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Like-charge attraction at short distances in a charge-asymmetric two-dimensional
two-component plasma: Exact results
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We determine exactly the short-distance effective potential between two “guest” charges immersed
in a two-dimensional two-component charge-asymmetric plasma composed of positively (g1 = +1)

and negatively (g2 = —1/2) charged point particles.

The result is valid over the whole regime

of stability, where the Coulombic coupling (dimensionless inverse temperature) 8 < 4. At high
Coulombic coupling 8 > 2, this model features like-charge attraction. Also, there cannot be repulsion
between opposite-charges at short-distances, at variance with large-distance interactions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of soft matter covers a broad assortment of
systems: polymers, foams, emulsions, liquid- and solid-
aerosols, suspensions, etc [1-3]. The interest in these sys-
tems is twofold: a) they have a wealth of interesting and
mostly counter-intuitive phenomena such as like-charge
attraction [4, 5], charge reversal, self-assembly, electroos-
mosis [6, 7], etc; b) they are featured in different fields
that range from material science (e.g. cohesion in con-
crete [8, 9]) to biology [10-12] (e.g. formation of DNA
condensates [13] and membrane dynamics [14]). Even
though they may display widely different behaviors, they
are rooted in three common characteristics: high respon-
siveness to thermal fluctuations, featuring two or more
length scales (usually microscopic and mesoscopic) and
the presence of strong collective effects. Accounting for
these properties implies dealing with a plethora of diffi-
culties that make these systems hard to treat both nu-
merically and analytically, even within simple models.

A key ingredient in soft matter models is long-range
interactions, namely Coulomb electrostatic forces. In
many-body systems, this alone may lead to a phe-
nomenon know as like-charge attraction. Indeed, whereas
two like-charges in vacuum will always repel, in the pres-
ence of an electrolyte they may attract. First evidence of
this phenomenon dates back to the 1980s, where Monte
Carlo simulations [15] and integral equations [16] re-
vealed that strongly-like-charged surfaces may attract
through the mediation of counterions. Since then, there
has been a number of results using simulations [17, 18]
and approximate analytic calculations [19-21]. However,
exact results remain rare, which is where this work ex-
pects to contribute.

Herein is reported the existence of like-charge attrac-
tion at short distances, in a classical two-dimensional
(2D) Coulomb gas, from an exact calculation. We con-
sider a system made cations and anions, with charge
strengths g1 = 1 and go = —1/2 interacting via the 2D
Coulomb potential. This potential, of logarithmic form,
implies the existence of a regime where charges are stable
against collapse, at variance with the ‘true’ 3D poten-
tial 1/r, which does require to include quantum mechan-
ics to treat short-distance interactions [22]. Two ‘guest’

charges are immersed in a gas, as envisioned in Fig. 1,
and the short-distance effective potential is determined.
These two charges may attract for high enough coupling
and charge strength, due to a mechanism which resem-
bles the 1D one particle phenomenon [23]: an opposite-
charge to the guest like-charges is shared by them, due
to its impossibility to screen them both simultaneously.
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FIG. 1. Sketch of the charge-asymmetric two-dimensional
two-component plasma with two guest charges: @1 and Q2.
The charges of the cations (red) and anions (blue) are fixed
to +1 and —1/2, whereas Qr(k = 1,2) are studied for all
possié)le values in the stability regime. The plasma occupies
all R=.

Low-dimensional models are suitable for a variety
of treatments that have led to exact solutions, for
one-dimensional [24-29] and two-dimensional [30-34]
Coulomb gases. For two-dimensional two-component
plasmas in the stability regime, the system features a
scale free potential which allows to compute the follow-
ing exact equation of state

pP =n(1+LL5) (1)

where P is the pressure and f is the dimensionless inverse
temperature. Furthermore, quantities like the internal
energy, specific heat and temperature functions can be



obtained exactly for some special cases by mapping onto
an equivalent field theory. Indeed, these systems are
in correspondence with integrable 2D field theories but
for some specific charges they correspond to extensively
studied cases. For a charge-symmetric (|q1| = |¢2]) sys-
tem, the grand partition function can be mapped to the
quantum sine-Gordon model with a conformal normaliza-
tion of the cosine-field [35]. Moreover, this field theory
can also be mapped to the massive Thirring model [36].
In the quantum sine-Gordon model, the many-body cor-
relation functions are expressed in terms of the expected
values of the primary fields of the theory. These con-
nections allow to compute the pair correlation functions
and effective potentials, at short [37] and large [35] dis-
tances. This allowed to show the symmetric case cannot
feature like-charge attraction, opposite-charge repulsion
and overcharging [38, 39]. Moreover, it was possible to
show this is also true beyond the stability regime, by
adding a hardcore interaction to avoid collapse [40]. On
the contrary, these phenomena are present in the spe-
cial charge-asymmetric case |q1]/|g2| = 2. This system
is equivalent to the complex Bullough-Dodd model, and
analogously to the symmetric case, this connection al-
lows to obtain the aforementioned thermodynamic func-
tions [34, 37]. This allows to show there is like-charge at-
traction, opposite-charge repulsion and overcharging at
long distances [41]. The present work shows that there
is like-charge attraction at short distances in the charge-
asymmetric 2D two-component plasma, further distin-
guishing it from its symmetric counterpart.

The paper is organized as follows. The short distance
behavior of effective potential between two charges im-
mersed in a two-dimensional two-component plasma is
obtained analytically in Section II. This quantity allows
to determine whether these two particles attract or re-
pel in the presence of the many-body interactions with
the plasma. Section IV finds that there may be like-
charge attraction between two negatively charged par-
ticles. The conditions for this phenomena are obtained
and compared with the known results for the counterpart
large-distance behavior [41].

II. THE TWO-COMPONENT PLASMA AND
THE COMPLEX BULLOUGH-DODD MODEL

Consider the charge-asymmetric two-dimensional two-
component plasma (2D TCP) which consists of point-like
cations and anions with respective charges ¢ = +1 and
g2 = —1/Q (Q > 0). This Coulomb gas is confined to
an infinite 2D space and its constituents interact through
the pair Coulomb potential v, given by

v(r) = —In(r/rop), (2)

where r € R?, » = |r| and v is the solution to the 2D
Poisson equation (Av(r) = —27d(r)). The gauge term
ro determines the zero-energy reference distance of the

Coulomb potential, which without loss of generality is
set to unity.

Herein, the thermodynamics of the charge-asymmetric
2D TCP are worked out in the grand canonical ensemble,
which features the grand partition function = given by

E= Z /Hdujzl u; Hdv]zgv]

Ni,Na=0

e~ BHN.N,
Nl'NQ ’
(3)

where z,(u) (0 = 1,2) are the position dependent fugaci-
ties for the cations and anions of the plasma and (3 is the
reduced dimensionless inverse temperature, also known
as the Coulomb coupling. We assume that 8 < 2Q,
which is the so-called stability regime in which cations
and anions interact without collapsing. The case § > 2Q
requires the inclusion of a short-range repulsive force (e.g.
hard-core potential). The dimensionless energy Hn, n,
corresponds to a system with N; and N, particles of
charge ¢; and g» respectively, given by

=3 o, o0l — ). (4)

j<k

The statistics of the 2D TCP is equivalent to a 2D
Euclidean theory [32]. In particular, for the case Q = 1
(symmetric) and Q = 2 the Coulomb gas is connected
to field theories that have been studied extensively: the
quantum sine-Gordon [35] and complex Bullough-Dodd
[34] models respectively. In this paper we focus on the
charge-asymmetric case ¢ = 1 and ¢; = —1/2 (Q = 2).
For this purpose, we summarize the main results known
for this particular case, and we refer the reader to [34]
for a complete discussion and derivation.

HN1»N2

A. Grand Partition Function

First, the Boltzmann factor in the right-hand side of
Eq. (3) is re-expressed using the Hubbard—Stratonovich
transformation and afterwards integrated by parts. The
resulting expression is then used in Eq. (3) to cast the
grand partition function as

__ Do ep(=8l1,2)
J D¢ exp (—S[0,0])

where ¢(r) is a real scalar field, [ D¢ is the functional
integration over this field and S is the action given by
)00

Sler, 2] / d2 1677
(6)

where b?> = /4 and f3 is the Coulombic coupling. With
the field representation the multi-particle densities are
related to the field averages, and in particular for the
one- and two-body densities we have

Ng = 2o <eibqa¢>> 5 (7)

ni (I = 1)) = 2oz (100t dt) - (g)

(5)
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where (---) is the average with respect to S (Eq. (6)).
For the previous relation to be in correspondence with
the charge-asymmetric +2/—1 2D TCP, the fugacities z,
(0 = 1,2) have to be renormalized by the divergent self
energy terms exp[v(0)g2 /2] and using the short-distance
normalization
(eibq¢(r)eibQ’¢(r’)> ~ |I._r/|ﬁqq’ <ei(q+q’)b¢>>7 lr—r'| — 0,
(9)
where [ is assumed to be small enough [34]. The
action S equipped with the short-distance normaliza-
tion forms a conformal field theory known as the com-
plex Bullough-Dodd model [42], also known as the
Zhiber—Mikhailov—Shabat model, which belongs to the
affine Toda theories.

In [31], the short-distance behavior of the pair distri-
bution function was computed for an arbitrary charge-
asymmetry in the canonical ensemble. For our purposes,
we give summon their result in the case Q = 2, which is
given by

r8 8 <2
Ngyqr () 0 r2k—(4—k(9—k)/2)B/4 4_2+1 <B< ﬁ
rh/4 [ <2
Ngags (T) 0 ) #2-38/4 9 <B<4
(10)

where k € {1,2}. In section IITA we give the exact be-
havior as 7 — 0 and in doing so, we recover the same
r-dependence featured in Eq. (10), for a grand canonical
ensemble.

B. The interaction potential between two external
charges and the operator-product-expansion

Consider two external point charges immersed in the
plasma (see Fig. 1): @ at the origin and Q2 at r. To
avoid the collapse of the guest charges with oppositely
charged particles from the plasma, we suppose that —2 <
BQ, < 4 (0 = 1,2). We are interested in the effective
potential between the guest 1,2-charges, which is defined
by

G@1Qx(1) = 15,0, (1) — KO, — HGys (11)

where ¢y is the excess chemical potential which is de-
fined as the work required to move a charge @) from in-
finity into the bulk of the plasma. Similarly, ug) o, is
defined as the work done to bring two guest charges Q1
and @» from infinity into the bulk of the gas at a distance
r apart. In [38] the following expressions for the excess
potentials where derived:

exp(Bug) =

exp (81, g, (1) =

where Z[Q)] is the grand partition function of the plasma
in the presence of a guest-charge @, and Z[Q1, 0; Q2, r] of
a charge )1 at the origin and Q2 at r. We remind that
= is the grand partition function of the plasma without
external charges (Eq. (3)). Then, inserting the previous
results into the effective potential (Eq. (11)), it was found
in [38] the following expression for Gg,q,(r) in terms of
the grand partition function

_ HE[QME;CQH%I']/E; ] (13)
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Note that the position functional dependence of the
effective potential is solely given by Z[Q1, 0; Q2,r]. This
grand partition function can be expanded as the sum of
terms that correspond to canonical systems where there
are two guest charges and a finite number of plasma parti-
cles. For concreteness sake we list the first terms that ap-
pear in terms of total number of particles. The first term
consists of two guest charges and zero plasma particles.
This contributes to Gg, g, (r) with a bare Coulomb inter-
action —Q1Qs Inr. Next, we have the two guest charges
and we either add one cation or anion, for a total 3 par-
ticles and we continue increasing the number of plasma
charges.

For the purpose of illustrating how the terms of the
previous expansion behave, we compute one of the terms
featuring the guest charges @, (0 = 1,2), and a single
plasma particle +1. We would like to know the effective
potential between the charges Q1 and - as a function of
their separation r. The positions of )1 and Q2 are fixed
at the origin and r respectively, while the cation can be
anywhere in the available space. The partition function
for this system is

e_BGQl Q2 (r)

Z1[Q1,0;Q271‘} :rBQle/dr/ (r’)BQ1|r—r’\BQ2, (14)

where 7’ is the cation’s position. We can rescale 7/ =
r’/r in Eq. (14), and in doing so we obtain

7, = Tﬁ(Q1Q2+Q1+Q2)+2/d,;:/ (7’:’)5Q1|,;:’ _ 1|5Q2’ (15)

where we have used the rotational symmetry to change
the term 7 — 1 in the integral. With the previous change
of variables we withdraw the r dependence out of integral
and obtain the explicit functional form of the partition
function in terms of the guest-charge separation. Note
that the integral in Eq. (15) is convergent if Q1 > —2
(i.e. stability condition on Q1) and B(Q1 + Q2) < —2.
The threshold in the later condition will play an impor-
tant role in the effective potential expansion: it marks a
transition of the the dominant term in the short-distance
behavior. For 5(Q1 + Q2) > —2 this integral has an ana-
lytic continuation (discussed later) and the contribution
associated to Eq. (15) recedes its dominant status.
Equation (13) is obtained by summing over terms
which successively add plasma particles to the system
they represent. In what follows we will find an explicit



and formal expression for short-distance limit » — 0,
which will later be used to identify the dominating inter-
action. For this purpose the effective potential is cast in
terms of the field theory, which has the following equality
that was derived in [38]

1bQ1¢(0) nibQ2¢(r)
o BGaray(r) _ (T T) (16)
<ele1¢> <e7«bQ2¢>

The expectation fields for the complex Bullough-Dodd
model have been studied extensively and their analytic
expression has been derived in [42]

(e'a?) =
l Al(L+ PN ] lrﬁf)r(l;ﬁ)r“”b
s |wivarg

dt rsinh((2 — b?)t)csch(2t) (¢, a) 2a?
X exp { /R+ 7{ Sinh(3(2 — 02)¢)sinh(b2) o2t ”
(17)

V)
2

&

where & = b?/(2 — b?) and

U(t,a) = —sinh(2abt){ sinh([4 — b* — 2ab]t)
—sinh([2 — 2b% 4 2ab]t) + sinh([2 — b* — 2ab]t)  (18)
— sinh([2 — b® + 2ab]t) — sinh([2 + b* — 2ab]t) },

and

m =

(1+€)/3
er(l - b2) ( )
) l r@?)/m 1 2)/27r] ’

(19)

where the term m corresponds to the mass of the lightest
particle, a 1-breather, featured in the complex Bullough-
Dodd model.

We are interested in the effective potential between
the guest charges when they are at short range. For
this purpose, we use the short-distance operator-product-
expansion of (e??@19(0)eib@20(r)) " which has been com-
puted in [43]:

it Q19(0)hQ26(r) — §° {Cg’ocz (r)et(@i+Qatm)o 4 . }
1«2
n=0
o0
+Z{ C'50, (r)eib(@+Qa=n/2)0 . }

oo

JrZ{ 010,

)o@ +Qatn—1/2¢ | . }
(20)
The previous equation is the kind of expansion we were

looking for, which will be shown later to contain the
terms that correspond to systems with a finite number

of plasma particles. For this purpose we require the co-
efficients in Eq. (20), that were computed in [43]

0 0 2. .6—3b>
Cngz( ) = Z{LfS1Q2(le2T )
 pAQ1Q2b" +4nb?(Q1+Q2)+2n(1-b%)+2n2b?
b
n,0 n,0 2, 6—3b>
C,Qle( ) - ng/Q1Q2 (21227' )
« pAQ1Q20"—2nb*(Q1+Q2)+2n(1-b /4)+n?b? /2

0 2,.6—3b°
Dia,(r) = 22190, (157~
XT4Q1Q2b2+(4n 2)b2(Q1+Q2)+2n(172b2)+2+2n2b2.
(21)
For each function h € {f, f/, g} there exists a power
series expansion:

hglon (t) = Z h(Q1, Qa)t", (22)
k=0

where the leading terms of the previous expansion are

"0(Q1,Q2) = jn(Q1,Qa,1)  (for n # 0)
’"0(Q1,Q2) = Jn(—Q1/2,-Q2/2,1/4) (23)

(Ql’QQ) = n,l(Q17Q271),
and
. 1 n n . .
Jn(alaa%p) :H / H dQJZk H |ij| 15|1 _ xk| 28
k=1 k=1

(24)

n
X H |l2), — 2, |77,

k<p

fn,m(ala a2,

p):ﬁ/ﬂd%k/ﬂaﬂyz
X H R P H |z *l’p|pﬁH|yl| wps

k<p
x |1 — |~ azﬁ/2H|yl yg PPt H |z, — yi|PP/2,
1<q k.l

(25)

Note that j,(Q1, @2, 1) is proportional to the configura-
tion integral of a Coulomb gas, made of n cations (41)
and two fixed guest charges: Q1 at the origin and Q2
at 1. Likewise, the term j,(—Q1/2,—Q2/2,1/4) is con-
nected to an analogous system where cations are replaced
by anions (—1/2). Finally, the function F,, ,,(Q1, @2,1)
is related to a system with n cations, m anions and the
two guest charges. Therefore, these configuration inte-
grals correspond to a charge-asymmetric +2/—1 2D TCP
with finite amount of plasma particles (i.e. canonical en-
semble) and two guest charges. These cases are of special



interest in the discussion to follow since they appear in
the short-distance expansion, which allows to identify the
respective term they appear with as the interaction asso-
ciated to one of the previously discussed N body systems.

The integral j, (a1, a2, p) is known as the complex Sel-
berg integral, and it was independently studied in [44, 45]
and [46], with the following outcome:

Jﬁy(
x 7(_ 1—p2a1 +2a2+ (n — 1+k’)p]/4),

where y(z) = T'(z)/T(1 — z).
Replacing Eq. (20) in Eq. (16) we obtain

Bl2a; +kp])’y<1 .

Bl2az + kp]\ (26)
=)

(eiP(@1+Q2)2)
(0Q13) (ob@20)
v [1 +O(Tmin{673b2,4})]

e_ﬂGQ1Q2 (r) — Sbam

o < zb(Q1+Q2+n)¢> 5
+ 3 (w4 In(@1,Q,1) 1%

x [14+0(r°=%)]

S ) (- -2 Y
<eibQ1¢> <esz2¢7> 29 Jn

n=1

2 (ebl@1FQ2+(n=)]s)

" ; <eibQ1¢> <eibQ2¢> 22 2111 fn,l(Ql, Q27 1) 713:;,:;
x [1+ O(r6*3b2)],
(27)
where
Sbare — ﬂQlQQa
. B pn?
Sy =BQ1Q2 + n(Q1 + Q2) +”<2 - 5) + =
2
Sp =BQ1Q2 — %(Ql +Q2) +n(2 - g) + ﬂ%,
2
31 =BQ1Q2 + 5(” - *) (Q1+Q2) +n(2-0)+ 5%
+ 2.
(28)

These exponents are defined for n > 1, as seen in

Eq. (27). Note that the smallest function in Eq. (28)

is in the dominant term of Eq. (27), when r — 0.
Equation (27) has the following physically interpre-

tation: the rhs is a sum over terms associated to
systems with a finite number of charges, in resem-
blance with a grand partition function. The terms

bare

{r® Gt S S, fnylr‘??;} are configuration inte-
grals of systems with a finite number of particles. Figure

2 depicts the systems associated to these configuration
integrals. Note that, up to an additive constant, the
free energy of these systems is —§ logr, with the respec-
tive § € {FP¥e §°, Z,SE{‘;} Then, these F-functions
are closely related to free energies. Note that, up to an
additive constant, the effective potential Gg,q, behaves
as one of the aforementioned free energies, in the limit
r — 0. The following section moves on to describe the
hierarchy of the F-functions, which allows to determine
the dominant term featured in the effective potential ex-
pansion at short-distances.
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FIG. 2. Sketches of the systems associated to the configura-
tion integrals {rgbarc,jnrgz,jmg?‘,fn,lrﬁi}, forn=1,2,3.
FEach cell depicts a system which identified by its respective
F-function. The case F**™ is for the bare guest charges. The
rest of the systems are made of the guest charges and they
include the following plasma particles: §;, adds n cations; §&
adds n anions; §7;, adds a single anion and n cations.

IIT. SHORT AND LARGE DISTANCE
ASYMPTOTIC POTENTIAL

In this section we compute the short-distance behavior
for the effective potential. Then, we summon and briefly
discuss the results found in [37], where the large-distance
behavior for Gg,q, was obtained analytically. This will
allow to compare the two asymptotic results.

A. Short-distance asymptotic potential

The dominant term of the short-distance effective po-
tential (Eq. (27)) has the power law with the minimum
exponent. Therefore, to find this dominant interaction
we determine which function in Eq. (28) yields the min-
imum value, for a given set of parameters: guest charges
@1, Q2 and a coupling parameter 5. One way to proceed
is by comparing these functions in three possible cases,



based on guest-charge signs: positive (Q1, Q2 > 0), neg-
ative (Q1, Q2 < 0), and oppositely charged. This process

<ei\/B(Q1+Q2—”/2)¢/2> %0

(e1VBQ19/2) (e1VPR20/2) =t n]"( -
i 2
e BGa1ax (1) o (e VA@ur@el ) 8
r—=0 | (eiVBQ18/2) (¢iVBQ26/2) ’
<ei\/B(Q1+Q2+7l)¢'/2>

<ei\/BQ1¢/2> <ei\/BQ2¢/2>

where n > 1 is an integer and F2,F°*°® and F are

given by Eq. (28). This relation is valid provided that
we are still in the region of stability of the system:;
-2 < BQ, < 4 (0 =1,2) and B < 4. The intervals
in Eq. (29) can be understood as follows: at short dis-
tance, the guest-charges form a cluster with the mini-
mum quantity of plasma particles necessary such that
the net charge of the group satisfies the stability condi-
tion with both cations and anions. Namely, they form a
cluster with minimum n.(n,) cations (anions), such that
-2 < B(Q1 + Q2 + ne. — ng/2) < 4. In practice, we see
that n. or/and n, is zero.

Note that if we take () as cation or anion, then
exp(—BGgg) has the same r dependence as the two
body density. Then, it can be seen that Eq. (10) and
Eq. (29) have the same position dependence. The behav-
ior of Eq. (10) holds for an arbitrary integer asymmetry
(lg1/492) € N). It has an identical interpretation to the
present case: the effective interaction of two charges in
the plasma is given by a cluster made of the two parti-
cles plus a few plasma charges (or none at all). Then,
we surmise that at short distances, for both arbitrary
guest-charges and charge-asymmetry of the plasma, they
form the minimal cluster with a net charge that is sta-
ble against collapse with both cation and anions. Then,
the effective potential has the same r-dependence as the
cluster.

At short distances, the effective potential has the fol-
lowing functional form

BGQ1Q2 ~ 7geﬁ In r, (30)

where Geg will be referred to as the interaction strength,
which from Eq. (29) is given by

Gert(Q1,Q2; B) =
A+ B(Q+Qp) <4+,
Fhare, =2 < B(Q1+Q2) <4,
e “2-nB<B(@+Q2) <-2—(n—-1)8
(31)

n?

@

2

Z?T{gi]n (Ql, QQ» 1) )

is straightforward and it reveals that actually, the domi-
nant term depends only on (@1 + Q2). We summarize
the results in the following equation:

Q2 1

(n-1)p
a_771 — <

np
2 )

4
+ 2

), BQ1+ Qo) < 4+
-2 < B(Q1+Q2) <4,
—2-nfB<B(Q1+Q2) < —2—(n—1)8,

(29)

(

where §2 FP4¢ and F¢ are given by Eq. (28). The in-
teraction strength between the two guest charges has a
stellar role in the discussion that follows: its sign de-
termines whether the the guest charges attract or repel.
Hence, two like-charges attract when they feature a neg-
ative interaction strength.

Figure 3 shows the function landscape § for the in-
teraction strength Geg. It features the entire stability
regime, which is surrounded by the collapse zone. Within
each panel the ruling coefficient is, from left to right,

¢ Fba¢ and F2. The subdivisions of the rectangles
show the value of n for the respective coefficient, which
ranges from 0 to co. We will see that the most interest-
ing case is for §Y, where there is like-charge attraction.
The region where §*** is dominant, given by the inter-
val =2 < 8(Q1 + Q2) < 4, has a bare-charge interaction
B8Go,q0, ~ —Q1Q2Inr. This regime contains all the op-
positely charged guest-charge cases without collapse and
hence, they always have an attractive interaction, as ex-
pected. Note that for plasma charges, the short-distance
bare-charge interaction strength is consistent with the
short-distance normalization Eq. (9), where the connec-
tion between exp(—fGyq) and (e?19()eitd ¢y js given
by Eq. (16).

When B(Q1 + Q2) & [—2,4], the coefficients F¢ or F3
enter into the play. Notice that this regime corresponds
to a situation of instability if both guest charges are seen
as a single charge Q1 + Q2. If B(Q1 + Q2) < —2, a
single charge Q1 + @2 will collapse with an ion of charge
41 of the plasma. This indicates the need to consider
configurations with the two guest charges @1, @2 and an
ion +1 of the plasma, and then the dominant term of
Go,0,(r) will be given by —F§ Inr which corresponds to
this configuration. Similarly, if 8(Q1 + Q2) > 4, a single
charge Q1 + Q2 will collapse with an ion of charge —1/2
of the plasma. The relevant configuration here is the two
guest charges (1, Q2 and an ion —1/2 of the plasma,
leading to Gg,q,(r) ~ —F¢1Inr.
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FIG. 3. Landscape of the interaction strength, which is the
dominant power law coefficient in the exact short-distance
expansion of the effective potential (Eq. (27)) between two
guest charges (Q1 and @2) immersed in a two-dimensional
two-component plasma. The interaction strength (Eq. (31))
has three main expressions which correspond to each panel,
which from left to right are: 5, " and §2 (Eq. (21)). The
natural number n is given for each sector. The plot shows that
the functional form landscape of the interaction strength is de-
termined by sum of charge of the two guest particles Q1 + Q2,
together with the Coulomb coupling (inverse dimensionless
temperature) 5. However, we stress that §%, $°*° and 2
are functions of Q1, Q2 and 3, not simply of (Q1 + Q2) and B.
LCA ZONE is the the region where there may be like-charge
attraction: —48(Q1 + Q2) < —2 and 8 > 2. The entire sta-
bility regime is present: 0 < § < 4 and —4 < B(Q1+Q2) < 8.
Note there are vertical dots at the bottom of the left and right
panels, which indicate there is an infinity of sectors.

B. Large-distance asymptotic potential

Equation (16) also has a large-distance expansion (r —
o0). Using the form-factors of the exponential fields in
the complex Bullough-Dodd model [34, 47], it was found
in [41] that the large-distance behavior for the effective
potential is given by

BGaiq,  ~_ G Kolmn), (32)

oo

where Ko(z) is the modified Bessel function of order zero,
m is the same in Eq. (19) and GJ% is the interaction
strength at large distances given by

oo _ VB Ty sin (350%) o (3805 — =029
eff re—Z gin (%) sin (QW(?E)) )

(33)

0 2 4 6 8

where & has the same definition used in the previous sec-
tions and

sinh(t) cosh(t/2) T G

T— 4 /°° cosh(&) sinh(%)sinh (%) dt
0 ¢

and for f < 8/3, which is the regime studied in [41].
At large distances, G3§ plays the analogous role of Geg:
two charges attract when G3§ is negative and repel when
positive. However, bewared that it only makes sense to
compare the signs G.g and G, not the magnitude. In-
deed, their magnitudes are only relevant when used in
the complete expression for Gg,q,. It was found in [41]
that only negative charges can attract each other and
furthermore, that the regime where this happens is

6Q1,2<ﬁ_47
B—4<pQ21 <0, (35)
8> 2.

It was also found in [41] that two oppositely charged
particles can repel, provided that Q12 > 0 and Q21 <
B—4<0.

IV. LIKE-CHARGE ATTRACTION

In this section we give the regime where there is like-
charge attraction between two guest charges immersed
in the charge-asymmetric 2D TCP, at short distances.
Namely, we give the region where Gqg is negative for like-
charges. We begin by considering two particular cases of
interest: an interaction where at least one of the parti-
cles belongs to the plasma and then, between two iden-
tical guest charges Q1 = Q2. We conclude with the con-
ditions for like-charge attraction between two arbitrary
guest charges, provided that they are within the stability
regime. Throughout this section short- and long-distance
behaviors are compared.

A. Particular cases
1. Interactions involving plasma charges

There are four possibilities which involve at least one
plasma particle: cation-cation, anion-anion, cation-@;
and anion-Q); , where —2 < @1 < 4 is a guest charge.
We begin by discussing the cation-cation case, where the
interaction strength takes the form of §*** and 52. The
former is a bare-charge interaction, as seen in Eq. (28).
Therefore, when Geg = §°* there cannot be like-charge
attraction. Besides, it is straightforward to show that,
for this case, §% is always positive. This ensues a re-
pulsive interaction and consequently, cations may never
attract each other.

Next, we consider the anion-anion interaction. The
fact that both charges are negative entails that G.g is



either "% or §¢, as seen in Eq. (31). We disregard
the bare-charge interaction due to the aforementioned
reasons and proceed to examine §%,. It is straightfor-
ward to see that ¢ becomes negative at high Coulombic
couplings, namely 5 > 8/3. Hence, two anions indeed
attract provided they are at small enough temperatures
(large B). Figure 4 shows the cation-cation and anion-
anion interaction strength as a function of the Coulomb
coupling, at both short and large distances. Note that
the large-distance interaction strength is always positive
for the known [48] Coulomb couplings, at variance with
the short-distance case.
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FIG. 4. Short (solid) and large (dotdashed) distance inter-
action strength between two like-charged plasma particles:
Q =1 cations (red) and @ = —1/2 anions (blue). The anions
feature like-charge attraction (curve within shaded region) for
B > 8/3. The large-distance interaction strength is extracted
from [41], where the results are valid for § < 8/3.

We move on to examine the interaction of a guest-
charge, which without loss of generality we call ()1, with
either a cation (Q2 = 1) or anion (Q2 = —1/2). The
former is governed by "¢ and F2, which as for the
cation-cation case are non-negative. Hence, a cation in
the charge-asymmetric 2D TCP will always repel like
charges. Contrarily, an anion may indeed attract a like-
charge. This follows from the term §§, which is negative
in the regime defined by the following inequalities:

—2<BQi<B—4 and 2< (<4, (36)

where 5 < 4 and —2 < Q) come from the stability con-
dition. The remaining inequalities ensure that Geg < 0.
Figure 5 features the interaction strength for the cation-
()1 and anion-(); cases, at both short and large dis-
tances. The anion case has the same attraction/repulsion
regions for both distance asymptotics, whereas for the
cation there is a major difference: at large distances the

cation can repel with an opposite-charge, at variance
with short distances. Note that in Fig. 5, the interac-
tion strength Ggg is normalized. This allows to evidence
the sign changes of Geg and G in the same figure. Re-
call that these quantities stem from different functional
expressions and therefore cannot by compared by their
magnitudes, as previously discussed.

Gett O G

FIG. 5. Short (solid) and large (dotdashed) distance interac-
tion strength between a guest-charge Q1 and a plasma parti-
cle, cation (red) and anion (blue), for a Coulombic coupling
(inverse dimensionless temperature) 8 = 2.5. In the figure,
LCA and OCR stand for like-charge attraction and opposite-
charge repulsion respectively. There is like-charge attraction
between Q1 and the anion when Qi < —1.5, for both short
(Eq. (36)) and large distances (Eq. (35)). Contrarily, there is
only opposite-charge repulsion at large distances, for the case
of a cation interacting with Q1. Note that this figure includes
the complete stability interval for Q1: —2 < Q1 < 4. The
large-distance interaction strength is extracted from [41], and
it is normalized so to accommodate Geg and G in the same
plot [49].

2. Identical guest charges

We move to search for like-charge attraction between
two identical guest charges: @ = @1 = Q2. When the
interaction strength is ' there cannot be like-charge
attraction, since this term corresponds to a bare-charge
interaction. Then, the only possibility is that §¢ and/or
$% are negative, in the respective intervals where they
are dominant (see Eq. (31)). It turns out that §F2 is
always positive. Hence, two identical positively charged
particles may never attract. However, §%, does become
negative in the following interval

—2<BQ<\/B—-2—-F and 2< <4, (37)



where the lower and upper bounds of 8Q and [ respec-
tively are the stability requirements. Therefore two iden-
tical negative charges attract, provided that Eq. (37) is
satisfied. The interaction strength is featured in Fig. 6,
for a few Coulomb coupling numbers. For small g < 2
we see that Geg > 0, whereas for large values it becomes
negative and therefore there is like-charge attraction. In
contrast, at large distances this may never happen: from
Eq. (33) we know that the interaction strength is posi-
tive since it goes like G32(Q, Q; B) ~ (Qer(Q))?, where
Qe(Q) is some real function of Q.
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FIG. 6. Short-distance interaction strength Geg (Eq. (31))
between two identical guest charges Q1 = Q2 = Q, as a func-
tion of BQ. For large enough Coulomb couplings (8 > 2),
there may be like-charge attraction (curve within the shaded
region), as seen here for § — 4.

B. Arbitrary guest charges Q1, Q)2

This section proceeds to determine the conditions (i.e.
charge and temperature regime) for like-charge attrac-
tion between two guest particles Q,(c = 1,2), at short
distances. We find that negative like-charges may at-
tract each other whereas positive ones cannot. Let us
begin by considering the latter. For two positive charges
the interaction strength is ruled by either F°¥¢ or F2.
When P2 dominates, the bare-charge interaction can-
not lead to like-charge attraction and in Appendix A, we
show that neither does §%. Hence, positive charges in
the charge-asymmetric 2D TCP cannot attract at short
distances.

We move on to consider two negative charges @, < 0
(0 = 1,2). When F"»° dominates, the bare-charge in-
teraction cannot lead to like-charge attraction and there-
fore we move to examine F¢ in the interval —4 < 5(Q1 +
Q2) < —2 (see Fig. 3). In Appendix A we show that §5

is positive for n > 1. However, n = 1 is special since §Y
is negative if the following inequality is satisfied:

$1 = BQ1Q2 — B(|Q1] +|Q2]) +2 < 0. (38)

It can readily be seen that this inequality can only be
satisfied if |Q1] < 1 and |Q2| < 1 simultaneously. We
now examine the dependence on the Coulomb coupling,
for which we solve for 8:

6> 2 ,
|Q1] + Q2] — Q1Q2

(39)

Note that the threshold for like-charge attraction to man-
ifest is 8 > 2. To summarize, the like-charge attraction
regime is defined by the following inequalities:

220Qeal gy s and 2<p<a (40)

1= Q2] ’
Note that this regime is contained within the region
where 9 is the interaction strength (Eq. (31)).

Figure 7 shows the regions where like charges attract,
for a given Coulomb coupling at (a) short distances
(Eq. (40)) and (b) large distances (Eq. (35)). By com-
paring these figures it can be seen the regimes where Gog
and Ggg feature like-charge attraction are considerably
different. Whereas two identical charges that are close
together may attract (see Fig. 6 or 7a), they will always
repel at large separations (Q1 = Q2 is empty in Fig. 7b).
We had already witness this feature during the discus-
sion of interactions among like-charged plasma particles.
Indeed we see that for a given Coulomb coupling, the
like-charge regime for short distances does not contain its
large-distance counterpart, and conversely. One charac-
teristic they do share is the Coulomb coupling threshold
for this phenomena: 5 > 2. Besides finding the pres-
ence of like-charge attraction at short distances, we also
showed that oppositely charged particles have a bare-
charge interaction. Consequently, they will always at-
tract at variance to the large-distance interactions.

So far, we have not discussed the mid-range distance
behavior for the 2D TCP. Although we do not have re-
sults for that case, we can surmise what happens based on
the limiting cases. For some guest charges and Coulom-
bic coupling, there is like-charge attraction at both » — 0
and 7 — oco. Then, this hints to the possibility that there
is also attraction at mid-range distances, as opposed to
having an effective force that changes sign twice.

We conclude with a remark on the effective interac-
tions for the charge-symmetric 2D TCP, which is known
for short [37] and large distances [38]. In this system,
the effective interaction between like-charges is always
repulsive. Besides, oppositely charged particles always
attract. Then, for the symmetric 2D TCP the common
knowledge that like-charges repel and unlike-charges at-
tract is true, whereas in its asymmetric counterpart this
intuitive behavior may completely break down.
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FIG. 7. (a) Short-distance (r — 0) like-charge attraction regimes for 8 — 4 (stripes) and § = 2.1 (orange filling). The threshold
when like-charge attraction may occur is 8 > 2. Below the dashed line Geg = §, and above (within the plot domain) Geg = %’bare,
for any Coulomb coupling within the stability regime (0 < 8 < 4). Note that the stability regime requires Q1,2 > —2. The
limit 8 — 4 refers to the asymptotic region as the Coulomb coupling approaches the collapse threshold, 4. (b) Large-distance
(r — o0) like-charge attraction regimes for S — 8/3 (thick stripes) and 8 = 2.1 (orange filling). The threshold when like-charge
attraction may occur is 8 > 2. The large-distance behavior was obtained in [41] and the case 8 — 8/3 refers to the asymptotic
region at that Coulomb coupling number since the results found therein are valid for g < 8/3.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We find that there may be like-charge attraction at
short distances in the charge-asymmetric +2/—1 two-
dimensional two-component plasma. More precisely, be-
tween negative charges (see Figs. 4-6) and at high enough
Coulomb coupling (i.e. small temperatures). Further-
more, we determine the charge and Coulomb coupling
domain where this phenomena takes place (see Fig. 7a).
Like-charge attraction is traced to a 3-body interaction,
where a negative charge pairs with a plasma cation (41)
to attract the other negative charge. This results are
compared to the large distances behavior, which also fea-
tures like-charge attraction (see Fig. 5). However, the
large-distance interaction may lead to opposite-charges
to repel, a possibility that is absent at short distances.
The short-distance result are in contrast to the symmet-
ric two-dimensional two-component plasma, where like-
charge attraction cannot happen at short distances ([37]).
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Appendix A: Analysis of §; and F;,

This appendix shows that §¢ and §% are positive for
n > 1 and n > 1 respectively, in the intervals where they
are associated with the interaction strength (Eq. (31)).
We begin by considering §¢, which is Geg in the re-
gion that satisfies the following inequality: —2 — nf <
B(Q1+Q2) < —2—(n—1)B. The former can be done by
showing that §¢ is positive in a bigger simpler square re-
gion: RG o, = [~2/8,0]x[~2/8,0]. This set contains all
the possible negative-charge values that satisfy the sta-
bility condition. We proceed to show that the minimum
of §7, is positive in Rf, (. and consequently so does §7,.
Since §¢ does not have critical points in Ro,q,, the min-
imum lies in boundary of Rf) o, It is straightforward
to see that the minimum lies on the vertex points of the
square boundary:

2
5@ =0,Q:=0)=n(2-0) + 2=,
2 -1
5 (@ =00 = -3) - =L, (A1)
. B 2y 4 8 Bn?
S(@=0=—5) =5 -n(243)+ 5
where the missing vertex follows the symmetry

¢ (Q1,Q2) = F5(Q2,Q1). Tt is straightforward to show



that for any n > 1 and 0 < B < 4, these vertices are
positive and hence, so does §7, in R, ,, for 0 < 8 < 4.
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The procedure to show §% > 0 for n > 1 is analogous,
using R, o, = RY, 0, = [0,4/58] x [0,4/8].
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