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We show, using a model coupling mass transport and liquid theory calculations for a charge-stabilized col-
loidal dispersion, that diffusion significantly limits measurement times of its Equation Of State (EOS), osmotic
pressure vs composition, using the osmotic compression technique. Following this result, we present a mi-
crofluidic chip allowing one to measure the entire EOS of a charged dispersion at the nanoliter scale in a few
hours. We also show that time-resolved analyses of relaxation to equilibrium in this microfluidic experiment
lead to direct estimates of the collective diffusion coefficient of the dispersion in Donnan equilibrium with a salt
reservoir.

The dynamics of many out-of-equilibrium processes in-
volving colloidal dispersions, such as drying, ultrafiltration,
or sedimentation rely primarily on two fundamental inputs:
the Equation of State (EOS) osmotic pressure Π vs colloid
concentration ϕ , and the collective diffusion coefficient D(ϕ)
relating the concentration gradient to the colloid flux in Fick’s
law [1–7]. In ultrafiltration for example, the colloid accumu-
lation at the membrane, the so-called concentration polariza-
tion, limits the process by the local increase in osmotic pres-
sure, but is limited by collective diffusion that opposes the
formation of concentration gradients [8]. These quantities are
also central to many fundamental questions, such as the va-
lidity of a generalized Stokes-Einstein relation for colloidal
dispersions [9–11]. Beyond dispersions, these quantities, and
more particularly the EOS Π vs ϕ , are also fundamental to
probe and understand interactions of soft matter systems at
colloidal scales (see e.g., Refs. [12–14]).

For charge-stabilized dispersions, Π(ϕ) and D(ϕ) depend
on colloidal interactions [15] and thus on the ion concentra-
tion, and they are difficult to measure. The EOS can be esti-
mated by various techniques such as analytical ultracentrifu-
gation, vapor pressure or membrane osmometry [16], but os-
motic compression remains the primary technique because it
allows one to measure the EOS at fixed and imposed chemi-
cal potentials of salts in order to control colloidal interactions.
In this experiment [see Fig. 1(a)], a dialysis bag (typical vol-
ume ∼ 10 mL) filled with a dispersion is immersed in a bath
containing salts and polymers that impose an osmotic pres-
sure, Πi. The bag is not permeable to polymers and colloids
but allows the exchange of solvent and ions to balance their
chemical potentials, the so-called Donnan equilibrium. The
colloid concentration ϕ? in the bag is then measured (often by
dry extract) leading to one point of the EOS, Πi vs ϕ?, for the
conditions imposed by the reservoir. For most dispersions, the
long equilibration times (≥ days) prevent rapid measurements
of the EOS by osmotic compression and therefore its use in
particular in research and development to quickly screen for-
mulations. Moreover, this technique uses relatively large sam-
ple volumes, a few milliliters per measurement point, and is
therefore unsuitable for the measurement of EOS of samples
that are either expensive or available in too small quantities.
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FIG. 1. (a) Osmotic compression for a charged dispersion. (b) and
(c) Concentration profiles evenly spaced from t̃ = 0 to 0.9 for Pe = 1
and from t̃ = 0 to 0.014 for Pe = 103. (d) Corresponding R/R0 vs t̃;
τ̃eq values are shown with bullets. (e) (•) τeq vs R0 estimated from
the numerical model. The dashed lines are the scaling laws with R0
as explained in the text.

Measurements of D(ϕ) are even more challenging for
charged dispersions. D(ϕ) is often estimated from dynamic
scattering experiments whose clear interpretation is limited to
monodisperse colloids diluted enough to avoid multiple scat-
tering [17–22]. For less monodisperse and more concentrated
colloids, recent works reported estimates of D(ϕ) using di-

ar
X

iv
:2

20
2.

01
02

4v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

of
t]

  2
 F

eb
 2

02
2



2

rect measurements of both concentration gradient and colloid
flux in microfluidic experiments [23, 24]. Such experiments,
however, do not allow one to control the ionic concentration
as for the Donnan equilibrium, so that these measurements re-
main tricky to extrapolate to other processes. In this work,
we first use a model coupling mass transport and liquid theory
to highlight the limiting factor that makes osmotic compres-
sion so slow for charged dispersions. Following this result, we
then develop a microfluidic chip to measure simultaneously
the EOS Π(ϕ) of a charge-stabilized dispersion in a few hours
and its collective diffusion coefficient D(ϕ), both in Donnan
equilibrium.

Consider first a cylindrical dialysis bag of radius R(t) and
fixed length L� R, filled by an aqueous dispersion of spheri-
cal colloids of radius a carrying Z unit charges [see Fig. 1(a)].
The concentration cres of monovalent salt in the bath is as-
sumed to be fixed. The shrinkage rate of the bag is given in
this axisymmetrical model by [25]:

Ṙ(t) = Lp{Π[ϕ(r = R, t)]−Πi}, (1)

where Lp is the permeability of the membrane. As R de-
creases over time, both colloid concentration and osmotic
pressure increase and equilibrium is reached for a homoge-
neous concentration ϕ?, defined by Π(ϕ?) = Πi. Computing
the time τeq to reach equilibrium requires solving mass trans-
port within the bag. For this, we first assume that ions are al-
ways at equilibrium because of their high diffusivity. For local
thermodynamic equilibrium conditions (ignoring, e.g., phase
nucleation kinetics), assuming isothermal conditions at room
temperature T and neglecting advection, the colloid volume
fraction follows:

∂ϕ

∂ t
=

1
r

∂

∂ r

(
rD(ϕ)

∂ϕ

∂ r

)
. (2)

For spherical and monodisperse colloids, D(ϕ) is given
by [26]:

D(ϕ) = D0K(ϕ)χ−1
osm, (3)

where D0 = (kBT )/(6πηa) is the Stokes-Einstein coefficient
(η is the solvent viscosity and kB is the Boltzmann constant),
K(ϕ) is the long-time sedimentation hindrance function, and
χosm is the osmotic compressibility coefficient defined by:

χ
−1
osm =

(
∂βΠ

∂n

)
T,cres

=
1

S(q→ 0)
, (4)

where n = ϕ/(4/3πa3), β = 1/(kBT ), and S(q) is the colloid
structure factor. Note that both χosm and K(ϕ) are evaluated
at fixed reservoir conditions cres. The boundary condition:

ϕ(R, t)Ṙ+D[ϕ(R, t)]
∂ϕ

∂ r
(R, t) = 0, (5)

ensures the rejection of the colloids by the membrane. As
shown in the Supplemental Material (SM) [27], this model can

be made dimensionless defining r̃ = r/R0 and t̃ = (D0/R2
0)t,

with R0 = R(t = 0), and depends on the Péclet number Pe =
R0LpΠi/D0 comparing the rate of bag shrinkage to colloid
diffusion.

To solve this model, Π(ϕ) and D(ϕ) are evaluated as fol-
lows. First, an effective interaction potential between colloids
is designed as follows:

βu = lBZ2
eff

e−κeffr

r
for r ≥ 2a, βu = ∞ for r < 2a, (6)

where lB is the Bjerrum length, and Zeff and κ
−1
eff are respec-

tively an effective charge and an effective screening length ob-
tained by the Extrapolated Point Charge (EPC) renormaliza-
tion method [28]. The Ornstein-Zernike (OZ) equation is then
solved for the structure factor S(q) with either the Rescaled
Mean-Spherical Approximation or the HyperNetted-Chain
closure, which yield indistinguishable results for this sys-
tem. Π(ϕ) follows from the virial theorem [28]. D(ϕ) is
estimated using Eq. (3), assuming the long-time K(ϕ) can
be approximated by its short-time counterpart Ks(ϕ) evalu-
ated using the renormalized density fluctuation expansion of
Beenakker and Mazur (δγ method) [26, 29–36] taking as sole
input the structure factor S(q). Any difference between Ks(ϕ)
and K(ϕ) would be due to non-pairwise hydrodynamic inter-
actions, negligible at small ϕ [18]. As a relevant case, we
consider a = 10 nm, Z = 450, T = 20◦C, η = 1 mPas, and
cres = 10 mM. The above calculations give D(ϕ)/D0 = 3–16
with D0 ' 2.15× 10−11 m2/s, and Π(ϕ) = 0.13–80 kPa for
ϕ = 0.05–0.34 (see Figs. 3 and 4).

Equations (1), (2) and (5) have been solved numerically for
an initial concentration ϕ0 = 0.05, Πi = 50 kPa, and various
Pe. For Pe� O(1), diffusion homogenizes the concentration
during the shrinkage of the bag as illustrated in Fig. 1(b). In
this regime, ϕ(r, t) ' ϕ0R2

0/R2 owing to mass conservation,
and Eq. (1) shows that τeq ∝ R0/(LpΠ0) [see Fig. 1(e)]. For
Pe� O(1), Fig. 1(c) shows that the concentration close to
the membrane quickly tends to ϕ? defined by Π(ϕ?) ' Πi.
The dynamics is then limited by the relaxation by diffusion
of the concentration gradient over the bag, and τeq ∝ R2

0/D0
(see Fig. 1(e) and SM [27]). Figure 1(e) shows that, for a per-
meability of Lp = 2×10−12 m/(Pa s) typical of dialysis bags
used for osmotic compression, τeq ' 1 day for R0 ' 1 cm.
These results also show that increasing the permeability Lp
does not decrease equilibration times in this regime because
the transport is diffusion-limited, and this would only rein-
force the importance of the concentration gradient (Pe ∝ Lp).
Figure 1(e) indicates, however, that reducing the bag size to
the microfluidic scale (R0 ≤ 100 µm) should significantly ac-
celerate osmotic compression.

To measure EOSs in short times, we thus developed a
microfluidic chip mimicking membrane osmometry at the
nanoliter scale to improve mass transport, and with a reser-
voir to impose a salt chemical potential. First, we made
poly(ethylene glycol) diacrylate (PEGDA) chips using a rapid
prototyping technique [37] (see SM for details [27]). Fig-
ure 2(a) shows their design: two parallel channels (AB and
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FIG. 2. (a) Design of the microfluidic chip. (b) Bright field view
showing the nanoporous membrane in the transverse channel. (c)
Compression of the dispersion by an imposed pressure, Pi, and (d)
typical fluorescence image. (e) Space-time plot of ϕ(x, t) for Pi =
19 kPa and cres = 1 mM. (f) Continuous acquisition at cres = 5 mM
using a pressure ramp after a constant pressure step. The imposed
pressures Pi vs t are shown with white dotted lines on the space-time
plots.

CD) are connected by a transverse channel of height h =
45 µm, width w = 100 µm, and length L = 650 µm. To
integrate a nanoporous membrane, we then inject an aque-
ous formulation containing PEGDA, a photoinitiator, and
poly(ethylene glycol) (PEG) and use spatially-resolved photo-
polymerization [38] to cross-link a hydrogel at one end of the
transverse channel. PEG chains induce a phase separation
during polymerization leading to a nanoporous hydrogel [39].
After polymerization, the hydrogel is flushed leading to the
nanoporous membrane of width ' 25 µm shown in Fig. 2(b).
Such membranes withstand pressure drops up to several bars
thanks to the chemical bonds with the acrylate groups of the
channel walls, and they reject nanoparticles' 20 nm in diam-
eter while being permeable to water and salts [38].

For EOS measurements, we studied dispersions of
polystyrene particles stabilized by sulfate charges to avoid
charge regulation effects (ThermoFisher, S37200, Lot No.
1677598). According to the manufacturer, 2a ' 26± 3 nm
and Z ' 450 from titration. To perform measurements of
concentration profiles, this dispersion is seeded with a tiny
amount (concentration ratio ' 2.7×10−4) of fluorescent col-
loids of the same size and the same chemistry (ThermoFisher,
F8845, Lot No. 2059222). We checked that the fluorescence
intensity varies linearly with the colloid concentration, and
that photobleaching is negligible thanks to a shutter limiting
the overall exposure.

In a typical experiment, we first impose PC −PD ' 1 kPa
to ensure a steady flow (' 30 µL/h) of an aqueous sodium
chloride (NaCl) solution at concentration cres ranging from
0.1 to 100 mM. Then, we fill channel AB with the disper-
sion at a volume fraction of ' 0.075. Colloids invade the
transverse channel by diffusion and diffusio-phoresis induced
by any ion concentration gradient, as shown in a similar ge-
ometry [40]. After enough colloids have invaded the trans-
verse channel, we flow an inert oil (AR200, Sigma-Aldrich)
in channel AB to trap the colloids upstream of the membrane
in the volume hwL ' 3 nL [see Fig. 2(c)]. In a typical ex-
periment, we impose a fixed pressure PA = PB at inlets A and
B, and acquire fluorescence images [see Fig. 2(d) for a typ-
ical image]. The pressure drop across the transverse chan-
nel, Pi = PA− (PC +PD)/2, ranges from 10 to 100 kPa, and
is higher than the capillary pressure drop (≤ 1 kPa) across the
oil/dispersion interface.

Figure 2(e) shows a space-time plot of the concentration
profile ϕ(x, t) estimated from the fluorescence images aver-
aged over the width w for Pi = 19 kPa and cres = 1 mM.
The pressure drop compresses the dispersion upstream of the
membrane, therefore concentrating the particles. After a tran-
sient ' 300 s, a steady state is reached with the homogeneous
concentration ϕ? ' 0.16. In such experiments, the thermo-
dynamic equilibrium corresponds to the balance between the
imposed mechanical pressure and the osmotic pressure of the
dispersion, Π(ϕ?) = Pi, and thus to one point of the EOS,
measured here in a few minutes.

To get the entire EOS, Pi is increased up to 100 kPa by steps
of 10 kPa, and the concentration upstream of the membrane is
measured when equilibrium is reached. Figure 3 shows such
data for different reservoirs conditions. The measurement ac-
curacy allows one to highlight the screening reduction due to a
salinity decrease (increase of Π at fixed ϕ for decreasing cres),
even when approaching the salt-free limit. After each point
acquisition, Pi is set to 0 in order to check the redispersibil-
ity of the particles upstream of the membrane (see Fig. 3).
The particles aggregate regardless of the imposed pressure for
cres = 100 mM, but remain redispersible up to Π = 100 kPa
for cres≤ 1 mM. This point by point acquisition was also com-
pared to a continuous acquisition in which Pi has been slowly
increased up to Pi = 100 kPa during ' 6 h after an initial step
at Pi = 5.5 kPa. For this experiment at cres = 5 mM, the slow
pressure ramp ensures quasi-equilibrium with almost homo-
geneous concentration [see Fig. 2(f)]. As shown in Fig. 3,
the corresponding Π(ϕ) curve perfectly overlaps the point-by-
point acquisition, demonstrating the possibility to determine
EOS with an unprecedented resolution.

These experimental EOS have not been compared to mea-
surements made by classical osmotic compression as this
would require too large volumes of the commercial disper-
sion, and would therefore be prohibitively expensive. Instead,
they are compared to the theoretical estimates obtained from
the solution of the OZ equation with renormalization in Fig. 3.
Note that this same theoretical framework has already been
successfully used to describe EOS measured by classical os-
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FIG. 3. Microfluidic acquisition of EOS. Open symbols indicate col-
loids aggregated irreversibly by the compression. The green dots
were obtained from the continuous acquisition shown in Fig. 2(f).
The plus signs correspond to the out-of-equilibrium measurements
using Eq. (7), see text. Salt concentrations are cres = 0.1 (blue), 1
(orange), 5 (green), 10 (red), and 100 (purple) mM. The colored lines
were obtained from solutions of the OZ equation. The black line was
obtained from PFBD simulations at cres = 0.1 mM. Snapshots are
volume renderings of the electric potential field in this simulation at
three concentrations.

motic compression for a dispersion very close to the system
studied here [41]. For the dispersion considered here, perfect
agreement over the full range of ϕ and cres is obtained us-
ing the measured bare charge Z = 450, and a unique colloid
radius a = 10 nm slightly smaller than the value measured
by dynamic light scattering, a ' 11–13 nm with a polydis-
persity index PdI= 0.1–0.2 in line with other measurements
on the same dispersion, evidencing also a broad size distribu-
tion [42]. We believe this small mismatch is primarily due to
polydispersity, while calculations strictly consider monodis-
perse colloids.

Although there is no universal model or scaling behavior for
the osmotic pressure in the range of volume fraction and salt
concentration considered here, a few comments on the physics
underlying the EOS shown in Fig. 3 are in order. The com-
pressibility factor Z = Π/(nkBT ) (with a = 10 nm) reported
in Fig. S2 in the SM [27] is always much larger than unity
(typically in the range 10–200) because of the significant elec-
trostatic repulsions at the finite volume fractions studied here.
Long-range interactions come into play fairly quickly for all
but the highest salt concentration. Therefore, an ”effectively
concentrated” regime in which the mean intercolloid distance
is less than a few times the interaction range is obtained for ϕ

greater than a few percents. Under these conditions, colloids
are trapped in electrostatic cages, leading to a solidlike (glassy
or crystalline) state whose thermodynamic properties are well

described by the simple, albeit nonlinear, Poisson-Boltzmann
cell model which assumes that the osmotic pressure of the dis-
persion is dominated by the contribution of ions [41, 43–47].
This model, used with the same physicochemical parameters
as those used for the OZ theory, indeed allows one to de-
scribe most of the experimental points quite well (see Fig. S2
in SM [27]). However, the high colloidal surface charge and
associated significant ion condensation prevent any analytical
scaling law from being obtained. Data points at intermedi-
ate salt content and volume fraction which are not well de-
scribed by the cell model correspond to a liquidlike phase in
which colloids interact at a non-vanishing distance (compared
to their size). In this regime, the osmotic pressure is domi-
nated by the contribution of direct colloid-colloid interactions
and can be estimated from perturbation methods or solutions
of the OZ equation (see Ref. [41] for more detailed discus-
sions on the different methods to estimate EOS of charge-
stabilized dispersions).

As the use of effective potentials and closures with the
OZ equation remains an active research topic especially un-
der concentrated and low salt conditions [15], we also per-
formed particle scale numerical calculations using Brow-
nian dynamics coupled to a three-dimensional nonlinear
Poisson-Boltzmann solver providing the many-body electro-
static forces exerted on each colloid (Particle-Field Brownian
Dynamics, PFBD, see SM [27]) [47–51]. This method is more
precise as it does not rely on approximate closure relations
and does not require the definition of an effective potential.
As in the experiments where compression occurs in a single
direction, compression is driven along a given axis in the sim-
ulation. Because these numerical calculations are long, they
have been undertaken only for cres = 0.1 mM, the most diffi-
cult case to capture with the renormalized OZ approach. The
close agreement among simulation, theory, and experiments
[see Fig. 3] confirms again the robustness of the EPC renor-
malization used with liquid theories, and also shows that the
anisotropy of the compression, as compared to the isotropic
case considered with OZ theory, does not play a role in our
configuration.

We now exploit the time-resolved concentration profiles
during the compression to measure the collective diffusion co-
efficient D(ϕ). In the framework of the local thermodynamic
equilibrium, the imposed pressure drop Pi induces a mean flow
in the channel given by:

J = Lp{Π[ϕ(x = 0, t)]−Pi} , (7)

because the pressure drop due to the viscous forces is neg-
ligible. In this one-dimensional model, the colloid volume
fraction obeys:

∂ϕ

∂ t
+ J

∂ϕ

∂x
=

∂

∂x

(
D(ϕ)

∂ϕ

∂x

)
, (8)

Jϕ(x = 0, t) =
(

D(ϕ)
∂ϕ

∂x

)
x=0, t

, (9)

with Eq. (9) ensuring the rejection of the colloids by the mem-
brane. Again in this model, Π(ϕ) and D(ϕ) are assumed in



5

0 200 400 600
0.00

0.03

0.06

0.09

0.12

0.15

0.18

x (µm)

0.0 0.1 0.2
100

101

D
/
D

0

ϕ

ϕ

FIG. 4. ϕ(x, t) at various t for Pi = 6 kPa and cres = 10 mM. Black
lines are numerical solutions of Eqs. (7), (8) and (9) with Π(ϕ) and
D(ϕ) calculated from liquid theories. Inset: Theoretical D(ϕ)/D0 at
various cres, same color code as in Fig. 3. Circles are measurements
at cres = 1 and 10 mM.

Donnan equilibrium with the salt concentration cres imposed
upstream of the membrane.

We first exploited ϕ(x = 0, t) vs t measured during the first
steps of imposed Pi [see Fig. 2(e)], to estimate the EOS using
Eq. (7) and known values of the permeability Lp. J ' Ȧ/w
is measured from the temporal evolution of the area A of
the dispersion estimated from the fluorescence images [see
Fig. 2(d)]. The data Π[ϕ(x = 0, t)] vs ϕ(x = 0, t) mea-
sured this way are shown in Fig. 3 with Lp ' 1.7± 0.3×
10−10 m/(Pa s) in agreement with values measured using the
same technique and only water upstream of the membrane
(Π = 0). These out-of-equilibrium data at low ϕ are in good
agreement with the theoretical EOS at equilibrium thus con-
firming the hypothesis of local Donnan equilibrium, despite
the transmembrane flow.

In a second step, we measured ψ(x, t) =
∫ x

0 ϕ(u, t)du, the
amount of colloids trapped upstream of the membrane up to
the position x. Temporal variations of ψ(x, t) are related to
the colloid flux at position x [see Eqs. (8) and (9)] and can
thus be used to estimate D(ϕ) providing we compute ∂xϕ

and J from the data. The inset of Fig. 4 shows such analysis
for various x at cres = 1 mM and 10 mM. As expected, D(ϕ)
is significantly larger than the Stokes-Einstein D0 due to the
electrostatic repulsion, in particular when the dispersion is in
equilibrium with a low salinity reservoir. These data are com-
pared in the inset of Fig. 4 to the theoretical estimates given
by the methods explained above, showing a very good agree-
ment. To further confirm our model, we numerically solved
Eqs. (7), (8), and (9) with Π(ϕ) and D(ϕ) estimated theoret-
ically for cres = 10 mM, using the experimental initial condi-
tion ϕ(x, t = 0) at Pi = 6 kPa. Figure 4 shows that the overall
dynamics is well predicted by the model, without any free pa-
rameters, confirming the assumption of Donnan equilibrium
despite the fluid flow.

In the above comparison, the theoretical D(ϕ) is estimated

using the short-time sedimentation hindrance function Ks(ϕ),
showing that Ks'K for these charged colloids up to ϕ ' 0.15.
Such a similarity has already been shown numerically for
hard-sphere dispersions [52], but experimental evidence is
still lacking for polydisperse and concentrated dispersions.
The range of experimental parameters explored above leads
to unambiguous measurements of the long-time D(ϕ) only
in the range ϕ ' [0.05–0.15] and new experiments are now
needed to access a wider ϕ range, especially to investigate the
possible role of many-body hydrodynamics.

In this work, we developed a chip to measure with improved
resolution and acquisition time, EOS of charged dispersions in
equilibrium with a salt reservoir down to osmotic pressures of
a few kPa. The dynamics can also be used to measure simul-
taneously the long-time collective diffusion coefficient of the
dispersion, also in Donnan equilibrium, a quantity difficult to
measure using classical means. In the future, we plan to use
these tools to address the breakdown of the Donnan equilib-
rium hypothesis, a subtle issue that could be relevant to many
processes, such as ultrafiltration, that involve potentially in-
tense flows.
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in charge-stabilized suspensions: concentration and salt effects,
J. Chem. Phys. 126, 104905 (2007).

[23] L. Goehring, J. Li, and P.-C. Kiatkirakajorn, Drying paint: from
micro-scale dynamics to mechanical instabilities, Philos. Trans.
R. Soc., A 375, 2093 (2017).

[24] B. Sobac, S. Dehaeck, A. Bouchaudy, and J.-B. Salmon, Col-
lective diffusion coefficient of a charged colloidal dispersion:
Interferometric measurements in a drying drop, Soft Matter 16,
8213 (2020).

[25] S. Marbach and L. Bocquet, Osmosis, from molecular insights
to large-scale applications, Chem. Soc. Rev. 48, 3102 (2019).
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[49] J. Dobnikar, D. Haložan, M. Brumen, H.-H. Von Grünberg,

and R. Rzehak, Poisson-Boltzmann Brownian dynamics of
charged colloids in suspension, Comput. Phys. Commun. 159,
73 (2004).

[50] Y. Hallez and M. Meireles, Modeling the electrostatics of hol-
low shell suspensions: Ion distribution, pair interactions, and
many-body effects, Langmuir 32, 10430 (2016).

[51] L. Teulon, Y. Hallez, S. Raffy, F. Guerin, E. Palleau, and
L. Ressier, Electrostatic directed assembly of colloidal mi-

croparticles assisted by convective flow, J. Phys. Chem. C 123,
783 (2019).

[52] E. Wajnryb, P. Szymczak, and B. Cichocki, Brownian dynam-
ics: divergence of mobility tensor, Physica A 335, 339 (2004).

[53] J.-B. Salmon, F. Doumenc, and B. Guerrier, Humidity-
insensitive water evaporation from molecular complex fluids,
Phys. Rev. E 96, 032612 (2017).

[54] X.-D. Liu, R. P. Fedkiw, and M. Kang, A boundary condition
capturing method for Poisson’s equation on irregular domains,
J. Comput. Phys. 160, 151 (2000).


	Microfluidic osmotic compression of a charge-stabilized colloidal dispersion: Equation of state and collective diffusion coefficient
	Abstract
	 Acknowledgments
	 References


