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Molecular theory of electrostatic collapse of dipolar poly-
mer gels†

Yury A. Budkov∗a,b, Nikolai N. Kalikinb and Andrei L. Kolesnikovc

We develop a new quantitative molecular theory of liquid-
phase dipolar polymer gels. We model monomer units of
the polymer network as a couple of charged sites separated
by a fluctuating distance. For the first time, within the ran-
dom phase approximation, we have obtained an analytical
expression for the electrostatic free energy of the dipolar
gel. Depending on the coupling parameter of dipole-dipole
interactions and the ratio of the dipole length to the sub-
chain Kuhn length, we describe the gel collapse induced by
electrostatic interactions in the good solvent regime as a
first-order phase transition. This transition can be realized at
reasonable physical parameters of the system (temperature,
solvent dielectric constant, and dipole moment of monomer
units). The obtained results could be potentially used in
modern applications of stimuli-responsive polymer gels and
microgels, such as drug delivery, nanoreactors, molecular
uptake, coatings, superabsorbents, etc.

In recent years a considerable number of papers have been de-
voted to the description of the stimuli-responsive polymer sys-
tems and their potential application in the field of externally con-
trolled drug delivery, sensing and biosensing, artificial muscles
and actuators, etc1–3. One of the phenomena underlying such
smart behavior is the coil-globule (CG) conformation transition
of a single polymer chain in the solvent media under different ex-
ternal stimuli4–7. Stimuli-responsive polymer gels and microgels
are now indispensable to a wide range of industrial applications,
such as drug delivery, coatings, adsorbents, molecular chemical
reactors, etc (see, for instance,8–12). The existence of the vol-
ume phase transition of the polymer network was first predicted
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Fig. 1 Schematic representation of the dipolar gel model.

theoretically13 as an analogy with the CG transition, occurring
in the dilute polymer solutions, and later was observed exper-
imentally14. In the following years an extensive investigation,
both theoretical and experimental, was carried out to examine
the volume phase transition of polymer networks, including poly-
electrolyte ones15–25. Special attention should be paid to the
work26, where the authors experimentally studied the collapse
of a polyelectrolyte polymer gel in a poor solvent regime. The
authors discussed an influence of additional dipole-dipole attrac-
tion of the ionic pairs formed on the polymer backbone due to the
counterion condensation on the collapse of gel.

There is a number of polymer systems, the thermodynamic be-
havior of which is strongly dependent on the dipole-dipole in-
teractions of highly polar monomer units27. Among them are
ionomers28, dielectric elastomers29, zwitterionic polymers30–32,
polymeric ionic liquids33, to name a few. One of the brightest
effects driven by the dipole-dipole interactions is the CG transi-
tion of a single dipolar polymer chain34. The latter can occur
in polyelectrolyte solutions with low-polar solvents35–37, where
the monomer units and counterions form ionic pairs, as well as
in dilute solutions of polyzwitterionic macromolecules (betaines),
where the monomer units carry two oppositely charged ionic
groups38. Recently, this fascinating phenomenon has been exten-
sively studied within the molecular dynamics simulations37,39.

In this short communication, we report a new quantitative
molecular theory of phase behavior of the polymer liquid-phase
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gels with highly polar monomer units. We describe the polymer
network behavior within a wide range of microscopic parameters
underlying the gel collapse, induced by electrostatic interactions,
in the good solvent regime.

Let us consider a polymer gel – polymer network, immersed in a
polar solvent with a certain dielectric constant ε, whose monomer
units carry two oppositely charged sites with ±q charges sepa-
rated by a fluctuating distance, described by the probability dis-
tribution function, ω(r) (see Fig. 1). The total free energy of such
a dipolar gel in the equilibrium state can be written as a sum of
three basic terms

Ftot = Fel +Fvol +Fcor, (1)

where Fel is the elastic free energy of the network, Fvol is the con-
tribution of the short-range volume (excluded volume and disper-
sion) interactions of the monomer units, and Fcor is the contribu-
tion of their electrostatic correlations, attributed to the charged
sites on each monomer unit. According to the conventional con-
cept19,40 adopted in the classical theory of gels, we can estimate
elastic free energy as the free energy of n independent Gaussian
subchains, i.e. by the following interpolation formula7,41–43

Fel =
9
4

nkBT
(
(V/V0)

2/3 +(V/V0)
−2/3

)
, (2)

where V is the gel volume and V0 is the gel volume at the refer-
ence state corresponding to the θ -temperature14,18 at which the
subchains behave as the ideal Gaussian coils; kB is the Boltzmann
constant and T is the temperature. The contribution of the vol-
ume interactions of the monomer units can be described by the
well-known Flory-Huggins (FH) mean-field approximation4,40,44

Fvol =
V kBT

v

(
(1−Φ) ln(1−Φ)+Φ−χΦ

2
)
, (3)

where Φ = nmv/V = cv (c = nm/V is the concentration of the
monomer units) is the volume fraction of the polymer, v is the
effective volume, occupied by the monomer unit, m is the average
polymerization degree of the subchain. The electrostatic (corre-
lation) free energy can be calculated within the random phase
approximation (RPA)45–49 as follows

Fcor =
V kBT

2

∫ dk
(2π)3

(
ln
(

1+
κ2(k)

k2

)
− κ2(k)

k2

)
, (4)

where the screening function takes the form (see the Supporting
information)

κ
2(k) = κ

2
D(1−ω(k))

(
1+

1
2
(S(k)−1)(1−ω(k))

)
, (5)

where κD =
(
8πq2c/εkBT

)1/2 is the inverse Debye length, at-
tributed to the charged groups on the monomer segments and
ω(k) =

∫
dre−ikrω(r) is the Fourier-image of the probability dis-

tribution function (characteristic function). The structure fac-
tor of the subchain at m� 1 can be approximated by the well-
known Debye structure factor S(k) ≈ 1+ 12/(k2b2) of the Gaus-
sian chain, where b is the Kuhn length of the segment. Using
the ansatz for the Fourier-image of the probability distribution
function of distance between charged centers (characteristic func-

tion) ω(k) = (1+k2l2/6)−1, where l is the effective dipole length,
determining the following probability distribution function46,48

ω(r) = 3/(2πl2|r|)exp
[
−
√

6|r|/l
]
, we arrive at the analytical ex-

pression
Fcor = F(d)

cor +F(ch)
cor , (6)

where the first term is the electrostatic free energy of unbound
dipolar monomers, determined by the expression46

F(d)
cor =−V kBT

l3 σ(y), (7)

with the strength of the electrostatic interactions y =

4π p2c/(3kBT ε) (p = ql is the dipole moment) and auxiliary func-
tion

σ(y) =

√
6

4π

(
2(1+ y)3/2−2−3y

)
. (8)

The second term determines the effect of the polymerization of
the dipolar monomer units on the electrostatic free energy and
can be written in the following form

F(ch)
cor =−V kBT

l3 δ (y,γ), (9)

with the geometric parameter γ = (l/b)2 and the auxiliary func-
tions

δ (y,γ) = δ1(y,γ)+δ2(y,γ), (10)

δ1(y,γ) =
3
√

6
4π

(
1+

y
2
−
√

1+ y
)

γ, (11)

δ2(y,γ) =

√
6γ2y2

4π(y− γ(1+ y))2

[
1− (2y+5)

√
1+ y−

3γ(1+ y)(1−
√

1+ y)
y

+
1√
2

((
2+ y+

√
y2 +4y−4γ(1+ y)

)3/2
+

(
2+ y−

√
y2 +4y−4γ(1+ y)

)3/2)]
. (12)

The analytical expression for the electrostatic free energy, taking
into account electrostatic correlations at the many-body level, as
the main result of this work, can be used not only for the dipolar
polymer gels description, but also for the description of polymer
solutions.

It is instructive to discuss how the electrostatic interactions
of the monomer units contribute to the second virial coefficient
which, as is well known44, determines the thermodynamic be-
havior of the polymer gels and polymer solutions at a rather small
polymer volume fraction. Using the analytical expression for the
electrostatic free energy (see, Supporting information), we obtain
the following excess free energy of the network at Φ� 1

Fex = Fvol +Fcor '
V kBT

2
Bc2, (13)

where we have introduced the second virial coefficient

B = B0−
2
√

6π p4

3(εkBT )2l3 g(γ). (14)
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The first term B0 = (1− 2χ)v on the right hand side defines the
second virial coefficient of the interaction between the monomer
units without dipole moments within the FH theory. The sec-
ond term describes the contribution of the dipole-dipole inter-
actions of the monomer units to the second virial coefficient;
g(γ) = 5γ/2 + 8

√
2
(√

1+
√

1+ γ−
√

γ(
√

1+ γ−1)
)
/3− 13/3 is

the auxiliary monotonically increasing function. Eq. (14) shows
that polar particles, tied in a linear chain attract each other more
strongly than the corresponding freely moving polar monomers.
For the disconnected monomers, for which γ = 0 and g(0) = 1, we
arrive at the expression obtained for the first time in Ref.48. As
is seen, at rather strong electrostatic interactions (low tempera-
tures, a small dielectric constant, and a large dipole moment), the
second virial coefficient can be negative even in the good solvent
regime (χ < 1/2). In this case, the dipole-dipole attractive inter-
action prevails over the short-range volume interactions causing
the collapse of the dipolar gel (see below).

For the numerical calculations, we introduce the expansion fac-
tor α = (V/V0)

1/3 of the polymer network and the electrostatic
coupling parameter, λ = 4π p2/(3kBT εv). Taking into account that
Φ = Φ0/α3, where Φ0 is the polymer volume fraction in the refer-
ence state, we can minimize the total free energy of the gel with
respect to α at different λ , γ, and Φ0. In what follows, we as-
sume that v/l3 = 1. We consider only the good solvent regime,
assuming the FH parameter χ = 0.25. Only in this regime we can
expect a nontrivial phase behavior of the dipolar polymer gel. As
we have already pointed out above, at sufficiently strong electro-
static interactions of the monomer units, the second virial coeffi-
cient becomes negative, resulting in polymer network shrinkage.
However, to describe the thermodynamics of the shrunk gel, it
is necessary to take into account electrostatic correlations on the
level higher than the pairwise ones, i.e. use the analytical expres-
sions (6), (7), (9) for the electrostatic free energy. It is interesting
to study this effect more carefully.

Fig. 2 shows the dependencies of the expansion factor α on the
coupling parameter λ , plotted for different reference volume frac-
tions Φ0 and fixed geometric parameter γ = 1, obtained from the
total free energy minimization. As is seen, at sufficiently small Φ0

values, an increase in the coupling parameter leads to a jump-like
collapse of the polymer network, i.e. as a first-order phase transi-
tion. However, when the volume fraction exceeds a certain critical
value, the transition proceeds smoothly. We would like to stress,
however, it is unlikely that the predicted jump-like transition can
be observed in real polymer gels due to extremely small corre-
sponding reference volume fractions Φ0. Thus, in reality, one can
expect to achieve the transition in the form of the smooth gel col-
lapse at sufficiently large volume fractions, Φ0, according to Fig.
2.

Further, we would like to discuss the dipole nonlocality effect
on the jump-like collapse of the dipolar polymer gel. Fig. 3
demonstrates a phase diagram in the γ vs λ coordinates. There is
a certain curve separating two regions, where the gel is swollen
(yellow) or collapsed (green). In accordance with Eq. (14),
the account of dipole nonlocality (i.e. nonzero γ values) shifts
the coexistence between swollen and collapsed gel to the lower

Fig. 2 The dependencies of the expansion factor, α, on the coupling
parameter, λ , plotted for different reference volume fractions, Φ0 (≈
10−3 − 8× 10−3). The data are shown for χ = 0.25, v/l3 = 1, γ = 1,
m = 500.

values of λ . We would like to note that the condition γ ≈ 1
can be realized for zwitterionic polymers, such as polyesters,
polyphosphazenes, and polyphosphobetaines12. For the polyelec-
trolyte chains, immersed in the low-polar solvents20,26, where the
monomer units and counterions usually form solvent-separated
ionic pairs with a fluctuating mutual distance, γ can be greater
than unity. It is also worth noting that at sufficiently small γ

(l� b), the contribution of the electrostatic interactions between
the dipolar monomer units can be described with good accu-
racy by the electrostatic free energy of the freely moving dipolar
particles (see, eq.(7)). Note that we have discussed this limit-
ing regime earlier in the context of the conformational behavior
of a single dipolar polymer chain with point-like dipoles on its
monomer units34. However, for the subchains with γ ∼ 1, the
contribution (9) to the electrostatic free energy becomes consid-
erable. In other words, when the dipole length is comparable with
the Kunh length, the approximation of disconnected monomers,
used for different condensed polymer systems with the short-
range volume interactions4,5, gives a large discrepancy.

Now we would like to discuss the parameters of the real poly-
mers, for which one can expect to observe experimentally the
discussed above transition. For instance, the dipole moment
of monomer units of the polybetaines can reach ≈ 24− 34 D
(see38 and references therein). Thus, the dipole length, l = p/e,
where e is the elementary charge, for these polymers is in range
≈ 0.5− 0.7 nm. For the polymer chains with dipole moment
p = 24 D, immersed in water at T = 300 K (ε ≈ 78) we obtain
the coupling parameter λ ≈ 6 which is in the region of the col-
lapsed gel, depicted on Fig. 3 for Φ0 = 10−3. In order to avoid the
collapse, in this case, it is necessary to enhance significantly the
reference volume fraction, Φ0, of the monomer units.

We would like to note that the obtained electrostatics driven gel
collapse should not be confused with the co-nonsolvency transi-
tion taking place in polymer gels and solutions near low criti-
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Fig. 3 The phase diagram for the dipolar gel plotted in γ vs λ coordinates.
The data are shown for χ = 0.25, v/l3 = 1, Φ0 = 10−3, m = 500.

cal solution temperature (LCST)7,50–52. As is well known, in the
zwitterionic hydrogels there are two types of phase transitions32.
The first one is the gel collapse with the LCST, which takes place
at a sufficiently small number of zwitterionic groups on the poly-
mer chains. The gel collapse in this case proceeds with an in-
crease in the temperature. The second transition with an upper
critical solution temperature (UCST) is realized when the linear
density of zwitterionic groups on the polymer backbone exceeds
a certain threshold value. Such a dramatic transition, occurring
upon cooling, may be caused by the dipole-dipole interactions of
highly polar monomer units. Note also that we do not consider
the poor solvent regime, where the volume attractive interactions
lead to the gel collapse14,18. In this case, the additional dipole-
dipole attractive interactions of monomer units just shift the tran-
sition temperature to higher values and the poor solvent concen-
tration to lower values as in the mentioned above experiment26.
In the present work we also do not consider the salt effect on
the gel collapse. From general considerations, the addition of
the salt ions into the gel will result in a screening of the dipole-
dipole attractive interactions, thereby, preventing the collapse of
the gel. The expansion of the dipolar macromolecules in solvent
media with the increase of the ionic strength is known as the an-
tipolyelectrolyte effect31,38,53. An extensive theoretical study of
the antipolyelectrolyte effect in the dipolar gels undoubtedly de-
serves to be published as separate research elsewhere. Finally,
note that we neglect influence of the polymer on the dielectric
constant of the gel (dielectric mismatch effect)20,34,54. This as-
sumption can be justified by rather small volume fractions of the
polymer, considered in present study. However, accounting for
the dielectric mismatch will not qualitatively change system be-
havior, only slightly shifting the region of the gel collapse.

In conclusion, taking into account the conformational en-
tropy of the polymer network within the independent subchains
concept, excluded volume and dispersion interactions of the
monomer units within the Flory-Huggins mean-field theory, and

electrostatic interactions within the random phase approxima-
tion, we have developed a molecular theory of the liquid-phase
dipolar polymer gels. We have established that for rather small
volume fractions of the polymer, the presence of the dipole mo-
ments on the monomer units reduces the second virial coefficient.
Namely, the dipole-dipole interactions can result in the negative
second virial coefficient value even in the regime of good sol-
vent. More importantly, the chain connectivity between the dipo-
lar monomer units increases their effective attractive interactions.
In addition, this phenomenon will be more pronounced in gels
with the Kuhn lengths shorter than the dipole ones. We have
found that sufficiently large electrostatic interactions between the
monomer units can provoke the gel collapse in the regime of the
good solvent. It proceeds like a first-order phase transition (an
abrupt decrease in the expansion factor) at a sufficiently small
polymer volume fraction. However, when latter exceeds a cer-
tain threshold value, the transition becomes smooth. We have
demonstrated that the described phase transition can be realized
at accessible physical parameters. Especially, we found that the
predicted gel collapse resembles the one occurred in the zwitte-
rionic hydrogels in the vicinity of the upper critical solution tem-
perature32. We believe that the described phase transition could
be used as an additional tool to control the swelling degree of gels
in their different applications, such as molecular uptake, nanore-
actors, coatings, membranes, artificial skin, toys production, etc.

1 Appendix

Here we demonstrate a derivation of the screening function of
the dipolar polymer gel within the random phase approximation
(RPA)46. The screening function within such approach can be
calculated as follows46

κ
2(k) =

4π

εkBT
C(k), (15)

where C(k) is the Fourier-image of the charge density correlation
function

C(r− r′) =
〈
ρ̂(r)ρ̂(r′)

〉
, (16)

where 〈(...)〉 means averaging over statistics of the polymer sub-
chains without dipoles. Taking into account that the microscopic
charge density is determined by the following expression

ρ̂(r) = q
n

∑
i=1

m

∑
αi=1

(
δ (r− rαi

i )−δ (r− rαi
i −ξ

αi
i )
)
, (17)

we obtain

C(r− r′) = q2
∑
i, j

∑
αi,γ j

∫ dk
(2π)3

∫ dp
(2π)3

〈
e−ikrαi

i −ikr
γ j
j

〉
r
× (18)

〈(
e−ikξ

αi
i −1

)(
e−ipξ

γ j
j −1

)〉
ξ

eikr+ipr′ , (19)

where indices (i, j) enumerate the subchains, while (αi,γ j) – their
monomer units. We have also used the Fourier-representation of
the Dirac delta-function

δ (x) =
∫ dk

(2π)3 eikx. (20)
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Using the identity46〈
e−ikrαi

i −ipr
γ j
j

〉
r
=

(2π)3

V
δ (k+p)

〈
e−ik(rαi

i −r
γ j
j )
〉

r
, (21)

we arrive at

C(r− r′) =
q2

V ∑
i, j

∑
αi,γ j

∫ dk
(2π)3 eik(r−r′)

〈
e−ik(rαi

i −r
γ j
j )
〉

r
×

〈(
e−ikξ

αi
i −1

)(
eikξ

γ j
j −1

)〉
ξ

= (22)

q2nm
V

∫ dk
(2π)3 eik(r−r′) (2−ω(k)−ω(−k))+

q2

V ∑
i, j

∑
αi 6=γi,γ j

∫ dk
(2π)3 eik(r−r′)

〈
e−ik(rαi

i −r
γ j
j )
〉

r
|1−ω(k)|2, (23)

where we extracted averaging over the monomer units coordi-
nates rαi

i and displacements ξ
αi
i of the grafted charged centers

and took into account that ω(k) =
〈

eikξ
αi
i

〉
ξ
. Further, using the

definition of the structure factor44

S(k) = 1+
1

nm ∑
i, j

∑
αi 6=γi,γ j

〈
e−ik(rαi

i −r
γ j
j )
〉

r
, (24)

we obtain
C(r− r′) =

∫ dk
(2π)3 eik(r−r′)C(k), (25)

where

C(k) = 2q2c
(

1−Re(ω(k))+
1
2
(S(k)−1) |1−ω(k)|2

)
(26)

with the monomer unit concentration c = mn/V . Therefore, ac-
cording to eq. (15), the screening function takes the following
form

κ
2(k) =

8πq2c
εkBT

(
1−Re(ω(k))+

1
2
(S(k)−1) |1−ω(k)|2

)
, (27)

where Re(ω(k)) is the real part of the complex function, ω(k).
In the case of a spherically symmetric distribution function, for
which ω(−k) = ω(k) and Re(ω(k)) = ω(k), we obtain eq. (5),
written in the main text. In the absence of chain connectivity,
when S(k) = 1, the screening function transforms into the expres-
sion for the solution of low-molecular weight dipolar molecules
obtained earlier46. For the case of the unbound charged sites
(ω(k) = 0), the screening function transforms into the expression
for salt-free polyelectrolyte solutions obtained for the first time in
paper45.
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