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The electrostatic screening length predicted by Debye-Hückel theory decreases with increasing ionic strength, but recent
experiments have found that the screening length can instead increase in concentrated electrolytes. This phenomenon,
referred to as underscreening, is believed to result from ion-ion correlations and short-range forces such as excluded
volume interactions among ions. We use Brownian Dynamics to simulate a version of the Restrictive Primitive Model
for electrolytes over a wide range of ion concentrations, ionic strengths, and ion excluded volume radii for binary
electrolytes. We measure the decay of the charge-charge correlation among ions in the bulk, and compare it against
scaling trends found experimentally and determined in certain weak coupling theories of ion-ion correlation. Moreover,
we find that additional large scale ion structures emerge at high concentrations. In this regime, the frequency of
oscillations computed from the charge-charge correlation function is not dominated by electrostatic interactions but
rather by excluded volume interactions and with oscillation periods on the order of the ion diameter. We also find
that the nearest neighbor correlation of ions sharing the same charge transitions from negative at small concentrations
to positive at high concentrations, representing the formation of small, like-charge ion clusters. We conclude that the
increase in local charge density due to the formation of these clusters and the topological constraints of macroscopic
charged surfaces can help explain the degree of underscreening observed experimentally.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of concentrated electrolytes has recently drawn
considerable interest due to their central importance in vari-
ous applications, ranging from colloidal self-assembly1,2 and
biological processes3 to supercapacitors and batteries.4 The
delicate balance of long-range electrostatic interactions and
steric repulsion poses a physically complex problem. The
structures of ions in bulk and near interfaces dictate proper-
ties such as capacitance5 and the effective forces between col-
loids in solution.6 It follows that a fundamental understanding
of bulk structural properties and the decay of ion-ion correla-
tions is vital for modern day applications.

Ions immersed in a fluid emanate an electric field that at-
tracts oppositely charged species, commonly referred to as
counter-ions.1 This effect gives rise to screening: the charge
density surrounding an ion is arranged such that the net elec-
trostatic potential due to the ion and counter-ion distribution
decays much faster than the bare Coulomb potential.7 The
process of structuring counter-ions and ions in solution is col-
lective and many-bodied and determines the effective behav-
ior of the electrolyte. In a dilute solution, electrostatic interac-
tions are well described by the linearized Poisson-Boltzmann
equation and Debye-Hückel (DH) theory, which dictates that
interactions between charges decay exponentially with the
distance, r, as exp(−r/λD). In this regime, the spatial decay
of charge-charge correlations is given by the Debye screen-

ing length λD =
√

εfkBT/(e2 ∑
M
a=1 nν z2

ν), or its correspond-

ing wave vector, κD = λ
−1
D ; where nν and zν are the bulk

number density and valence of species ν respectively, e is the

a)Electronic mail: jswan@mit.edu

fundamental charge, εf is the solvent permittivity, and kBT is
the thermal energy. κD is a fundamental property of the elec-
trolyte based only on its composition and the temperature and
can be thought of as a proxy for the ionic strength of the solu-
tion.

The hallmark of Debye-Hückel theory is its ideal solution
assumption: ions behave as point charges. By definition, they
occupy an infinitesimally small volume, and, consequently,
charges surrounding a central ion can be represented by an
averaged cloud of continuous charge density with a mini-
mum distance of closest approach.1 In reality, ions are not
points and, as their concentration increases, short-ranged re-
pulsive (excluded volume) interactions compete with electro-
static forces when establishing the solution microstructure,
making the DH approximation ill-equipped to describe the
charge density profile in concentrated electrolytes. Addition-
ally, the competition between packing and screening effects
leads to an ordering of charge, which typically manifests as
alternating sign of local charge density around a central ion
due to the oppositely charged ions filling successive coordina-
tion shells.

Efforts to understand and progress beyond the limitations
of DH theory at high concentrations have grown in recent
years.2,8–10 Smith et al.11 used a surface force balance (SFB)
apparatus to measure the decay length in various electrolyte
solutions and ionic liquids. Contrary to what was suggested
by the classical, dilute limit theory, the measured decay length
of the long-range component of the surface force, denoted
1/κ , was found to depend non-monotonically on the ion con-
centration. For low ionic strengths, they found that κ ∼ κD.
However, beyond the dilute limit, it was found that κ ∼ 1/κ2

D
such that an increase in ionic strength increases the correla-
tion length. An additional length scale was needed to es-
tablish dimensional consistency in this scaling relationship.
Perkin’s group found that across a wide variety of salts, this
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length scale was given by the characteristic physical size of
the ions. This anomalously long screening length at high
ionic strengths is usually referred to as “underscreening,” a
phenomenon whose origin is believed to be electrostatic in
nature.12,13 We will hereafter use the term underscreening
to describe all observations of correlation decay lengths that
grow larger with increases in κD.

Before describing some analytical and computational re-
sults in the existing literature, it is worth discussing the mag-
nitude of physically realizable Debye lengths. Equivalently,
we may ask, just how big can κD get? Consider a 1:1 elec-
trolyte with ions occupying a volume fraction φa associated
with characteristic ion radius a. Then we can rewrite the in-
verse Debye length as κDa =

√
3φaλB/a, where λB is the

Bjerrum length, the length scale at which the thermal energy is
the same magnitude as the electrostatic interactions between
two elementary charges in the medium. For water at room
temperature, the Bjerrum length is about 0.7 nm, whereas
when using the vacuum permittivity, it is almost 60 nm. If
the characteristic ion size a reflects the limits of packing for
spheres, then a representative volume fraction of φa = 0.63
can be chosen to reflect random close packing. With this esti-
mate, the biggest value of κDa realizable at room temperature
with a 1:1 electrolyte is about 10. With a 2:2 electrolyte, this
number increases by another factor of 2. In the experiments
of Smith et al.,11 across a wide range of electrolytes and ionic
liquids, the Debye lengths are bounded by this same limiting
scale.

Mean-field, Poisson-Boltzmann type models have emerged
to account for interactions omitted in DH approximation (such
as ion-ion coupling and steric interactions).14–17 In 1992,
Kjellander proposed the reformulation of charged species in
terms of quasiparticles or “dressed” ions.15 Moreira and Netz
used statistical field theory to model ions near a charged sur-
face in the limit of high counterion valence, surface charge and
low temperatures.18,19 Bazant, Storey, and Kornyshev (BSK)
explicitly accounted for ion coupling based on a Landau-
Ginzburg type functional for the free energy.16 Analysis of
the Ornstein-Zernike equation for binary ionic fluids has also
predicted non-monotonic screening lengths in concentrated
electrolytes.17 Recently, the mean spherical approximation
screening length20 has been used to study the ion current rec-
tification in bipolar nanopores.21

Local density approximations have also proven useful in
capturing integrated quantities such as the capacitance of
the diffuse layer near a charged surface22,23 and impor-
tant electrokinetic phenomena.23,24 Stout and Khair23 used
Bikerman25 and Carnahan-Starling26 type models to account
for the entropic effects due to ion size to study the impor-
tance of steric interactions on diffusiophoresis in concentrated
electrolytes. Nonetheless, these local density approximations
are unable to capture the charge density oscillations present in
concentrated electrolytes,22 do not show underscreening, and
have been found to be ill-equiped to accurately describe the
electric double layer structure.23,27

More recently, Adar et al.28 modified the classical Coulomb
potential to account for the finite volume over which an ion’s
charge is distributed, and examined its importance in setting

the correlation length for charge-charge interactions. We re-
fer to this model as the “shell model” throughout our anal-
ysis. The authors build a model for symmetric electrolytes
and weak ion-ion electrostatic interactions with the ions rep-
resented by homogeneously charged spherical shells that are
allowed to overlap. The shells regularize the singularity in the
standard Coulomb potential. From this model, they show that
the Fourier transform of the charge-charge correlation func-
tion in the electrolyte is

S(k) =
ne2k2

k2 +κ2
Dĥ(2ka)

, (1)

where n is the number density of the ions, a is the shell radius
and ĥ(x) = (2sin(x/2)/x)2. They extract the spatial decay
of the charge-charge correlation from the generally complex-
valued poles of S(k). The long length scale correlations ap-
pear at small k, and this behavior can be well described by
the pole of S(k) whose imaginary part is closest to the real
axis. From analysis of this pole, they find that the exponential
decay length in charge correlations, 1/κ , follows the Debye-
Hückel predictions for low ionic strengths. They also find that
κa∼ 1/(κDa) as κDa→ ∞. Here, the shell radius a estab-
lishes dimensional consistency in the scaling relation derived
analytically at high ionic strengths. The underscreening ob-
served in this asymptotic limit of the charge correlation func-
tion is weaker than measured with surface forces experimen-
tally. Furthermore, this asymptotic power law scaling is only
realized in their model when κDa is O(102) and greater. Over
a more realistic range of values, 1 < κDa < 10, their model
exhibits an effective power law scaling that is even weaker:
κa∼ 1/(κDa)p with p≈ 0.75.

Additionally, Molecular Dynamics (MD) simulations have
been used to study the bulk ionic screening length of con-
centrated electrolytes and ionic liquids.29,30 The screening
length is extracted from the radial distribution function of the
ions in bulk. Coles and colleagues29 investigated LiCl and
NaI in water and lithium bis(trifluoromethane)sulfonimide
(LiTFSI) in water and an organic solvent. Their findings
agree with the theoretical prediction of non-monotonic depen-
dency of the inverse of the screening length, κ , on the con-
centration of ions. However, the scaling expression found
in this limit, κ ∼ 1/κ0.3

D , has a significantly weaker power
than that measured experimentally or predicted from mean
field modeling. Following a similar method to extract the
correlation lengths, Zeman et al.30 investigated 1-butyl-3-
methylimidazolium hexafluorophosphate ([C4C1Im]+[PF6]

−)
and NaCl in water. By fitting the radial distribution to the sum
of two exponentially damped oscillations, the authors were
able to obtain two correlation lengths. One of the correlation
lengths scales linearly with κD, whereas the second is esti-
mated to scale as κ ∼ 1/κD.

Furthermore, Cats et al.31 used Density Functional Theory
(DFT) to study the electric double layer (EDL) and correlation
lengths in a system comprised of a planar electrode and an
aqueous electrolyte. The authors compare the results against
those found by the corresponding two-body correlation func-
tion in bulk systems obtained from Integral equation Theory
and MD simulations. In the MD simulations, the correlation
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length in the far field scales as κ ∼ 1/κ0.3
D . The authors use

DFT, mean spherical approximation, and a mean field treat-
ment of Coulombic interactions to obtain correlation lengths
that range from κ ∼ 1/κ0.1

D to κ ∼ 1/κ0.6
D . It is necessary to

acknowledge that there is a limited range of κD over which
these power law scaling relations can be extracted, and they
should be considered descriptive rather than precise.

Here, we use Brownian Dynamics to simulate a version of
the Restrictive Primitive Model (RPM) and to study the im-
portance of excluded volume interactions, ionic charge reg-
ularization, and ionic strength in determining concentrated
electrolytes’ structural properties. To study the competition
of electrostatic and excluded volume interactions, we explic-
itly account for two physical length scales in our analysis.
The first length scale is referred to as electrostatic radius or
shell radius, a, over which the ion’s charge is distributed. The
second length scale, ahs, arises from the hard core interac-
tions between the ions in this model and is called the hard-
sphere radius. One way to conceptualize these length scales
is to imagine that the charged particles exist in a lattice in
which the inter-particle distances are restricted by the hard
core length scale ahs, while the electrostatic interactions be-
tween ions are Coulombic for interparticle separations larger
than a. The hard sphere radius, ahs, determines an effective
degree of “swelling” of the ions. In the limit that ahs � a,
the ions are like point charges with inter-ion separations big-
ger than ahs. When ahs < a, the ions are charged shells that
can slightly overlap, but still have a solid (if small) core. By
decoupling the length-scale over which the charge is regular-
ized from the hard-sphere radius, we can compare our analysis
against mean-field theories that consider (ahs/a)→ 0. Specif-
ically, we compared our results to those obtained by the mean-
field model by Adar et al. in the limit that ahs� a. Because
real ions in solution are hydrated, the swelled (or deswelled)
core and shell model is an interesting minimal representation
of electrolytes extending the RPM.

We extract the inverse correlation length, κ , and frequency
of the charge density oscillations, ω , using two different meth-
ods. First, we use the non-uniform Fourier transform of the
ion centers to obtain the charge density structure factor S(k)
(as presented in equation 22). In this method, the values of
κ and ω are obtained from the small k profile of the charge
density structure factor where long length scale correlations
appear. The obtained profiles for κ and ω are then compared
against those found by analyzing the decay of the long range
charge density correlations in real space. In contrast to the
method used to obtain the charge density structure factor, the
charge density correlation function in real space is obtained
using the well known “shell summation” method.32,33

As simple theoretical models suggest that there is no partic-
ular preference for ions to reside in neutral pairs,34 we study
the spatial correlation between ions sharing the same sign in
charge. In examining the correlations between like-charges,
we find a positive correlation between ions with charges of
equal sign at short distances and high concentrations. This
observation points to the existence of complex clusters. We
perform a cluster analysis on like-charge ions in our model
and compare the cluster size probability distribution against

that of a binary hard sphere liquid, thereby revealing new in-
sight into the structure of concentrated electrolytes in bulk.

II. METHODS

A. Brownian Dynamics

We model the ions in the electrolyte as a suspension of
charged, hard, spherical particles. The solvent is treated im-
plicitly and assumed to be Newtonian, such that it interacts
with the ions through hydrodynamic forces from flows in
the medium, and stochastic Brownian forces from fluctuating
hydrodynamics due to momentum relaxation of the solvent
molecules.33 On the ion scale, inertial relaxation occurs on
time scales orders of magnitude smaller than those on which
ions move. In this regime, any perturbation to ion momen-
tum is felt almost instantaneously, and the ion moves at its
terminal velocity, allowing us to neglect inertia. Under these
assumptions, the overdamped Langevin equation governs the
dynamics of the ions:

0 = FH
α +FI

α +FE
α +FB

α , (2)

where FH
α is the hydrodynamic force acting on the α th ion, FI

α

accounts for forces arising from a generic conservative poten-
tial, FE

α is the external force exerted by a global field35 and FB
α

is the stochastic, Brownian force. The last force satisfies the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem1 with ensemble average:〈

FB(t)
〉
= 0;

〈
FB(t)FB(t + τ)

〉
= 2kBT (MH)−1

δ (τ), (3)

where FB(t) = [FB
1 (t),F

B
2 (t), . . .], 〈·〉 indicates the expectation

value, δ is the Dirac delta function and MH is the hydrody-
namic mobility tensor. This formulation ensures that any en-
ergy an ion gains from a thermal fluctuation is dissipated as
drag to the solvent.

The hydrodynamic mobility tensor couples the non-
hydrodynamic force, Fβ = FI

β
+FE

β
+FB

β
, to the velocity of

the α th ion:

uα(t) =
N

∑
β=1

MH
αβ
·Fβ (t) . (4)

As we are interested in equilibrium properties, interparticle
hydrodynamic interactions can be neglected. In this case, the
drag on each ion is decoupled from all of the others and is
equal to the Stokes drag,

MH
αβ

= 0,α 6= β ; MH
αα = I/γ , (5)

where all ions are assigned the same drag coefficient, γ . Equa-
tion 2 can be numerically solved via an Euler-Maruyama in-
tegration scheme:

xα(t +∆t) = xα(t)+uα(t)∆t , (6)

where ∆t is the time step over which ion trajectories are ad-
vanced.
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Forces arising from conservative interactions among ions
are represented as the gradient of a potential energy U(X ),
which is a function of the coordinates of all ions X ≡
[x1,x2, . . . ,xN ]

T ,

FI/E
α (X )≡−∇xα

U I/E(X ), (7)

where the gradient is taken with respect to the position of the
α th particle.

In our analysis, we are concerned with finite sized ions,
which cannot overlap. The hard sphere force computed by the
derivative of the well known step-like potential is discontinu-
ous; it is zero everywhere except for a δ -function of infinite
magnitude at contact. This type of potential cannot be imple-
mented directly in simulations. Typically, the hard potential
is approximated with a soft potential of the form r−n, where
n is a large power. The larger n is, the more accurately the
soft potential approximates the hard potential, but the result-
ing force becomes larger as the potential diverges increasingly
quickly.36 Smaller time steps must therefore be taken as n in-
creases to prevent unphysically large steric forces, rendering
this method computationally inefficient. Heyes and Melrose
implemented a “potential-free” hard sphere algorithm by al-
lowing particles to overlap over the course of a time step due
to other forces and then separating them to contact at the end
of the time step.37 This implementation of the hard sphere
potential allows us to use an integration time-step equal to
10−3τD.

Because equations (4) and (6) give a relation between par-
ticle displacements and forces, we can compute the effective
force that is required to move two overlapping ions back into
contact following one time step. Thus, the potential-free al-
gorithm can be equivalently written in terms of a hard sphere
pair potential:38

Uhs
αβ

(r) =

{
γ

4∆t (r−2ahs)
2 if r < 2ahs

0 if r ≥ 2ahs
, (8)

where ahs is the effective hard sphere radius of an ion, which
can be different from the radius of the shell over which the
ion’s charge is distributed, a. In the form of the potential used
here, γ and ahs are the same for all particles. The total po-
tential energy due to the hard sphere repulsion can be decom-
posed into a sum of pair potentials Uαβ

Uhs(X ) =
1
2 ∑

α,β

Uhs
αβ

(|xα −xβ |) , (9)

where α and β indices run over all particles, and the factor of
1/2 corrects for double-counting each pair.

Charged species feel additional electrostatic forces that
can be obtained by solving Poisson’s equation for the scalar
potential,ψ(x).39,40 In this work, we regularize the potential
near an ion by localizing its charge to a spherical shell of ra-
dius a. All the free charge is located on this surface such that
Poisson’s equation reduces to Laplace’s equation for the po-
tential outside and inside each ion shell:

∇
2
ψ = 0 , (10)

with boundary conditions on the shell of ion α given by

ψp = ψf, (Ef−Ep) · n̂ = qα/(4πa2) , (11)

where ψp and ψf are the potentials inside and outside of the
shell, qα/(4πa2) is the uniform free surface charge density of
ion α on a spherical shell of radius a and net charge qα , n̂ is
the normal outward vector, and Ef and Ep are the electric field
outside and inside of the particle respectively.39,40 As ions
move with time or any external field varies, the boundary con-
ditions presented in equation 11 vary with time. Thus, time-
dependence in Laplace’s equation emerges solely through the
time-varying boundary conditions, and the electric potential
equations are said to be pseudo-steady.41

For a point x in the fluid, the potential is given by the inte-
gral form of Laplace’s equation:35

ψf(x)−ψ0(x) = (12)
1
εf

∑
α

∫
Sα

dx′(G(x−x′)Ef(x′) · n̂x′

+εfψf(x′)n̂x′ ·∇x′G(x−x′)) ,

where ψ0 is an externally imposed potential, Sα is the spheri-
cal shell around ion α , n̂ is the normal to the surface, εf is the
permeability of the fluid, and, for a model of ions in the bulk,
G is a periodic Green’s function in three dimensions. As the
periodic Green’s function is a solution to Laplace’s equation,
we can perform a multipole expansion to calculate the solu-
tion for a generic spherical particle in terms of the moments
of the fluid potential. In the primitive electrolyte model, the
first harmonic in the expansion accounts for perturbations to
the potential field due to the charge. We truncate at that level
so that the fluid potential in a cubic simulation box with vol-
ume V = L3, is:

ψf(x)−ψ0(x) =
1

εfV
∑
k6=0

∑
α

eik·(x−xα )

k2 qα j0(ka) , (13)

where j0(x) = sin(x)/x is the spherical Bessel function of the
first kind, k ∈ {(2πk1/L,2πk2/L,2πk3/L) : (k1,k2,k3) ∈ Z},
and k is the magnitude of k. Removing the k = 0 term
from the wave space sum reflects electroneutrality of the
electrolyte.39

As there is no charge inside the particles, the potential ψp
must also satisfy Laplace’s equation and be expanded about
the particle using spherical harmonics. The boundary condi-
tions of this problem make it possible to relate the particle and
fluid moments. This allows us to construct a system of equa-
tions by equating ψf and ψp at the surface of a particle and
integrating over its surface:

〈Ψ〉−Ψ0 = M E
Ψq ·Q (14)

where on the left hand side of the equation 〈Ψ〉 −Ψ0 =
[〈ψ1〉−ψ0(x1),〈ψ2〉−ψ0(x2), ...,〈ψN〉−ψ0(xN)]

T is a list of
the relative potentials for each of the ions, ψ0 being the exter-
nally imposed potential field at the ion center and 〈ψα〉 being
the surface averaged potential of the α th ion. On the right
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hand side, Q = [q1,q2, ...,qN ] is the list of ion charges, and
M E

Ψq is known as the potential matrix, as it relates the zeroth
moment of the surface charge distribution on the ions to the
surface averaged potential.35

The potential-charge coupling in M E
Ψq between ions α and

β is given by:

1
εfV

∑
k6=0

j2
0(ka)

eik·(xα−xβ )

k2 , (15)

and is a Coulomb-type interaction that is regularized when
ions’ centers are closer than 2a so that their charged shells
overlap. Evaluation of matrix elements like those in equation
15 is computationally expensive as the summand decays al-
gebraically as 1/k4, and requires a large number of summed
terms to converge. To improve the efficiency of the computa-
tions, we use a matrix-free method to compute the ion poten-
tials, and accelerate the summations by introducing an Ewald
splitting function, h(k)≡ exp(−k2/4ξ 2). The function allows
us to split the summation into two rapidly convergent series,
one in real space, and the other in wave space:35,42

〈ψ〉
α
−ψ0(xα) =

εf

V ∑
k6=0

∑
β

eik·(xα−xβ )

k2 h(k) j2
0(ka) ·qβ

+εf ∑
n

∑
β

F−1

{
eik·(xα−xβ )

k2 (1−h(k)) j2
0(ka)

}
·qβ ,

(16)

where F−1 is the inverse Fourier transform. The Ewald split-
ting parameter, ξ , controls the rate of convergence of the real
space and wave space sums. Large values of ξ increase the
convergence speed of the real space sum, and small values in-
crease the convergence of the wave space sum.42 The second
term on the right-hand side of equation 16 is obtained using
the Poisson summation formula. The sum over all periodic
images n can be computed pairwise using the inverse trans-
form found in appendix A of Sherman (2019).35 The wave
space sum is calculated using the spectral Ewald method as
detailed in references.35,42 With this approach, the ion po-
tentials can be determined from their charges with log-linear
computational complexity, enabling rapid simulations of up to
O(105) ions in this work.

The total electric potential energy of the electrolyte is:

UE =
1
2
Q · (〈Ψ〉−Ψ0). (17)

Using equation 14 and taking the gradient of the electric po-
tential energy, we can calculate the electric force on the α th

particle:

FE
α =−∑

β

∇xβ
M E

ψqqα qβ . (18)

This force can be computed using the same matrix-free meth-
ods as the potential.35 Real electrolytes might have ions that
interact with more complicated potentials due to the structure

and fluctuations of hydration shells around the ions. We have
aimed here to examine the simplest possible model where the
effects of other structural features are captured solely by the
hard core repulsion.

All simulations are of binary and symmetric electrolytes;
thus, the charge of the ions of different species is of equal
magnitude but opposite sign. The simulations are made di-
mensionless by measuring distances relative to a, time in units
of the ion diffusion time: τD = kBT/γa2, and charge relative
to the charge scale:

√
εfakBT . We introduce an electric vol-

ume fraction, φa, calculated with respect to the electric ra-
dius a instead of ahs, and we use the subscript a to high-
light this distinction. The length of the simulation box L is
the same in all simulations: 100a. The investigated elec-
tric volume fraction of ions (cations + anions) varies from
φa = 0.001 to φa = 0.45 (approximately 5×10−3 mM and
2.5 M solutions of NaCl in water, respectively, assuming that
a = ahs = 0.33 nm on average). The strength of the charge-
charge interactions is prescribed by the dimensionless param-
eter ε (not to be confused with the permittivity of the solvent
εf). We define this quantity as the electric potential between
two point charges at a distance of 2a with respect to the ther-
mal energy:

ε =
q2

i
8πεfakBT

=
λB

2a
. (19)

The studied values of the electrostatic interactions relative
to kBT are chosen to be within the range of the values fre-
quently found in common electrolytes: ε = [0.5,2.0,5.0]. For
a solution of NaCl in water at room temperature, ε ≈ 1.1 (as-
suming relative permittivity of 80, and a≈ 0.33×10−9 m);
if methyl formaldehyde is used as the solvent, ε ≈ 0.47 (as-
suming relative permittivity of 182.4). Higher values of ε , at
room temperature, are more commonly found in non-aqueous
electrolytes. For example, for LiCl in ethanol, ε ≈ 4.6 (as-
suming a≈ 0.25 nm, and relative permittivity of 24.3). The
radius of the hard sphere interactions, ahs, ranges from 0.5a to
1.25a. This range of parameters allows us to investigate the
competitive effects of excluded volume and electrostatic in-
teractions in the simulation. The simulations were performed
in HOOMD-Blue.43 Simulations where 200τD long, and the
first 100τD were discarded to guarantee equilibrium. The in-
tegration step is set to 10−3τD. A detailed description about
the equilibration process is found in Appendix A.

III. ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

A. Charge Density Correlations

The spatial distribution of charge in an electrolyte can be
represented in terms of the charge density:

ρ(x) = e
N

∑
α=1

zα δ (x−xα), (20)

where index α runs over all N ions in the volume of electrolyte
V , e is the fundamental charge, zα is the valence of ion α , and
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FIG. 1. Evolution of the charge structure factor upon change in concentration of ions, hard sphere radius, and strength of the ion-ion
interactions. Hard sphere radius increases from ahs = 0.50a (first column) to ahs = 1.25a (fourth column). The strength of the ion-ion
interactions increases moving down from ε = 0.5 (first row, subfigures a-d) to ε = 5.0 (third rown, subfigures i-j). Lines are obtained using
the theory of Adar et al.28 The model is in close agreement with the simulations at low concentrations of ions, and particularly in the cases
where ahs < a (first and second columns). Nonetheless, it fails to predict the structural features that arise as the concentration increases – such
as the increase in the curvature in the vicinity of ka = 2. In each sub-figure, the ion concentration grows from top to bottom with ion shell
volume fractions of φa = [0.01,0.02,0.05,0.10,0.20,0.35,0.45] represented. For the largest hard-core ions (fourth column), the case φa = 0.35
and φa = 0.45 are absent as they give a hard core volume fraction that exceeds the random close-packing limit.

xα is the position of ion α . The Fourier transformation of the
charge density distribution is:

ρ̂(k)=
∫

exp(−ik ·x)ρ(x)dx= e
N

∑
α=1

zα exp(−ik ·xα), (21)

which can be used to define a charge structure factor:

S(k) =
〈ρ̂(k)ρ̂∗(k)〉−〈ρ̂(k)〉〈ρ̂∗(k)〉

Ve2 ∑
M
ν=1 nν z2

ν

, (22)

where ρ̂∗(k) is the complex conjugate of ρ̂(k), the index ν

runs over all M different ion species, and nν is the bulk num-
ber density of ions of that species. For a z:z electrolyte, the
denominator reduces to: V n(ze)2, where n is the bulk number

density of all ions.
When the charge density fluctuations are normalized in this

way, we can guarantee that S(k)→ 1 as k→ ∞. Additionally,
if charge neutrality is ensured: ∑

M
ν=1 nν zν = 0, then S(k)→ 0

as k → 0. For a z:z electrolyte, the Stillinger-Lovett sec-
ond moment condition also requires that: S(k)/k2 → 2/κ2

D
as k→ 0.44

The partial pair distribution function for a binary system is
given by:7

gνµ(r) =
1

V nν nµ

〈
Nν

∑
α=1

Nµ

∑
β 6=α

δ (r+ rα − rβ )

〉
, (23)

where rα/β is the position of particle α of species ν or of par-
ticle β of species µ . In a single component system, particles
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FIG. 2. (a) Extracted inverse decay length κ (open markers) and oscillation wave number ω (filled markers) as a function of κDahs. These
values were obtained from the charge structure factors, S(k) (shown in Figure 1) by computing the complex root closest to the real axis of
equation 27 as described in section III B. Continuous and dashed lines represent the expected values for ω and κ obtained from the poles of
equation 1. (b) The ratio of the charge-charge decay length to the Debye length as a function of κDahs. The obtained scaling shows more
underscreening than the scaling proposed by Adar et al.28, see section C. The dotted orange line indicates where crossover from monotonic to
oscillatory decay occurs.

α and β are by necessity of the same species; in a mixture, we
can define the pair distribution function with ν and µ repre-
senting the same or different species. The partial pair correla-
tion function for distinctly charged regions in the electrolyte,
hνµ(r) = gνµ(r)−1, is related to the charge-charge structure
factor through the Fourier transformation. For an isotropic
electrolyte, the charge correlations show no angular depen-
dence, and thus gνµ(r) and hνµ(r) depend only on r = |r|.
Similarly, S(k) depends only on k = |k| so that:

S(k) = ∑
ν ,µ

zν zµ

(
nν

n
δνµ +4π

nν

N
nµ

∫
∞

0

sin(kr)
kr

hνµ(r)r2dr
)
,

(24)
where δνµ is the Kronecker delta, which equals 1 if ν = µ ,
and 0 otherwise.

B. Correlation Lengths Computed From Charge Density
Structure Factor

We obtain the static structure factor for the charge density
using equation 22. The Non-uniform Fast Fourier Transform
(NUFFT) of the ion centers is computed using the library
FINUFFT.45 The minimum wave vector in each spatial di-
mension is 2π/L, where L is the length of the simulation box.
Additionally, as we are interested in the small k behavior, we
only use the first 32 Fourier modes, thus minimizing compu-
tational time without compromising accuracy for the studied
range of k. The structure factor is averaged over 100 indepen-
dently sampled configurations.

Figure 1 shows the charge density structure factor as a
function of the concentration, strength of the ion-ion inter-
actions (ε), and hard sphere radius (ahs). The dotted lines
are obtained using the mean-field model in equation 1, which

is valid in the limits that ahs � a and ε � 1. At relatively
low concentrations and small k, the simulation closely fol-
lows the behavior proposed by Adar et al.,28 particularly for
ahs = 0.50a and ε = 0.50 (Figure 1 (a)). However, as the con-
centration, the value of ahs, and the strength of the ion-ion in-
teractions increase, the model is unable to capture the behav-
ior near ka = 1. This is likely because the model in equation
1 does not directly account for excluded volume interactions.
It regularizes the electric potential when ions are closer than
a diameter, and, as the hard sphere radius increases and pack-
ing effects become significant, additional structural features
arise as a direct result of excluded volume interactions. De-
viations from Stillinger-Lovett’s second moment condition as
k→ 0 are revealed by the charge structure factor. Importantly,
there is an increase in the curvature of the values of S(k) as ka
approaches unity from the left, and formation of additional
local maxima in the simulated results. These peaks look like
the nearest neighbor peak and its reflections in a concentrated
hard particle liquid, and such features are not realized by the
shell model.

The real space charge correlations, h(r), can also be ob-
tained via the inverse Fourier transformation of the charge
density structure factor. When an analytical expression for
S(k) is known, this transformation can be evaluated by contour
integration in the plane of complex wavenumbers, k = ω + iκ .
The value of the integral is the sum of the residues, Rn, at the
poles:

h(r) =
1

2π
∑
n

Rn
exp(knr)

r
. (25)

The poles may lie on the imaginary axis (ω = 0) or may form
a conjugate pair. In the first case, the contribution of the de-
cay of rh(r) is purely exponential; in the second case, there
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FIG. 3. Extracted values for the inverse of the correlation length κ , (a), and oscillation frequency ω , (b). These quantities were obtained from
the charge-charge correlation function, h+−(r) = g+−(r)−1, following the optimization steps described in section III C. The charge-charge
pair distribution function, g+−(r) was obtained with the standard shell summation method. Note the sudden jump in the charge oscillation
frequency in (b); the jump is present at high concentrations when (even at the lowest strength) the inter-particle distance is less than the hard
sphere diameter, forcing the system to order itself in discrete layers of charge delimited by the hard sphere length-scale as shown in Figure 4.
(c) The charge-charge decay length as a function of the inverse of the Debye length. The obtained scaling is lower than that obtained from the
charge structure factor S(k), shown in Figure 2 (b). The symbols follow from the legend in Figure 2.

is a damped oscillatory contribution from the conjugate pair.
In principle, there could be an infinite number of such terms
but the presence of the exponential factors in equation 25 en-
sures that asymptotically, the dominant contribution will come
from the poles nearest to the real axis. The structure factor
for the charge density obtained from simulations or experi-
mental tools is measured only for real values of k. In con-
trast, analytical expressions such as equations 1 and 22 are
valid for any complex k. This inability to obtain the full map-
ping of S(k) presents a challenge in understanding the role
of the poles and, consequently, extracting correlation lengths.
Nonetheless, some characteristics of the structure factor in the
complex plane can still be observed in S(k) for real k. Since
S(k)−1 is a holomorphic function of the complex variable
k,46,47 the Cauchy-Riemann equations imply that a maximum
or minimum in the plane Im(k) = 0 corresponds to a saddle
point in the complex k-plane. Therefore, the peaks we ob-
serve for real-valued k as in Figure 1 are saddle points in the
complex plane.47

To extract the values of κ and ω from the Fourier transform
of the charge-charge correlation function, we assume that S(k)
can be represented as a rational function:

S(k) =
k2

f (k)
. (26)

As S(k) is an even function of k, we propose f (k) to have the
following form at small k:

f (k) =
κ2

D
2

+λ2k2 +λ4k4 +λ6k6 +λ8k8 +O(k10) , (27)

where the first term on the right-hand side of the equation im-
mediately satisfies Stillinger-Lovett’s second moment condi-
tion. Additionally, the roots of f (k) = 0 correspond to the
poles of equation 26.

To numerically extract the small k behavior, we find the

values of the coefficients λn, n = 2,4,6,8, using linear least-
squares regression of k2/S(k), followed by a nonlinear least-
squares regression of logS(k) using the linear regression re-
sults as the initial guess. Then, we compute the complex roots
of f (k), which is straightforward because it is a fourth-order
polynomial in k2. The frequency of the charge density oscil-
lation and the inverse of the correlation decay length are the
real and imaginary parts of the pole, respectively. We chose
the pole closest to the real axis, which reflects the slowest rate
of spatial decay.

Figure 2 (a) shows the extracted values of ω and κ as a
function of the inverse of the decay length κD scaled on the
hard sphere radius. The continuous and dashed lines are ob-
tained by solving for the zeros in the denominator of equation
1. While κ follows very closely the values obtained using the
shell model at low values of κDahs, it decays more rapidly as
κDahs increases. The same is true for the frequency of os-
cillations, ω , extracted from the charge structure factor; ω

increases in value more rapidly with κDahs than those values
predicted by Adar et al. We believe this is likely due to the
additional structural features of S(k) sampled in the simula-
tions. The difference in the renormalization of the ions’ size
deserves mentioning. While the length scale used in the mean
field theory is the ionic radius, we found that the scale of de-
cay is set by the hard-sphere radius, underscoring again the
importance of excluded volume interactions in setting the cor-
relation length.

The ratio κD/κ as a function of the Debye screening length,
scaled on the hard core size, is shown in Figure 2(b) (right).
At weak ionic strengths, the values of κ scaled on the hard
core size are in good agreement with the model predictions
of Adar et al. In contrast, for high values of κD, the amount
of measured underscreening is stronger than previous simula-
tions. For values of κD above the Kirkwood point, Cats and
coworkers31 find that κ ∼ 1/κ0.3

D and Coles and colleagues29
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FIG. 4. Charge-charge correlation function for a symmetric
binary electrolyte with ε = 2.0, ahs = 1.00a, φ = φa = 0.45, and
κDahs = 3.3. At this concentration, the screening length is on the
order of the hard core diameter of the ions, and this ion size also
dictates the frequency of charge oscillation. The oscillation period
dictated by the shell model (pink line) is greater than the effective
inter-particle distance. This results in the sudden jump shown in Fig-
ure 3 (b), where the oscillation period is dictated by the hard-sphere
radius.

report that κ ∼ 1/κ
p
D with p < 0.5. The decay lengths they

extract are more scattered than in other simulation studies.
Slightly stronger underscreening was obtained in DFT calcu-
lations, where it was found that κ ∼ 1/κ0.6

D , approximately
.31 Even stronger underscreening is identified in our simula-
tions and analysis of this version of the RPM. We find that
κ ∼ 1/κD, with ahs used as the length scale to establish di-
mensional consistency in the scaling relation. The difference
between the scalings predicted by different simulations could
arise from a variety and combination of possible sources. One
possibility is that the charge structure factor used here is better
suited for identifying long-ranged decay than the radial distri-
bution function used in other studies. We test this idea in the
next section. Other possibilities, which are harder to test, in-
clude differences in the force fields used leading to different
electrolyte microstructures and finite system size effects. As
with the mean-field model, charge oscillations appear at a fi-
nite value of κD in the simulations – a Kirkwood point located
at κDahs ≈ 1.1.

C. Correlation Lengths Computed From Charge Density Pair
Distribution Function

We sample the charge-charge correlation function using the
standard “shell summation".32 This method divides the space
around a central particle into discrete shells and constructs a
histogram by obtaining the average charge in each of the shells
during the simulation. The histogram is normalized by each
shell’s volume.

Just as a correlation length and oscillation frequencies can
be extracted from the behavior of S(k) as k→ 0, we can com-
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FIG. 5. Averaged self correlation function for equally charged
species. In each sub-figure, the ion concentration decreases
from top to bottom with ion shell volume-fractions of φa =
[0.01,0.02,0.05,0.10,0.20,0.35,0.45] represented. The strength of
the ion-ion interactions, ε = 0.5 and ε = 5.0 for the first column (a
and c) and for the second column (b and d) respectively. The hard
sphere radius is ahs = 0.75a and ahs = 1.00a for the first and second
row respectively. Notice how the correlation near the first shell is less
than one at low concentrations, and increases until it is greater than
one. This behavior is highlighted as the hard sphere radius increases
and ionic strength decreases.

pute analogous quantities from g+−(r) by analyzing its large
r behavior. We expect that for large values of r, the pair dis-
tribution function will have the form:17

h+−(r) = g+−(r)−1≈ Aexp(−κr)
r

cos(ωr+ϕ) , (28)

where A is the amplitude, and ϕ is the phase angle. As equa-
tion 28 is highly nonlinear, we start by extracting ω by solving
the optimization problem:

arg min
(ω,ϕ)

∑
i
[sgn(cos(ωri +ϕ))sgn(h+−(ri)ri)] , (29)

subject to ϕ ∈ [0,2π] to estimate ω and ϕ . Here ri are the
centers of the different shells used to construct g+−(r) via the
shell summation method.

At a particular ionic strength, charge oscillations sponta-
neously emerge. It is challenging to accurately infer ω in the
neighborhood of the Kirkwood line.48 At the onset of charge
oscillations, the oscillation frequency is vanishingly small,
and observation of g+−(r) over large distances is necessary to
observe a complete cycle of oscillation. To generate a reliable
value of ω in this region, we calculated g+−(r) to a distance
of up to 20 times the ionic radius, a.

Once the values of ω and φ are extracted, we determine
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the amplitude and correlation length from solution of a least
squares problem:

arg min
(A,κ)

∑
i
(h+−(ri)ri−Aexp(−κri)cos(ωri +ϕ))2 , (30)

subject to κ ∈ (0,∞) and A ∈ [1,∞). Finally, we perform an
additional least squares optimization against h+−(r) for A, κ ,
ω , and ϕ jointly using simulated annealing and the previously
identified best fit values. Results are summarized in Figure
3. The extracted κ and ω , normalized by the hard core ra-
dius, follow a similar trend as proposed by Adar et al.28 for
low ionic strengths. However, consistent with the behavior
obtained from the structure factor in Figure 2, the correlation
length appears to grow faster than predicted by the shell model
with increasing κD.

There is a spread in the values of κ and ω when extracted
from h+−(r) relative to those computed from S(k). However,
analyzing the oscillations in real space reveals a jump in the
oscillation frequency that is not easily identifiable by analyz-
ing the small k behavior of the charge structure factor. As the
concentration of ions increases, so does the frequency of oscil-
lations dictated by electrostatic forces. At the points near the
dotted orange line in Figure 3 (b), the entropic penalty of the
structural configurations is too high to be overcome by elec-
trostatic forces. In these cases, the ion diameter determines
the preferred charged oscillation frequency, causing a sudden
jump in the values of ω determined from h+−(r). One can see
that it is the balance of electrostatic forces and entropic (hard
core repulsive) forces that dictates this transition by noting
that it occurs at different values of κDahs for electrolytes with
different strengths of electrostatic interactions ε . The stronger
the electrostatic interactions, the higher the ion concentration
required to drive this jump in oscillation frequency. A charge
correlation function depicting oscillations dominated by ex-
cluded volume interactions is depicted in Figure 4. This plot
shows the mean field model prediction in pink lines, the least
square fit to the simulation data in black lines, and the longest
wavelength charge oscillations in black markers. Dashed and
dotted lines, and filled markers correspond to negative values
of h+−(r).

To further illustrate the competition between steric and
electrostatic forces resulting in this jump, let us focus again
on h+−(r), depicted in Figure 4 for a high ionic strength solu-
tion and ahs = a. The oscillation period dictated by the mean
field prediction (pink line) is approximately 3a. Over this dis-
tance, the charge changes from positive to negative once. If
we imagine that this charge oscillation occurs along a line,
this suggests an effective inter-ion distance of approximately
3a/2. For this high ionic strength solution, the volume frac-
tion based on a is 0.45. An effective lineal inter-particle dis-
tance can be calculated from the volume fraction of ions in
the electrolyte: (a3/φa)

1/3 ≈ 1.3a = 1.3ahs, which is smaller
than the effective inter-ion distance of 1.5a. In a sense, the
space required to sustain the purely electrostatic charge os-
cillation wavelength exceeds the available lineal free volume
per ion. From this simplified geometric explanation, we see
that ion excluded volume forces the ions to rearrange them-
selves such that they follow the frequency dictated by packing

rather than electrostatics. This transition can only be cap-
tured if excluded volume interactions are explicitly present
in the mathematical formulation of a model of the concen-
trated electrolyte microstructure. To our knowledge, there are
no mean-field theories that capture this structural transition,
mainly because charge-charge correlations are represented by
a continuous parameter,16,19 or steric contributions are taken
into account by using potential kernels that truncate the range
of Coulombic interactions.28

The charge oscillation frequency extracted from S(k) in
Figure 2, is an approximation that comes from fitting S(k) at
low values of k and reporting the pole closest to the real axis.
It is assumed that this is the pole that controls the structural
behavior of the charge density. This assumption is implicit in
equation 28 by considering a single oscillatory damped expo-
nential. However, equation 28 is more accurately represented
as a summation over relaxation modes:

h+−(r) =
∞

∑
n=0

An exp(−κnr)
r

cos(ωnr+ϕn). (31)

The contribution of these other modes is not easily extracted
from the small k fit to S(k). Charge oscillations on length
scales corresponding to the ion’s hard core diameter are re-
flected in the local maximum (the nearest neighbor peak) in
S(k), which is not incorporated in the identification of the
poles. At low ion packing fractions where there is no near-
est neighbor peak, it is safe to assume that the dominant os-
cillatory mode extracted from S(k) at small k is dictated by
electrostatic forces. At high packing fraction, however, there
may be structural modes with similar decay lengths but dif-
ferent charge oscillation wavelengths that are difficult to dis-
criminate through asymptotic analysis of S(k). There is value
in examining both S(k) and g+−(r). Long range correlations
like the decay are unambiguously observable in S(k). This
may also be true of g+−(r), but the calculation of this correla-
tion function has computational complexity that scales with
the number of ions squared. Alternatively, S(k) computed
with non-uniform fast Fourier transformations can have log-
linear complexity. Thus, these calculations are feasible for the
large system sizes required to observe correlations over large
length scales.

D. Like-Charge Pair Distribution Function and Packing
Effects

The importance of excluded volume forces on electrolyte
microstructure also becomes evident if we observe the like-
charge pair distribution function g++(r). This positive-
positive pair distribution function describes the likelihood of
finding a positive charge at a distance r from a central pos-
itive charge. As our analysis is limited to symmetric elec-
trolytes, this distribution is the same for negative charges
(g++(r) = g−−(r)). The r dependency of the like-charge dis-
tribution function is found by direct calculation using equation
23, with ν = µ .

As depicted in Figure 5, at low concentrations, the ions re-
arrange themselves such that the probability of finding a simi-
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FIG. 6. Snapshots showing the distribution of clusters comprised of same charge ions. Single ions are shown in faded gray, clusters comprised
of 2, 3, 4 and 5 or more ions are colored in gray, green, blue, pink and yellow respectively. The strength of the ion-ion interactions increases
from left ε = 0.5 to right ε = 5.0. Volume fraction increases from φ = φa = 0.20 to φ = φa = 0.45 downwards.

larly charged ion near the central particle is quite low. g++(r)
is less than 1, which is the value expected of an ideal gas, over
a range of r/a up to as big a value as 5 in some cases. Like-
charges repel and thus the region surrounding an ion is de-
pleted of similarly charged ions relative to an ideal gas. As the
concentration of the electrolyte increases and packing effects
start to compete with electrostatics, the negative correlation
between like-charge ions decreases. At high enough packing
fractions, g++(r) becomes greater than 1 for r/ahs→ 2. Even
at modest concentrations, packing effects are strong enough
for this positive correlation to reach significant values even
for weak electrostatic interactions (as in Figure 5 (c) where
ε = 0.5 kBT ). The same occurs with stronger electrostatic in-
teractions but at higher ion concentrations still (as in Figure 5
(d) where ε = 5.0 kBT ). Furthermore, the two rows in Figure
5 illustrate how the excluded volume interactions contribute
to the like-charge correlations. The size of peak, in Figure 5
(b) and (d), decreases on changing the hard-core radius from
1.0a to 0.75a.

It must be emphasized that the values of g++, shown in
Figure 5, are found by averaging over each one of the ions
and 80 independent configurations. The fact that like-charges
are positively correlated at high concentrations challenges the

more intuitive idea that opposite charges will separate as far
as possible from each other, and might even tend to arrange
themselves in a lattice-like configuration to minimize the po-
tential energy of the system. This simplified view is far from
what Figures 5 reveals, where, at high concentrations, there is
a statistically significant appearance of like-charge structures
that could be a result of the presence of complex clusters.

E. Like-charge Cluster Analysis

As indicated in the previous sections, analysis of the elec-
trolyte pair’s structural properties at various volume fractions,
ionic strengths, and hard-sphere radii suggests the formation
of complex clusters comprised of equally charged species. To
investigate this phenomenon, we performed a cluster analysis
of like-charges in solution. In this study, two ions are said to
belong to the same cluster if they share the same charge, and
the distance between the ions is less than 2.1ahs. We chose
this distance to only include the ions that reside within the first
shell of neighbors. We extracted the probability distribution of
the cluster size, P(n), where n is the number of like-charges
that belong to the same cluster, and sampled from 100 config-
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FIG. 7. (left) Size probability distribution of like-charge clusters,
P(n), and the hard-sphere fluid, Q(n). Green, blue and black mark-
ers correspond to ε = 0.5 kBT , ε = 2.0 kBT , and ε = 5.0 kBT respec-
tively. Distributions obtained from the hard sphere fluid are shown
by the continuous orange line. Volume fraction increases downwards
from φ = 0.20 (first row) to φ = 0.45 (third row). (right) Figures in
the second column show the evolution of the distribution of cluster
sizes, P(n), normalized by the distribution from a binary hard sphere
fluid at the same volume fractions, as ε and φ vary. Each of the rows
correspond to the rows of Figure 6.

urations equally distanced at time intervals for which density
fluctuations are decorrelated.

There are two notable weaknesses in this approach. First,
the introduction of a user-defined geometrical length or cut-
off radius might bias the sample. Second, there is no simple
mathematical treatment that allows us to simply identify the
driving forces that form these clusters. A practical way to cir-
cumvent these limitations is to introduce a “reference state”
or, more precisely, a reference probability distribution. We
will denote this distribution as Q(n), and define it to be the
probability distribution of cluster sizes obtained from simu-
lations of the exact same electrolyte geometrically but with-
out any electrostatic interactions among the ions, as though
the temperature tends to infinity. We posit that by analyzing
the clusters in this way, we can reduce any bias from the cut-
off radius, and distinguish the role of electrostatic interactions
from packing effects in clustering of like-charges.

The size distribution of these clusters is shown in Figure 6,

represented through sample configurations and quantitatively
in Figure 7. The first three columns show snapshots at dif-
ferent strengths of electrostatic interaction: ε = [0.5,2.0,5.0],
while each of the rows corresponds to different volume frac-
tions: φ = φa = [0.20,0.30,0.45]. Like-charge clusters are
colored by size. Ions that do not belong to a cluster are gray
and muted out to facilitate the visualization of the clusters.

The importance of ion concentration is clear. At relatively
low concentrations (first row), clusters are mainly comprised
of two or three ions, and most are a single ion. As the concen-
tration increases, larger like-charge clusters form, and a larger
fraction of ions belongs to a cluster. The strength of electro-
static interactions has the opposite effect. With increasing ε ,
the number of ions forming larger clusters decreases. This be-
havior can be explained by the competition of two opposing
forces. Electrostatic forces disfavor like-charge clustering, but
excluded-volume forces do not.

The snapshots in Figure 6 show qualitatively the effect that
varying the concentration and ε have on the proliferation of
like-charge clusters. This dependency is also quantified as in
Figure 7. The first column depicts the probability distribution
of a cluster comprised of n like-charge ions, P(n). The second
column is the same probability normalized with respect to the
cluster size distribution obtained from the same electrolyte but
with ε = 0, denoted Q(n). This reference configuration is es-
sentially a hard sphere fluid with labeled particles. Values of
P(n)/Q(n)> 1 indicate that clusters of size n in the charged
system are more prevalent than in the uncharged one, and the
contrary is true for values of P(n)/Q(n)< 1. Each of the plots
of probability and probability ratio shares its ion concentra-
tion in common with the respective row of the plot. That is,
for ahs = 1.0a, φ = φa = [0.20,0.35,0.45] for the first, second
and third rows respectively. At concentrations of φ = 0.20
(first row), the observed behavior is what one might expect.
There is a higher probability of like-charge ions being iso-
lated in the electrolytes relative to the hard sphere fluid. In-
creasing the strength of the ion-ion interactions at fixed ion
concentration only accentuates this trend. However, the ratios
calculated at higher ion concentrations reveal something dif-
ferent. The plotted ratio in the middle row (φ = 0.35) shows
that dimers for the electrolyte with the lowest value of ε (green
markers) are more prevalent than in the hard sphere fluid. The
ratio plotted in the last row, where φ = 0.45, shows a higher
probability of observing clusters comprised of a small number
of ions: 2-8, than what is expected of a hard-sphere liquid for
the smallest value of ε . Notably, for this lowest strength of
electrostatic interactions, clusters comprised of a small num-
ber of ions (2-6 elements) have not only a higher probability
of being present in the charged system, but their odds ratio,
P(n)/Q(n), is also higher than for finding singlets. There is
an overabundance of like-charge clusters. While this behavior
is less prominent as ε increases further, it is still evident at the
highest ion concentration depicted. When ε = 2.0 (blue mark-
ers), there is an overabundance of clusters containing two and
three like-charges. When ε = 5.0 (black markers), the odds
ratios for singlets and doublets are essentially equal and still
greater than unity. For larger clusters, this odds ratio falls well
below that mark.
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FIG. 8. Kullback-Leibler divergence of the cluster size distribution
for a symmetric binary electrolyte P(n), with respect to the cluster
size distribution for a binary hard sphere mixture at the same volume
fraction, Q(n), as a function of the inverse of the Debye length.

While some clear trends can be obtained from the probabil-
ity distributions, as shown in figure 7, mapping the difference
between the distributions into a scalar quantity or a “statisti-
cal distance” could facilitate the interpretation of these trends.
Information theory gives us a method to quantify the disparity
of a distribution P(n) from some reference distribution Q(n)
through the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence, also known as
relative entropy. Here we use these two terms interchange-
ably. The KL divergence is defined as:49

DKL(P ‖ Q) = ∑
x∈X

P(x) log
(

P(x)
Q(x)

)
≥ 0 , (32)

where log(x) denotes the natural logarithm of x. Non-
negativity of this quantity follows from Jensen’s inequality50,
and, in the simplest interpretation, it is only zero if
P(x) = Q(x).

Notice that when Q(x) is a uniform distribution, equation
32 differs from the Shannon entropy of the distribution P(x)
by a constant. This analogy to entropy can be useful for inter-
preting the KL divergence. For the distribution of like-charge
clusters, Q(n), we can imagine a symmetric electrolyte at a
given concentration and with zero charge. The distributions
P(n) in the different left panels of Fig. 7 are those found when
increasing the magnitude of the ion charges until they reach
a value ±q. We should expect that the measure of entropy
associated with the like-charge cluster size distribution will
change because the distribution of electric potential through-
out the electrolyte changes.

If probabilities P(x) and Q(x) are Boltzmann distributed,
the KL divergence has a thermodynamical meaning. Sup-
pose we have a system (with constant volume) in equilib-
rium with a reservoir at T = T1, and we put it in contact

with a bath at T = T2. The system’s entropy will change by
∆S = 〈S〉2−〈S〉1, where subscripts 1 and 2 in〈· · · 〉 indicate the
ensemble averages at T1 and T2, respectively. The entropy of
the final bath will change by ∆Sbath = (〈U〉2−〈U〉1)/T2 (the
heat exchanged between the system and the heat bath). The
sum of these contributions equals the KL divergence. There-
fore, the thermodynamic interpretation of the relative entropy
applied to both distributions represents the total change in en-
tropy due to putting our system in contact with the bath. Ad-
ditionally, if the energy exchange between the system and the
second bath is performed via a Carnot engine, the KL diver-
gence would provide an upper bound to the maximum work
that could be extracted from the energy exchange in units of
entropy.51

The calculated KL divergence as a function of κDahs is
shown in Figure 8 for all the electrostatic strengths, hard core
sizes, and ion concentrations employed in this study. When
κD is scaled on the electric radius, a, we found no evident
trend. However, when plotted this way (κD scaled on ahs),
the KL divergence lies nearly on a universal curve. We can
observe that for large Debye lengths (low ionic strengths), the
KL divergence tends towards zero (on the order of 10−4). This
indicates that deviations from the binary-hard-sphere-liquid
cluster size distribution are minimal. We attribute this to elec-
trostatic screening combined with a large free volume avail-
able to each ion. Larger differences between P(n) and Q(n)
are present as λ

−1
D increases. For these shorter Debye lengths,

a competition between electrostatic interactions and excluded
volume interactions leads to an overabundance of small like-
charge clusters with respect to the labeled hard sphere liquid.
Most noticeably, for values of κDahs > 1 (also where the onset
of oscillations appears in figure 2), the KL divergence appears
to grow monotonically with the inverse of the Debye length.
Nonetheless, the presence of statistical noise for low values of
κDahs presents difficulties in precisely determining the scal-
ing of this monotonic increase in the relative entropy as κDahs
increases.

As κD is inversely proportional to the temperature, Figure 8
can be interpreted as the relative entropy of the two probability
distributions as the temperature decreases. At high tempera-
tures, electrostatic forces, in the case of the charged mixture,
can be considered to be negligible with respect to the kinetic
energy. The kinetic energy of both the charged and the bi-
nary hard-sphere liquid determines the cluster size probabil-
ity distributions. Thus, there is little difference between the
distributions. Nonetheless, as the temperature decreases (κD
increases), electrostatic forces play an important role in deter-
mining the cluster size probability distributions, thus increas-
ing the distance between the two probability distributions.

Qualitatively, the ratio of the distributions shown in Figure
7 suggest that P(n) differs more from Q(n) as the strength of
electrostatic interactions, ε , increases (or equivalently, κD at
fixed ion concentration decreases). In contrast, the computed
KL divergence shows that the distance between the two dis-
tributions increases with the inverse of the Debye length. The
reason for this apparent contradiction is explained by a differ-
ence in the weights used in computing the KL divergence. The
ratios of distributions in Figure 7 are unweighted, whereas the
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KL divergence shown in Figure 8 uses P(n) as the weight of
the logarithmic difference, resulting in contributions to the KL
divergence that are inversely proportional to the cluster size.
It is the smaller like-charge clusters that contribute most to the
KL divergence.

Overall, in this analysis, we have gained valuable informa-
tion about the importance of electrostatic interactions on the
existence of these like-charge clusters. Figure 7 shows that
their size is highly correlated to the strength of electrostatic
interactions, ε . Furthermore, it can be inferred that there is an
excess of small clusters with respect to the hard-sphere fluid
at high concentrations and that they contribute the most to the
statistical distance (KL divergence) between the distributions
P(x) and Q(x). The KL divergence (Figure 8) shows that, even
for many-body correlations, properties appear to fall nearly
on a universal curve when κD is scaled on the hard-sphere ra-
dius, and numerically significant differences between the clus-
ter size distributions are present for values of κDahs > 1.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we use Brownian Dynamics coupled with a
truncated multipole expansion of the electric potential to study
the structure of concentrated electrolytes using a version of the
Restrictive Primitive Model. We focus on the decay of spatial
correlation functions and extract the inverse of the correlation
length, κ , and frequency of oscillation, ω . By varying the ra-
dius of the hard-core repulsion, we investigate the importance
of packing effects at high ion concentrations. The analysis is
performed over a large range of ion concentrations, extend-
ing from the very dilute regime, where the Debye-Hückel the-
ory is applicable, to the regime where ionic hard-sphere pack-
ing dominates. We use a simple scheme to extract κ and ω

from the charge structure factor S(k) at small k, and compare
their values against those obtained by sampling the charge-
charge correlation function, h+−(r), using the standard “shell
summation” method. Figure 2 (b) and 3 (c) show the com-
puted correlation lengths as a function of the inverse of the
Debye length, κD. The obtained scalings of (κD/κ)∼ κn

D,
with n = 2.0 and n = 1.8 are higher than those found by re-
cent computational studies28,29,31 in the range of physically
feasible values of κD. Similar values of n have only been
found in computational studies by fitting the radial distribu-
tion to the sum of two relaxation modes and extracting two
distinct correlation lengths that scale as n1 ≈ 1 and n2 ≈ 2,
respectively.30 We do not, however, obtain the experimentally
observed power law scaling for which n = 3.13 Perhaps, there
are other important many-body physics leading to alterations
of the ion microstructure in the neighborhood of macroscopic
boundaries that produces more underscreening than observed
in the charge correlations for bulk electrolytes. We also find
a sudden jump in the values of ω obtained from h+−(r) that
is not well captured in the asymptotic analysis of S(k). We
attribute this structural transition to excluded volume interac-
tions that are, by definition, not captured in the far-field decay
of the correlation functions, and commonly not taken into ac-
count in mean-field models. This jump does not appear to

affect the power law decay of the charge correlations in any
significant way.

Furthermore, we study the correlations between like-
charges. Figure 5 shows that like-charges transition from be-
ing negatively correlated to positively correlated as the ion
concentration increases, suggesting the existence of complex
clusters of charge rather than single or paired ions. We believe
this emergent behavior to be entropically driven, and use the
simulated configurations to identify clusters of ions with the
same signed charge. Figure 6 shows qualitatively and Figure 7
quantitatively the size distribution of these clusters. The clus-
ter size distributions in the second column of Figure 7 are nor-
malized with respect to simulations of the same system with-
out electrostatic interactions among the ions. We use this “ref-
erence state” to reduce any bias introduced by the cut-off ra-
dius used to identify clustered ions and to distinguish the role
of electrostatic interactions from packing effects. We validate
the positive correlations in g++(r) at short ranges correspond-
ing to like-charge ion clusters, and find that clusters composed
of a small number of ions (less than 10 ions) are more preva-
lent in the electrolyte than in the simple binary hard-sphere
simulations. The analysis reveals clear trends in the cluster
size distribution. Packing promotes like-charge clusters, while
electrostatic interactions inhibit their formation.

We use the Kubler-Leibler divergence to compute the rela-
tive entropy of the cluster size distributions with and without
electrostatics. We find that it is near zero at low values of
λ
−1
D , indicating that there is little entropic difference between

the two systems. Nonetheless, once the screening length is
in the order of the ion diameter, the relative entropy increases
monotonically. There are two reasons for this deviation in rel-
ative entropy from zero.

In this work, we have have seen that the size of the hard-
core represents an important physical length scale in deter-
mining the structural properties of a concentrated electrolyte.
Evidence of this can be observed not only by the computed
correlation lengths and frequencies of oscillation, but also
the relative entropy for like-charge clusters. These measures
of the microstructure appear to reliably collapse on master-
curves when κD is scaled on ahs. Understanding why this col-
lapse occurs is important.

Consider the case of two interacting ions in solution. The
strongest Coulomb interaction, Umax, that the ions experience
when ahs > a scales as q2/ahs. When this energy scale is
normalized by the thermal energy, kBT , it can be rewritten
as Umax/kBT ∼ z2λB/ahs, the characteristic energy scale for
Coulombic interactions. This is not of particular concern in
the case of point charges because they occupy an infinite small
volume that allows the charges in the lattice to have a mini-
mum distance of closest approach. Nonetheless, if hard-core
repulsions, which are present in reality, are taken into account
from the “swelling” process, the interparticle distance dic-
tated by the effective charge is shorter than the diameter of
the swelled ions. This renders the interparticle distance that
would minimize the internal free energy for point charges no
longer an accessible state. Thus, the length scale that con-
trols the structural properties of concentrated electrolytes is
not the physical length scale that naturally arises from elec-
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trostatic interactions, but rather the physical length scale that
arises precisely from the non-continuum nature of the hard-
core repulsions, and commonly not considered in mean-field
theories.

Additionally, this work exposes some hidden structures that
emerge in concentrated electrolytes. It seems that collective
effects might be important in understanding and predicting
underscreening. The presence of like-charges in the neigh-
borhood of a central ion, differs the commonly understood
picture of screening, as there are not sufficient counterions to
“shield” the emanated electric field. Counterintuitively, there
are charges with equal sign that locally enhance the gradient
of the electric potential. This could have additional impor-
tant theoretical consequences, because it suggests that con-
centrated electrolytes may have more heterogeneity in the lo-
cal charge distribution and exhibit higher local charge densi-
ties than anticipated by naive mean field theories. There is a
distribution of like-charge clusters that affects the local elec-
trolyte structure and might influence the effective screening of
electrostatic forces between macroscopic charged surfaces in
ways that differ from that observed for the charge pair corre-
lation function.

We leave it to future work to quantify how fluctuations in
local charge density due to the existence of like-charge clus-
ters and additional topological constraints from the charged
surfaces in surface force apparatuses affect bulk screening.
We think this might be able to explain the discrepancy be-
tween the observed scalings for the screening length found
by experiments using macroscopic surfaces as transducers
of electrostatic forces and those predicted by computational
methods for bulk electrolytes. While experiments to study
these clusters in concentrated electrolytes are technically dif-
ficult because of the length scales involved, similar conditions
could be obtained in a suspension with oppositely charged col-
loids. These kind of colloidal systems have been previously
used to test the phase behaviour predicted by the Restrictive
Primitive Model.52 The local structure in such a colloidal elec-
trolyte could be observed with fluorescence microscopy.53,54
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Appendix A: Equilibration process and structural relaxation
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FIG. 9. ( a ) Time evolution of the total potential energy and
( b ) the dipole auto-correlation function for the case of ε = 5.0,
φ = φa = 0.45. The auto-correlation function is shown for the mag-
nitude of the dipole moment (black continuous line) and for each of
its Cartesian components; the x, y and z components are presented by
the blue, orange and green dotted lines respectively.

The equilibration process is as follows: first, we randomly
place all labelled (positive and negative) ions in the sim-
ulation box. The box length is of equal magnitude in all
simulations (L = 100a). Then, simulations are run for 50τD
without any electrostatic interactions. Finally, electrostatic
interactions are enabled and the simulations are run for an
additional 150τD. The first 100τD (50τD without electrostatic
interactions and 50τD with electrostatic interactions) are
discarded.

We tracked the total potential energy and the total dipole
moment of the simulation box to validate the previous
equilibration steps as sufficient. We computed the normalized
dipole moment auto-correlation function:55

〈
M(t) ·M(0)

〉
=
〈M(t) ·M(0)〉
〈M(0) ·M(0)〉

, (A1)

where M(t) is the total dipole moment of the simulation box:

M(t) = ∑
α

qα ·xα(t) (A2)

where α runs over all particles. This particular auto-
correlation function is associated with the structural (or di-
electric) relaxation of the entire simulation box.55

The evolution of the total potential energy after the elec-
trostatic interactions are enabled and the normalized dipole
moment auto-correlation function are shown in Figure 9 (a)
and (b) respectively. Both figures correspond to the case of
ε = 5.0 and φa = φ = 0.45. Subfigure (a) shows that the po-
tential energy fluctuates around a stable value within 5τD.
Similarly, the dipole moment auto-correlation function (sub-
figure (b)) decays to zero within 5τD. Given that the dis-
carded time is one order of magnitude greater than the relax-
ation times of the simulation box, we can conclude that the
averaged quantities in this research correspond to equilibrium
properties.
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FIG. 10. Cluster size probability distribution P(n) for the
case of ε = 5.0 and φa = φ = 0.45 found for different box lengths
L = [15a,50a,75a,100a,125a]. Notice that the cluster size probabil-
ity distributions no system size dependence for the cases of L≥ 75a.

Appendix B: Box size dependence of the like-charge cluster
probability distribution.

The cluster size distribution P(n) was calculated for differ-
ent box sizes to ensure that the like charge clusters are not an
artifice of the periodic boundary conditions in the simulation.
Figure 10 shows the case of ε = 5.0 and φa = φ = 0.45 found
for different box lengths L = [15a,50a,75a,100a,125a]. The
plot shows little to no difference in the behavior of P(n) that
correspond to box lengths of L = 75a,100a,125a] (gray aster-
isks, dotted green line and dashed orange line respectively).
In contrast, box sizes corresponding to L = 15a and L = 50a
show slight deviations from the other distributions (L≥ 75a)
for n > 8, which probably result from insufficient numbers of
ions in the simulation to enable accurate sampling of large
clusters.

As no differences in the distribution are present for
L≥ 75a, we conclude that the box length size equal to 100a
used for all simulations discussed in our manuscript is suffi-
cient to prevent any artifice the periodic boundary conditions
might otherwise introduce.
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