layer (lines 0 and 1—4, respectively). As can be seen, the
presence of the adsorbed ions, mostly counterions, strongly
increases the fixed surface charge value needed to maintain a
given value of the surface potential. Since line 3 is symmetrical
with respect to the surface potential sign, the counterion and co-
ion charge densities in the stagnant layer compensate each other
for ¢ = 0 so that the corresponding value of the fixed surface
charge is zero. On the contrary, for line 2 (4) the dissociation
constant of negative ions is larger (smaller) than for positive ones

so that for { = 0 the stagnant layer charge is positive (negative),
which leads to a negative (positive) fixed surface charge.

B SOLUTION WITH AN APPLIED DC ELECTRIC FIELD

When a macroscopic DC electric field with amplitude E is
applied to the system, ion flows appear in the diffuse double layer, the
surrounding electrolyte solution, and the stagnant layer. The former
two are determined by electrodiffusion and convection, while the
latter is determined only by electrodiffusion. The equation set 2—6,
valid outside the stagnant layer, is first simplified writing the ion flows
in terms of the dimensionless electrochemical potentials:

it = —ctprvat etV
ct -
~
=Inh— 4 z® 13
i n—E (13)

A further simplification consists in using the principle of local
equilibrium and expressing the system parameters in terms of the
parameters of a virtual system (defined by the conditions that each of
its volume elements is in equilibrium with the corresponding element
of the real system and by being electroneutral in its entire volume).
The virtual system parameters are its electric potential ¢, ion
concentrations ¢ = zn, and pressure p, so that its electrochemical
potentials are

~ 4 n ~
=h—=+ 1
73 ny 20 (14)
Equating egs 13 and 14 leads to

Ct = zneH® ) (15)

P—p= zrzlcT[cfz(‘i> —0) 4P -0) 2]

which relate the local equilibrium values of the electric potential, ion
concentrations, and pressure of the real and virtual systems, and are
analogous to the equilibrium eqs 7 and 8.

The equation set is then linearized, writing all the field-
dependent magnitudes as expansions in successive powers of

the applied field strength:
D = Dy+0D +...

}'i = 57i + o

and dropping all the terms that are higher than first order in the
applied field while using the equilibrium equations. Finally, the
ion flow, continuity, and incompressibility equations are com-
bined, leading to

D —D* =\ _-

Vion = 22 VOp —————0V |-V,

2zD*D~

D™ +D*

V26 = (vaa S
2DD-

6 ‘7) ‘V(i)()
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V20D = [(C + Cy ) (0D — 0¢) — 2(C; — cg)éﬁ];ﬁ
n.V2OV — Vop = kTz(C} — Cy )V
+KT(CL+Cy — 22N)Voi (16)

where # = n/N and 0n = On/N.

These equations greatly simplify in the electrolyte solution
outside the equilibrium diffuse double layer, where the equilib-
r1um potential and the equilibrium charge density vanish (P, =0,
Cot = zN):

V36n =0
V20p =0
Viop = k*0p

where
e

@59 = — (0@ —99)

0p =

is the dimensionless field induced charge density. The solutions
of these Laplace and Helmholtz equations are

- K.a* eEa
f = o 8 0 (17)
- Kqa*> r\eEa
6@ = < rz —;>ﬁ6050 (18)

1+Kr\eEa
00 = K K(a —r) E e 0
p o r 1+xa) kT €08

where K, Kg, and K, are integration constants.

Bl BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

The constants K. and K4 can be determined integrating the
continuity equatlons written for the differences between the
actual ion flows ;= and the long-range ion flows 8j" that are

only valid outside the diffuse double layer:

19,5 s ou 19 N B
[ {rz 81‘ [f' (6]1' 6]11' )] +t— v sin 9 80[5”1 6(610 6]10)}} dr =0

(19)

where
07T = — CEDEVORE + CEOV (20)
07T = — ZND*Voi* +zNOV (21)
ou* = on + 2069 (22)

The integrals can be analytically evaluated in the case when the
double layer is thin as compared to the radius of the particle:

Ka > 1 (23)

considering that (a) the curvature of the surface needs only
be taken into account outside the double layer, while the
equations inside it are solved assuming a locally flat surface,

and (b) each portion of the diffuse double layer is in a state
of local equilibrium, so that the electrochemical potentials
and their tangential derivatives do not change across its
width.

Outside the double layer, §j* = §j* so that the integrand
of eq 19 vanishes. Therefore, in view of eq 23, this equation

reduces to
—/ P07 - Oj)] dr

+asm 5 80 [sin 9/ (85 — Oj5) dr] = 0

where the first integral further simplifies to
1 [*0d ) ) . .
o SO - o ar = ~ oot )

The first addend on the right-hand side of this equation (equal to
zero in the classical formulation) corresponds to the radial ion
flows entering the stagnant layer. As for the second addend
(which corresponds to the radial ion flows leaving the diffuse
double layer toward the solution), it can be transformed using
eq 21 into

OjF = (—zaNDEVOIt +2NO V)|, = —zND*V, 0],

since (5Vr| 2 = 0. Equation 19 so becomes
—0jF (a) — 2ND*V,0a™|,
1 d 4 n
= =090 sin 0 ((5]9 — 0jjp) dr (24)

The integrand is evaluated using eqs 20—22:
8 — Ojit = — (CT —zN)DFVyoia™ + (CF — zN)Vy

which transforms eq 24 into
—0jF (a) — ZND*V, 0|,

D* 9 ® 4
=0 (sin OVgoia™|) | (Cr —2N)dr

1 [e5)
- % [sin 6 / (CE— NV d] (25

This equation coincides with the classical result (eq 36 in ref 18),
except for the first addend in the left-hand side that depends on
the presence of the stagnant layer.

Proceeding just as in the classical formulation, the right-hand
side of this equation is evaluated considering a flat charged
surface in contact with the electrolyte solution. The first integral
is so replaced by the non specific adsorption coeflicients:
equilibrium surface ion densities in the diffuse double layer:

G :/ (CE—2N) dr = zN/ (€7 — 1) dx
a 0

Ke.T

= Zlez (€$ZC/2 — 1) (26)

The second integral in eq 25 is evaluated considering that,
outside the diffuse double layer, the electric potential and the
electrolyte concentration vary in the tangential y direction,
and solving the tangential component of the Navier—Stokes
eq 16. The resulting expression is classically integrated,
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neglecting the tangential derivative of the pressure in view of
eqs 8,9, and 11

Po(0) — (en) — (%0t 0u)”
2.

This equation shows that with no stagnant layer (03, + 0 =
0), the pressure has a constant value that does not depend on
the electrolyte concentration and, therefore, on the y coordi-
nate. In the considered case, however, the stagnant layer
charge is not constant in the presence of a concentration
gradient so that a tangential pressure gradient appears in the
diffuse double layer:

dP(0) 0y + 0%+ 0y d(oo] + 00 ) (27)

dy & dy
On the other hand, combining eqs 9 and 11 and differentiating
leads to

- do®(0)

- ze(zNe_Zé — zNe?)
dy

+ — + -
_ 00+0y +0 d(d0] + 00, )

. E» (28)
Equations 27 and 28 show that the pressure gradient is
equal to the equilibrium charge density multiplied by the
tangential electric field, so that that the pressure and potential
gradient terms in the Navier—Stokes equation exactly com-
pensate each other. Therefore, the dependence of the total
surface charge density on the y coordinate does not lead to
any additional fluid flow (otherwise, a suspended particle
with a nonuniform surface charge would spontaneously
move).

In view of the above, the second integral in eq 25 can be
calculated in terms of the electroosmotic and the capillary
osmotic fluid velocities, just as in the classical formulation:

kT
av;°:,7( )(z; Bo)Veos,  (29)
7z(i)0/4

4g (kT\? | [ePol4
e \ ze ezé/4 + efzg/4

which lead to
&N (kT\* _
() uzvioal, s

/ (CE — 2N)OVpdr — — IEV,07),)

where
IE = 42 1) 428 (31)
1 z - 146702
k= _[4(63&@/2 —1)+(4£2)zL—16 ln( +; )]
z
(32)

Finally, the first addend in eq 25 can be expressed in terms of
the stagnant layer parameters using the continuity equation:

Vo-0iF +0j(a) cos 0 = 0

where
DECE|ocE
OfF = 205 4 20D (a) | sin O
CSO
so that
2D Cy |oCT
Oj (a) = = =257 & 20®(a)
a CsO

Combining these results and using eq 22 transforms eq 2$ into

+ ~+
—aNDV,00*], = — 20 (57 (a) £ 203 (a)]
2D C [oC
— e 20® (a)

N/kT\> 1 9
K77 (_) asinG@[sm 01 Vo0P|, + I, Voonl,)]

(33)

As can be seen, the diffuse and the stagnant layer electro-
diffusive flow terms have exactly the same form except for the
electrochemical potentials involved.

In order to proceed, it is necessary to determine the
expression for the field- 1nduced changes of the stagnant layer
ion concentrations (5C .Just as in ref 11, we assume that the
equilibrium adsorption isotherms (eq 1) are also valid out of
equilibrium:

+ _ N;=C*(a) /K
s 1+C+(a)/KS++C—(a)/KS—
so that
OCE _0CH(a)  CHoCH(a)  CoOC (a)
C5  Cila) NiCi(a) N;Cyla)

where the field-induced ion concentration changes at the
inner boundary of the diffuse double layer 0C*(a) are
determined by the local equilibrium condition, eq 15:

0CHa) _ i) F 26 (a)

W = - 5‘7)(’1)]

The stagnant layer electrochemical potentials in eq 33 so

become:
ocE - C  C
+ £ 20P(a) = | 1— =0 =901 §i(a)
cE N N

S

_ . _
+ (1 F Cs(’ + C>za¢(a) + (ﬁ—&> 20D (a)
NS N: NS
Next, an expression for the field-induced potential change at
the inner boundary of the diffuse double layer 6(19(11) is
needed. Note that inside the diffuse double layer O® depends
on the distance to the particle, unlike d¢ and On that are
classically considered to remain constant across the thin
double layer in view of the local equilibrium condition. The
potential change d® (a) can be expressed as the sum of 3¢ (a)
plus a contribution dependent on the concentration change.
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This contribution can be determined combining eqs 1, 7,
and 12:

N#zNe < /K* — N zNe*¥ /K
1+2zNe % /K + zNet# /K-

= \/ZeekTm

e25/2

Op +ze

which leads to

20® (a) = 204 (a)
{Vﬁ“ﬁﬂ »waywwﬁ—%—%ﬂ

2e%t/2
\/Zé‘e TvzN Cct  C
/ VI VER (1) 4 zeCl [ 1— 224 20
2612 N: N
- cy C ON
+zeCo| 1+ —— —
Nf N; N

Writing this equation as
20®@(a) = z0p (a) — SOn (34)

transforms the expression for the stagnant layer electroche-
mical potential appearing in eq 33 into

+
0 1 50 (a)

sO

= Mdi(a) £ 200 (a)

where

Thus eq 33 becomes

" +
= %[6%(11) + 20¢p(a)] + 2D Co [Mon(a)

aV,éﬂiLz Di Na

+ z0p(a)] +% [I£20¢(a) + 21X 00(a)]

L 28 (kT\?
mE = il
31.DF \ ze
Using eqs 17, 18, and 22 and factoring with respect to the
coefficients, leads to the final equations:

where

K (R* + R*M — U* +2) + zK4(R* + RF +2)
= +z(R*+RF-1)
where

2Gii3ii

R = o (35)

zNa Ka

+ ~+
Ri _ 2Ds CSO

= 36
s D*zNa (36)

3:|:
Ka

Ut = (£IE —2I%)

The resulting expressions for the dipolar and concentration
coefficients are

(R*+R! —1)(R™+R,M+2—-U")
+(R™+R; —1)(R"+R'M +2 —U")

Ky = P— — — (37)

(R*+Rf+2)(R"+R;M+2—-U")

+(R™+R; +2)(R*+RM +2 —U")

3z(R*+R —R™ —R_
KC — ( S S) (38)
(R*+Rf+2)(RT+R;M+2—-U")

+(R™+R; +2)(R*+RM+2 —U")

It should be noted that the form of these equations is not
tr1v1a1 the stagnant layer surface conductivities (proportional
to RY) are not simply added to the correspondmg diffuse
double layer surface conductivities (proportional to R™) since
in some instances, but not always, they are multiplied by the
coeflicient M.

H DISCUSSION

Figures 3 and 4 show a comparison of the obtained results with

L . . . . 14
existing approximate extensions of the classic theory. Extension
incorporates the stagnant layer conductivity but neglects all
convective effects and assumes, furthermore, that the stagnant
layer contains ions of a single sign. In the case that these ions are
negative, the obtained results are

(Rl — (R +R; +2) + (R, + R, —
2Ry +2) (R +RT +2)

DR} +2)

Ky =
(39)

o 3R —R R

T AR, + (R, + R, +2)

where the diffuse double layer surface conductivity coeflicients
with no convection are

(40)

2GT
‘;_Lc - zN?z (41)

The extension'” of the classic theory incorporates the stagnant
layer conductivity but neglects all the contribution of co-ions and
of the capillary osmosis and assumes, furthermore, that the
stagnant layer only contains counterions. In the case that the
counterions are negative, the obtained results are:

R™+R —4
Ky = ———7—— (42)
4(R™+R; +2)
—3z(R™ + R
K = SRR (43)
4R~ +R; +2)

Figure 3 represents the dipolar coefficient Ky as a function
of the § potential. The black line 0 corresponds to the classic
solution with no stagnant layer, while black lines 1—4 corre-
spond to different values of the stagnant layer parameters
(eq 37). The blue lines correspond to the existing extension'*
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0.0

-0.1 |

02+

dipolar coefficient Ky
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05 . \ . L
-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

dimensionless ¢ potential

Figure 3. Dipolar coeflicient K4 and its dependence on the surface
potential. Present theory: eq 37, black lines. Existing approximate
theories: eq 39, blue lines; eq 42, red lines. System parameters given
in Table 1 except for Ny = 0.

0.8

06 |
04
02
0.0
-02 | \

0

04 | (

concentration coefficient K,

-06

0.8 s n L n n L n s
-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

dimensionless ¢ potential

Figure 4. Concentration coefficient K. and its dependence on the
surface potential. Present theory: eq 38, black lines. Existing approximate
theories: eq 40, blue lines; eq 43, red lines. System parameters given in

Table 1 except for Ny = 0.

eq 39, while the red lines correspond to the existing
extension'’ eq 42. In order to satisfy the above-mentioned
hypothesis of the existing extensions regarding the sign of the
ions in the stagnant layer, eq 37 was evaluated considering that
N; = 0in eq 1. This implies that the blue 1—4 lines are no
longer present in Figure 1 so that the squares coincide with the
red lines.

Figure 3 shows that eq 42 generally works better than eq 39
because the influence of co-ions in the diffuse double layer is
much smaller than that of convection (except for very small ||
values). This behavior is clearly seen in lines 0 that do not include
any stagnant layer conductivity. For increasing stagnant layer
conductivity values, the agreement between the three expres-
sions improves since the relative contribution of the diffuse
double layer conductivity to the total surface conductivity
diminishes. Note that the results of both existing extensions
coincide for = 0 since, in this case, there is no convection
(Io* = I.,™ = 0, egs 31 and 32) and no nonspecific adsorp-
tion (Go™ = 0, eq 26, so that the surface conductmty of the
diffuse double layer vanishes (R* = R, =0, eqs 35,41)).

Equations 39,42 and 40,43 therefore become

Kilp_y = %
dE=0 " 4(R- +2)

_ —3zR
§=0 " 4(R; +2)
However, these expressions do not coincide with the correspond-

ing results of the present theory since, under these conditions, eqs 37
and 38 reduce to

K|~ 7R;(2—M)—4
HE=0R =0 7 oR—(1+M) +8
—3zR;
KC|§:0,R;:0 =

2R (1+M) +8

The presence of the coefficient M in the above equations is
responsible for the strong discrepancy between the present theory
and the existing ones for the highest stagnant layer conductivity:
lines 4 in Figure 3 (M = 0.728 for = 0).

Figure 4 represents the concentration coefficient K. as a
function of the  potential. The black lines correspond to the
present theory, eq 38 with N = 0 in eq 1, while the blue and red
lines represent the existing approximate results (eqs 40 and 43,
respectively). As can be seen for { > 0, the presence of the
stagnant layer made of counterions strongly increases the con-
centration polarization: the 1—4 lines are always lower than the 0
lines. This happens because the counterions in the stagnant layer
increase the difference between the counterion and co-ion
transfer numbers of the whole double layer. Note that even for
€ = 0 the concentration polarization persists due entirely to the
stagnant layer conductivity. For £ < 0, an unusual behavior is
apparent since the surface conductivity due to co-ions in the stagnant
layer surpasses the counterion conductivity in the diffuse double layer,
leading to negative values of the concentration coefficient (2—
4 lines). Only for sufficiently small { potential values the diffuse
double layer conductivity surpasses the stagnant layer conductivity
and the concentration polarization becomes positive as usual for a
negative ¢ potential. As in Figure 3, the agreement between the
present and the existing results is fairly good except for very high
stagnant layer conductivity values: lines 4 and small || values.

Figure S represents the conductivity increment AK = 3Kg as a
function of the  potential. As before, the black lines correspond
to the present theory, but considering now that Ny have the
values given in Table 1 (blue 1—4 lines in Figure 1). However,
the red lines correspond now to numerical results calculated
using the Mangelsdorf—White'" program. As can be seen, the
theoretical results of the present work are in very good agreement
with the numerical ones, except for high |C | values. However, these
deviations appear to originate in the classical (no stagnant layer)
model, as can be seen comgaring the 0 black and red lines. While this
behavior is well-known,” the reason why the classical model
predicts lower conductivity increment values than numerical calcu-
lations at high ||, even when the requirement xa>>1 is fulfilled, is
still unclear. At low |§ | values, the agreement between the theoretical
and numerical results is quite good and it should be noted that for
the highest stagnant layer conductivity (lines 4), the theoretical
maximum is solely due to the presence of the coefficient M in eq 37.

Figure 6 represents the dimensionless electrophoretic mobi-
lity as a function of the £ potential. As in Figure , the black lines
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Figure S. Conductivity increment AK = 3K, and its dependence on the
surface potential. Present theory: black lines; numerical results:'" red
lines. System parameters given in Table 1.
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Figure 6. Electrophoretic mobility and its dependence on the surface
potential. Present theory, eqs 37, 38, and 44: black lines; numerical
results:'" red lines. System parameters given in Table 1.

correspond to the present theory, while the red lines correspond
to numerical results calculated using the MangelsdorffWhite11
program. In order to better visualize the different results, the
mobility values corresponding to negative (positive) ¢ potentials
are given on the left (right) ordinate axis. The theoretical values
were calculated from the sum of the electroosmotic and the
capillary osmotic velocities on the particle equator just outside
the diffuse double layer.zf These velocities can be obtained from
egs 29 and 30 setting @, = 0 (outer boundary of the diffuse
double layer) and using eqs 17 and 18 to evaluate the tangential
components of the electrolyte concentration and of the electric
potential gradients. The resulting dimensionless electrophoretic
mobility expression is

4 L/ 4 o HE /A

i =C(1—Ka)+—n K. (44)
z 2

As can be seen, the theoretical results are in good agreement with
the numerical results obtained using the program of ref 11 over
the whole { potential range.

B CONCLUSION

This work presents a rigorous extension of the classic
Dukhin—Shilov double layer polarization theory to include the
stagnant layer conductivity. This was made maintaining all the
assumptions and approximations of the original theory and
without any additional simplifications, such as neglecting the
contribution of co-ions to the conductivity of the double layer or
neglecting the diffusive ion flow inside the surface layer.

The stagnant layer properties were characterized by the
adsorption isotherms usually used in numerical calculations.' ">
However, the use of other isotherms is possible, since it only
requires the recalculation of a single coefficient S (eq 34).

The obtained expressions for the dipolar and concentration
coeflicients are not trivial for the following reasons. First, the
electrodiffusive ion flows in the diffuse double layer are deter-
mined by the electrochemical potentials that are assumed to be
constant across the double layer in the classical theory. On the
contrary, the conductive flows in the stagnant layer are deter-
mined by the tangential electric field at the particle surface, while
the tangential concentration gradients inside the stagnant layer
determine the diffusive flows. These magnitudes depend not only
on the dipolar and concentration coeflicients but also on the
adsorption isotherm parameters. The end result is that the
expressions for the dipolar and concentration coefficients can
not be written in terms of the sum of the surface conductivities of
the diffuse and the stagnant layers.

A comparison of the obtained results with those correspond-
ing to existing approximate theories,"™"” while using adsorption
isotherms compatible with the hypothesis used in these theories,
shows a fairly good agreement except for two extreme cases: (a)
no surface conductivity and high |G|, when the omission of all
convective effects in'* leads to dipolar coefficient values that are
too small, and (b) high surface conductivity and low ||, when
both approximate theories lead to large deviations due to the
absence of the coefficient M in their results. Therefore, existing
approximate theories might be useful for the interpretation of
experimental data, but only in those cases when there is reason to
believe that the stagnant layer conductivity is only due to ions of a
single sign. In the general case, however, the influence of the
adsorbed ions can not be described by means of a single
parameter, the stagnant layer conductivity, so that full theoretical
results as those presented here should be used.

A comparison of the obtained conductivity increment and
electrophoretic mobility results with numerical calculations
performed using the Mangelsdorf—While computer program''
and precisely the same system parameters shows a very good
agreement, at least for low or moderate |Z | values. At extreme
surface potentials, the classical theory leads to dipolar coeflicient
values that are systematically lower than those obtained numeri-
cally. The extended results maintain these same deviations, which
do not seem to be affected by the inclusion of the stagnant layer
conductivity.
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