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We present a soft-potential-enhanced Poisson-Boltzmann (SPB) theory to efficiently capture ion distributions
and electrostatic potential around rodlike charged macromolecules. The SPB model is calibrated with a coarse-
grained particle-based model for polyelectrolytes (PEs) in monovalent salt solutions as well as compared to a full
atomistic molecular dynamics simulations with explicit solvent. We demonstrate that our modification enables
the SPB theory to accurately predict monovalent ion distributions around a rodlike PE in a wide range of ion
and charge distribution conditions in the weak-coupling regime. These include excess salt concentrations up to
1 M, and ion sizes ranging from small ions, such as Na+ or Cl−, to softer and larger ions with size comparable
to the PE diameter. The work provides a simple way to implement an enhancement that effectively captures the
influence of ion size and species into the PB theory in the context of PEs in aqueous salt solutions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Solutions and assemblies of polyelectrolytes (PEs), poly-
mers with electrolyte groups that dissociate in aqueous en-
vironment, are ubiquitous in biology, but also in industrial
processes and advanced materials. The applications of PEs
range from hydrogels and water purification, synthetic biol-
ogy and drug transport to flocculation, bio-contact materials,
and chemical sensors in aqueous environments [1–5]. In the
applications, PE interactions and assembly are readily con-
trolled by, e.g., PE chemistry, pH, temperature, and solution
additives. A particularly important and simple way to control
the interactions is the addition of salt, see e.g. Refs. 6 and 7.

To a first approximation, the PEs, such as many synthetic
and biopolymers, including e.g. DNA and many proteins,
can be approximated as charged rods or cylinders at scales
well below the persistence length. An accessible and rela-
tively simple means to assess interactions of rod-like charged
macromolecules in solution is provided by the mean-field
Poisson–Boltzmann (PB) description, in which the charged
macromolecule is described as an idealized, infinitely long
line charge in the weak-coupling regime (for reviews see e.g.
Refs. 8 and 9). Based on the PB model, the most well-
known approach to consider ion condensation in PE systems
is provided by the Manning-Oosawa theory that describes the
counterions as pointlike and considers them within the De-
bye–Hückel approximation [10, 11]. Manning description has
also been augmented to cover excess salt via the nonlinear
Poisson–Boltzmann model [12].

Characteristic to the mean-field approaches, such as the PB
theory, is that it captures the PE-system response at low charge
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densities and for monovalent salt solutions [13–15]. How-
ever excess multivalent salt or strongly interacting systems
break down PB based approaches [13, 16–20]. To describe
these, approaches going beyond the weak-coupling PB equa-
tion, strong-coupling theory approaches [21–23] or particle-
based simulations [13, 17] need to be used. Specifically,
mean-field models fail to account for molecular level struc-
ture and PE charge distribution deviations from the assumed
cylindrical symmetry [8, 24]. Ion size can be effectively ac-
counted for in the models [25–28] and also chemical speci-
ficity of the ions can be partially considered for by modifying
the interaction potentials, see e.g. Refs. 29–32. These type of
enhancements significantly increase the applicability range of
the PB approaches.

Particle-based Monte Carlo and molecular dynamics sim-
ulations can efficiently capture the structural and charge-
correlations-related features that mean-field approaches fail
with. Previously, particle-based simulations [13, 33–35] of PE
systems have outlined the significance of charge correlations
in PE interactions. Furthermore, it is obvious that at micro-
scopic lengths scales the molecular structure is important, see
e.g. Ref. 31.

Nevertheless, due to their conceptual simplicity and numer-
ical efficiency, enhancement schemes to PB models remain
very useful for describing PE interactions. Notably, the mod-
ified mean-field approaches are parameter-dependent in accu-
racy and may involve several input parameters with no stan-
dardized way of determining them, see e.g. Refs. 36–38.
Here, we target an easy-to-approach effective PB theory to en-
hanced modelling of PEs in aqueous salt solutions and a sys-
tematic modelling accuracy characterization. To this purpose,
we consider a PE in aqueous salt solution as a charged rod,
its counterions, and the monovalent salt as added ions. We
construct a soft-potential-enhanced Poisson-Boltzmann (SPB)
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model, parametrize it against particle-based simulations and
systematically map the accuracy of the description against the
particle based predictions in coarse-grained and full atomistic
detail levels. The model is thus based on a rigorous descrip-
tion of the system and the implemented modification has a
physical basis. The work demonstrates an easily parametriz-
able, single-parameter SPB model that captures to a very good
degree of accuracy ion distributions and the electrostatic po-
tential around the examined model PE in monovalent salt.
This includes concentrations ranging from no added salt to
1 M, and ion sizes corresponding to small, hard monovalent
ions such as Na+ to significantly larger, spherical ions with
hydrated effective diameter exceeding 1 nm.

II. THEORY AND SIMULATION METHODS

A. All-atom-detail molecular dynamics simulations

For the atomistic-detail reference system, we choose the
anionic poly(styrene sulfonate) (PSS) with sodium counte-
rions and NaCl as the added monovalent salt. This is be-
cause of its relatively high line charge density (−3.6 e/nm)
and bottle-brush-like structure in which the charged sulfonate
groups extend from the backbone asymmetrically. The local-
ized charges away from the center axis of the polymer and
their density cause deviations from the mean-field approach.

The GROMACS package [39, 40] is used for the atomistic-
detail molecular dynamics simulations. We use the OPLS-
AA [41] force field to model the PE and the TIP4P [42] model
for explicit water molecules. Na+ and Cl− ion models are
taken from Refs. 43 and 44, respectively.

A linear chain of 20 monomers is set parallel to the z axis
and spanning the simulation box as an infinite chain (see
Fig. 1(a)). Preparation of the periodic, infinite chain follows
Ref. 31. Solvation is performed by the GROMACS solvate
tool, and the final water-density-equilibrated simulation box is
7.9× 7.9× 5.6 nm3. All atomistic-detail simulation systems
contain 20 Na+ ions as PSS counterions. We add excess salt
in concentrations of 0.125 M, 0.25 M, 0.5 M, and 1 M to the
solvated system by random replacement of water molecules.

A cutoff of 1 nm is used for non-bonded interactions and
electrostatic contributions in real space, whereas a direct cut-
off (no shift) is used for the Lennard-Jones potential. The
long-range electrostatic contributions are calculated using the
particle-mesh Ewald (PME) method [45] with 0.16 nm grid
spacing and fourth-order splines. Temperature is controlled
by the stochastic V -rescale thermostat [46] with a coupling
constant of 0.1 ps and reference temperature T = 300 K. Pres-
sure control is semi-isotropic with Parrinello–Rahman baro-
stat [47, 48] with a coupling constant of 1 ps and reference
pressure 1 bar. Following Ref. 31, the system is set to be in-
compressible along the z axis. A 2 fs time step within the
leap-frog integration scheme is applied in the N pT simula-
tions. Additionally, all bonds in PEs and in water molecules
are constrained using the LINCS [49] and SETTLE [50] algo-
rithms, respectively.

After initialization, steepest-descent energy minimization is

performed. This is followed by a 2 ns semi-isotropic N pT
ensemble simulation where the PSS is held fixed to adjust the
xy dimensions and water and ion distributions around the PE.
For the production runs, the PSS is released such that it can
freely translate in the xy plane and rotate around its axis. A
100 ns N pT simulation is carried out, and the first 2 ns are
disregarded from the analysis. Data sampling is performed
every 5 ps.

B. Coarse-grained detail molecular dynamics simulations

In coarse-grained molecular dynamics modelling, we con-
struct a charged rod by linearly adding up spherical beads
(force centers) with charge ζ e each, where e is the elemen-
tary charge and ζ the charge valency. The rod beads are at
equal separation b, which results in a line charge λ = ζ e/b.
The ions are spherical beads of monovalent charge ±e.

The interactions between particles are modelled via a
Weeks-Chandlers-Andersen (WCA) [51] potential, which
generally reads as

V i j(r) = 4ε
i j

[(
σ i j

ri j

)12

−
(

σ i j

ri j

)6
]
+ ε

i j; r < ri j
c . (1)

The labels i, j denote either the ionic species or the polymer
beads, and V i j(r) the pair interaction between all the particles
in the system. In the present case of monovalent salt such as
NaCl, there are five distinct interaction pairs corresponding
to anion-anion, cation-cation, anion-cation, anion-bead, and
cation-bead cases. The bead-bead interaction is not relevant
here as the relative bead positions in the rod are strictly con-
strained to be at b. ri j is the distance between the pair i j,
and σ i and ε i denote the diameter and the depth of the poten-
tial well for species i (excluding the bead-bead case). For the
mixed interactions i 6= j we use σ i j = (σ i +σ j)/2, and the
Lorentz-Berthelot (LB) mixing rule ε i j =

√
ε iε j. The cutoff

radii for the pair interactions are set to ri j
c = 21/6σ i j.

Contributions due to electrostatics are modelled via
Coulombic potentials. The pairwise interaction between two
ionic species I and J with charges ζ ie and ζ je is given by

βeVC(r) = ζ
i
ζ

j `B

r
, (2)

where β = 1/kBT for kB the Boltzmann constant and T
the temperature of the system. The Bjerrum length `B =
βe2/(4πε) measures the coupling strength by specifying the
distance at which two unit charges have interaction energy of
kBT . In this, ε = εrε0 is the effective dielectric constant, εr be-
ing the dielectric constant of the solvent (for water, εr = 77.75
at 300 K and 1 atm [52]) and ε0 the vacuum dielectric con-
stant.

The rod of beads is set along the z axis into the center of
a cubic simulation box of size 20× 20× 20 nm3 with im-
plicit solvent and periodic boundary conditions in all direc-
tions (see Fig. 1). In total, 74 consecutive beads each with
charge ζ e = −1e are set at a distance b = 0.27 nm from one
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another. This leads to a line charge density λ = ζ e/b =−3.6
e/nm, matching with the atomistic-detail PSS PE. Production
simulation bead spacing b = 0.27 nm was chosen such that
the linear density of beads along the rod axis is increased until
an essentially cylindrical object whose potential energy sur-
faces are uniform along the chain is obtained; see Fig. S1
of the Supplementary Material (SM) for potential energy sur-
faces. The approach is consistent with our earlier work that
addressed the convergence of electrostatics calculations accu-
racy vs. line charge discretization density [53]. In check-
ing the finite-size effects, counterion condensation and den-
sity profiles converge to system size independent values when
a cubic simulation box is (20 nm)3 or larger. To this end, cu-
bic simulation boxes of sides 4, 6, 10, 20, 40, and 60 nm were
checked (see Fig. S2 of the SM).

For all CG-model simulations, we set the depth of the po-
tential well of the cross-interacting polymer beads to εB =
0.1 kcal/mol and the reference temperature to T = 300 K. The
superscript B refers to the polymer beads. When comparing
the CG model against the all-atom MD modelling, the CG
ions are set to mimic Na+ and Cl− as hydrated ions. Fol-
lowing Refs. 54–56, the CG model cation (Na+ equiva-
lent) and anion (Cl− equivalent) are set to σNa = 0.234 nm
and σCl = 0.378 nm. The corresponding depths of the WCA
potential wells are set to εNa = 1.3εB = 0.13 kcal/mol and
εCl = 1.24εB = 0.124 kcal/mol, respectively. PE charge of
−74e is neutralized by 74 monovalent counter-cations. In
analogy to atomistic-detail simulations, we examine the sys-
tem response to added salt concentrations of 0.125, 0.25, 0.5,
and 1 M.

The CG-MD simulations are performed using the
LAMMPS simulation package [57, 58]. The long-range elec-
trostatic interactions are calculated using the particle-particle
particle-mesh method (PPPM) [59]. A real space cutoff of 1.5
nm is used, beyond which the contributions are obtained in
reciprocal space. The PPPM relative force accuracy is set to
10−5. The NV T ensemble is used, with the temperature of
the system maintained at 300 K using the Nose-Hoover ther-
mostat [60, 61], and with a coupling constant of 0.2 ps. The
rod beads are set immobile while the mobile ions are initially
created at random non-overlapping positions using the Pack-
mol package [62]. The equations of motion for the mobile
ions are integrated using a velocity Verlet algorithm with time
step of 2 fs. The production run duration is 8 ns out of which
the first 0.5 ns are omitted in data analysis as initial equilibra-
tion time based on potential energy and CG ion distributions
reaching equilibrium. For visualization, the VMD [63] and
OVITO [64] packages were used.

C. Poisson-Boltzmann theory

Consider an infinite, impenetrable, rigid and charged cylin-
der with point-like neutralizing counterions with surface
charge density of λ/2πa, where a is the cylinder radius. The
full nonlinear Poisson-Boltzmann (PB) equation describing
the electric potential φ(r) = φPB(r) surrounding such a cylin-

der is given by [9]

∇
2
φPB(r) =−

e
ε
∑

i
ζ

i
ρ

i
0 exp

(
−βeζ

i
φPB(r)

)
, (3)

where ζ i is the ion valency and ρ i
0 the number density of the ith

ion species. We consider here the case of negatively charged
PEs which have to be neutralized by adding positive counte-
rions of number density ρci. After this, salt is added to the
system. Thus, the number density of anions equals that of
the added salt ρ0. The number density of cations then equals
ρ0 +ρci. For the present geometry, Eq. (3) has to be solved
numerically (details below). The ion number density can be
obtained from

ρ
i
PB(r) = ρ

i
0 exp

(
−βeζ

i
φPB(r)

)
. (4)

D. Linear Poisson-Boltzmann theory

When βeζ iφPB(r) � 1, which corresponds to assuming
small electrostatic potentials, one can linearize the full PB
equation. This linear approximation is commonly referred to
as Debye-Hückel approximation. Equation (3) then becomes

∇
2
φLPB(r) = κ

2
φLPB(r), (5)

where

κ
2 =

∑i ζ 2e2ρ i
0

εkBT
. (6)

Here 1/κ is the Debye or screening length [9]. A charged
particle that is closer than 1/κ to the cylinder surface feels the
surface charge density of the cylinder and thus interacts with
it. On the other hand, a particle that find itself further than
such distance is shielded from the intervening salt solution,
which weakens the attraction or repulsion between the ion and
the cylinder. The analytic solution of Eq. (5) for r > a is [16,
65]

φLPB(r) =
λ

2πaκε

K0(κr)
K1(κa)

, (7)

where K0 and K1 are the zeroth- and first-order modified
Bessel functions of the second kind, respectively. The ion
charge density can be calculated via Eq. (4) substituting φPB
with φLPB.

E. Soft-Potential-Enhanced Poisson-Boltzmann theory

Here we propose a modification to Eq. (4) as follows:

ρ
i
SPB/SLPB(r) = ρ

i
0 exp

(
−βζ

ieφPB/LPB(r)−βṼ i(r)
)
, (8)

which replaces the impenetrable cylinder with a soft cylin-
der, and the potential φ(r) comes either from the full (PB) or
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linearized (LPB) theory, respectively. The modification fa-
cilitates a more realistic description of the ion densities of
finite-sized ions close to the surface of the cylinder, and al-
lows nonzero values for ρSPB(r) for r < a.

To formulate soft-potential modification of Eq. (8), let us
consider the repulsive interaction perceived by a single ion
due all the N coarse-grained polymer beads labeled as B in the
system. The effective potential V i(ri) felt by ion labeled as i at
ri can be obtained by summing over the individual potentials
of individual beads via

V i(ri) =

4εBi∑
k

[[
σBi

ri
k

]12
−
[

σBi

ri
k

]6
]
+ εBi, ri

k < rBi
c ;

0, otherwise,
(9)

where ri
k =| ri − rB

k |, rB
k is the position of the kth bead,

εBi =
√

εBε i, and rBi
c is the corresponding cutoff distance.

If the value of b is small enough, one can fit Eq. (9) with a
cylindrically symmetric WCA potential of the form

Ṽ i(r) =

4ε̃Bi
[[

σ̃Bi

ri

]12
−
[

σ̃Bi

ri

]6
]
+ ε̃Bi, rBi < r̃Bi

c ;

0, otherwise,
(10)

where ri is the radial distance from the center of the cylinder
and the values of ε̃ , σ̃ are obtained numerically. The cutoff
radii for the pair interactions are set to r̃Bi

c = 21/6σ̃Bi.
We note that in an earlier work, Heyda and Dzubiella [29]

introduced an empirical correction to Eq. (4), where Ṽ(r) is
assumed to be of Gaussian form with three fitting parameters.
As can be seen in Refs. 29 and 31, this correction is successful
in capturing chemically specific, finite-sized ion distributions
in many cases. The correction of our work is motivated by the
physical properties of the CG simulations model and requires
only one parameter whose value turns out to be robust for a
wide range of salt and ion sizes as demonstrated in this work.

When the soft-potential Poisson-Boltzmann model is com-
pared against the CG model in terms of ability to cap-
ture ion size influence, only the counterions (monovalent
cations) are present. Equation (3) is solved numerically
using the finite-element calculation package of COMSOL
Multiphysics® software v5.2, COMSOL Inc., with boundary
conditions φ(∞) = 0 and φ ′(a) = λ/2πaε , where φ ′ is the first
spatial derivative. Where relevant, the modification of Eq. (8)
is considered. We have carefully benchmarked the numerics
against known results to guarantee convergence of the solu-
tions.

III. RESULTS

To benchmark the CG model and our soft-potential-
enhanced Poisson-Boltzmann (SPB) theory against a chem-
ically specific PE with atomistic details, we consider first
the atomistic model of the PSS molecule in explicit water in
varying monovalent salt NaCl concentrations. Additionally,
the atomistic-detail simulations provide the coarse-grained
model a diameter for the polymer beads σB in the potential

x
z

y

σB

b

(c) (d)
2aPB (f)

2aSPB

1 nm

(e)

(a)

2 nm

(b)

FIG. 1. (a) The atomistic-detail model of PSS and (b) the coarse-
grained (CG) in periodic simulation boxes of size 7.9×7.9×5.6 nm3

or 20×20×20 nm3 with 0.5 M salt, respectively. The explicit water
molecules are present in the atomistic model while the solvent is im-
plicit in the CG model. The Na+ and Cl− ions are in blue and green,
respectively, in both systems. In (c) and (d), close-up views of the
atomistic-detail and CG polymer structure are presented. Panel (e)
shows a schematic representation of the hard-cylinder model used in
PB theories and (f) visualizes the soft-cylinder used in Eq. (8). In (d)
bead spacing b and effective diameter σB, in (e) the PB hard-cylinder
diameter 2aPB, and in (f) the PB soft-cylinder diameter 2aSPB are
shown.

of Eq. (10). The soft-potential-modified LPB and PB radii
a (defined in Sec. II C) are optimized against the ion distri-
butions from both the atomistic and CG molecular dynamics
simulations.

First, the CG-model polymer bead diameter σB is opti-
mized such that the number density profiles of the Na+ ions
of the CG model, ρNa

CG, approximate the ones obtained from
atomistic MD simulations ρNa

A . This is done such that the op-
timal polymer bead diameter σB

∗ minimizes the root-mean-
square error (RMSE) between the atomistic modeling and the
CG modelling Na+ ion mean radial densities measured from
the PE center of mass, see SM for technical details. An opti-
mal diameter σB

∗ = 1.08 nm is found at a salt concentration of
ρ0 = 0.125 M. Most importantly, we varied the salt concentra-
tion up to 1 M and found that σB

∗ remained constant to a good
degree of approximation. Thus, no refitting of this soft radius
is needed for the entire range of physical conditions studied
in this paper, demonstrating the robustness of our approach.
Ions with diameter σ i of 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, and 1.08 nm are exam-
ined. For all cases, we use σ̃Bi = σBi. The parameter ε̃Bi is
found to be 0.07, 0.08, 0.11 and 0.135 kcal/mol, respectively.
For the case of Na+ and Cl− ions, we set σ̃BNa = 0.66 nm and
σ̃BCl = 0.729 nm, and ε̃BNa = 0.107 kcal/mol and ε̃BCl = 0.11
kcal/mol, respectively.
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0.0

0.5

1.5
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a
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m
3 ]

0 = 0.125 M

0.6 0.7

1.5

1.7

0 = 0.25 M

0.6 0.7

1.6

1.8

0 = 0.5 M

0.6 0.7

1.7

2.0

0 = 1 M

0.6 0.7

2.1

2.5

0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5
r [nm]

0.0

0.5

1.0

C
l /

0

0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5
r [nm]

0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5
r [nm]

0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5
r [nm]

CG

SPB

SLPB

A

FIG. 2. Na+ (upper panels) and Cl− ion (lower panels) mean number density vs. radial distance r from the PE axis for atomistic-detail PSS (A,
dotted red line), soft-radius-optimized CG model (CG, solid blue line), full SPB theory (SPB, dash-dot purple line) and SLPB theory (SLPB,
dashed cyan line) for different added NaCl concentrations ρ0. The linear charge density of the polymer is λ = −3.6 e/nm. The snapshots
are from the coarse-grained model system after a 8 ns of MD simulation. CG polymer beads are in grey, Na+ in blue and Cl− in green,
respectively.

To obtain accurate results from the SPB and SLPB theo-
ries, the corresponding cylinder radii aSPB and aSLPB have to
be adjusted in Eq. (8) for the electrostatic potential φ(r). Un-
like the robust soft-cylinder radius, these effective radii may
change with system conditions. The optimization is done by
comparison of the numerical Na+ ion densities from both the
CG and the atomistic models with the SPB and SLPB theo-
ries of Eq. (8) while keeping the soft-cylinder diameter fixed
at σB

∗ . Based on the ion densities, Eqs. (3) and (5) allow us
to calculate φPB(r) and φLPB(r) for different values of a. We
identify the optimal radii a∗SPB and a∗SLPB giving rise to the
optimal potentials φ ∗SPB(r) and φ ∗SLPB(r) in Eq. (8) based on
minimizing the RMSE between ρNa

CG and ρNa
SPB (or ρNa

SLPB). Ad-
ditional information about the RMSE calculation is provided
in SM. The SLPB and SPB optimized radii at different salt
concentrations are summarized in Table I. It is interesting to
note that for a different salt, the radius from the SPB theory
does not change.

Next, we turn to explore the range at which the CG model
is able to capture the atomistic ion distribution and the ap-
plicability of the SPB model to reproduce both the atomistic
and the CG ion distributions. The focus is on the PE in salt
concentrations ranging from counterions only to 1 M added
monovalent salt. First, Fig. 2 shows Na+ and Cl− ion number
density profiles at different salt concentrations from atomistic

and CG MD as well as the SLPB and SPB models. Addition-
ally, CG modelling snapshots of the simulation region close
to the polymer at equilibrium ion distribution (after 8 ns) are
presented. The data show that the CG model with optimized
and fixed σB

∗ approximates the atomistic simulations for Na+

number density profiles around the PSS very well, except for
the shortest distances from the polymer axis where the atom-
istic structure of the PSS allows higher ion densities than the
CG model. It is also notable that the charge in the atomistic-
detail PSS is located at the sulfonate groups at the ends of the
side chain functional groups. The effect of this in the ion dis-
tribution can be seen in Fig. S3 of the SM, which shows by
2D ion distribution the radial inhomogeneity of the atomistic
ion distribution. Figure S3 of the SM presents also the CG
2D ion distributions. The radially symmetric CG model cap-
tures the mean density of the ion distribution. We note that
the SPB theory faithfully follows the CG data for salt up to
1 M: this ability of the model to follow accurately the spatial
dependence of the radially symmetric ion densities from the
CG model should be emphasized.

To check for the numerical stability of the ion distribution
in the CG model, we tested different exponents in the interac-
tions potential Eq. (1), including the 9− 6 potential. The ion
distribution is relatively insensitive to the precise form of the
potential, given that an attractive well is included.
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FIG. 3. Radial cation number densities ρc (in units of nm−3) for varying bulk salt concentrations ρ0 and different ion diameters σ i. For each
case, we compare the results of the CG-MD simulations with SLPB and SPB theory and the insets show details of the data close to the peaks.
The linear charge density of the polymers is λ =−3.6 e/nm. The case 1 M, 1.08 nm is reported in Fig. S4 of the SM.

A. Ion-size effects

The absolute values of φPB and ρ0 are inversely propor-
tional. This is due to screening effect perceived by ions when
they are further away from the polymer. Higher salt concen-
trations produce a stronger screening effect, which weakens
the electrostatic interactions [9]. At the salt concentrations
studied here, the screening effect is dominant and thus non-
linear effects covered by PB theory can be neglected. Con-
sequently, the LPB (Debye-Hückel theory) remains an accu-
rate approximation and successful in describing the poten-
tial and ion distribution. However, at low salt concentrations,
nonlinear effects are important and the Debye-Hückel theory
fails [66, 67]. As expected, e.g. in Refs. 68–70 it has been
shown that LPB is efficient only at sufficiently high salt where
the potentials remain small as compared to kBT . A conse-
quence is the limitation of the applicability of the LPB theory
at low salt and for highly charged polymers [68, 71].

To examine the effect of ion size, we carried out CG-MD
simulations at added salt concentrations of 0.125, 0.25, 0.5,
and 1 M of monovalent 1 : 1 salt where both the cation and
anion have identical diameters of 0.1, 0.2, 0.5 or 1.08 nm,
where the largest value corresponds to that of the optimized
CG polymer bead diameter σB

∗ . The ion number density dis-
tributions are calculated as before from Eq. (8).

Table II presents, for different added salt ion concentra-

TABLE I. Summary of CG model parameters optimized based on
the atomistic simulations. The data present for each salt ion concen-
tration ρ0, the radial distance of the Na+ ion number density peak
from PSS axis aA, the interaction parameter between Na+ ions and
CG polymer beads σBNa (calculated by mixing rule), as well as, the
optimized cylinder radii in SLPB model a∗SLPB and SPB model a∗SPB.

ρ0[M] aA[nm] σBNa[nm] a∗SLPB[nm] a∗SPB[nm]
0.125 0.68 0.66 0.24 0.62
0.25 0.68 0.66 0.46 0.62
0.5 0.68 0.66 0.57 0.62
1 0.68 0.66 0.62 0.62

tions and diameters, the SLPB and SPB model optimal radii
a∗SLPB and a∗SPB minimizing the RMSE between the cation
number density profile obtained from the CG model, as well
as the Manning radius rM [72] and fraction of condensed
counterions xc

M(r), based on the Manning-Oosawa conden-
sation model [10, 11]. The Manning radius rM defines the
shell corresponding to fraction of condensed counterions 1−
1/ζM [13]. We determine rM by the inflection point crite-
ria [13] and xc

M(r) was calculated following Ref. 31.

In Figs. 3 and 4 we report the resulting cation and anion



7

σi
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a
/

0
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0

1

a /
0

0
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a /
0
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0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
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0
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0

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
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0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
r [nm] 

CG

SPB

SLPB

FIG. 4. Normalized radial anion number densities ρa/ρ0 for varying bulk salt concentrations ρ0 and ion diameters σ i. For each case we
compare the results of the CG-MD simulations with SLPB and SPB theories. The linear charge density of the polymers is λ = −3.6 e/nm.
The case 1 M, 1.08 nm is reported in Fig. S4 of the SM.

number densities, respectively. The SPB theory and the CG-
MD model predictions agree very well except for the highest
excess salt concentration ρ0 = 1 M and the largest ion diame-
ter σ i = 1.08 nm. Data for this case are available in the SM. In
this case, significant deviations, in practice positional correla-
tions, are induced by steric packing considerations rising from
the size and elevated concentration of the ions. Such steric and
positional correlations due to the finite size and strong elec-
trostatic correlations result in layered ion organization in the
vicinity of highly charged PEs [28]. Moreover, correlations
between ions have also been suggested to induce additional
attractive forces not captured by the PB theory [73–78]. As
a result of both the size [79] and this effect, the main den-
sity profile peak is underestimated by the SPB theory (see e.g.
Fig. 3 for ion diameter of 1.08 nm and salt concentration of
0.5 M). Beyond this any mean-field approach can be expected
to fail when charge correlations become significant. This oc-
curs for example for multivalent ion species [80, 81], localized
charges [81], or large ion sizes [25, 82]. It is worth mention-
ing that previous successful attempts to consider the finite size
of ions in PB type models exist [25, 28, 31, 83]. We expect
that the SPB theory could be extended by incorporating such
modifications to better describe large ions.

Additionally, for small ion diameters at low salt concentra-
tions, some significant deviations between the LPB theory and

CG-MD simulations ion distributions rise. This is because the
value of βeζ iφ(r) cannot be considered small. In fact, the
LPB model predictions approach those of the PB theory only
in the dense limit, in which the potentials remain small and
thus the Debye-Hückel approximation is valid.

Let us next consider ion condensation. Table II shows the
dependence of the Manning condensation fraction xc

M for the
different ion diameters and concentrations. Figure 5 presents
the corresponding data such that the fraction of cations is plot-
ted versus the distance r from the PE. The inflection points
defining the Manning radii are the minima of the curves in
the insets of Fig. 5. For systems without additional salt,
xc

min = 1− 1/ζM represents the lower limit of condensed ion
fraction [29]. For our system, this value is xc

min = 0.60, calcu-
lation based on Bjerrum length `B = 0.7 nm in water at 300
K and polymer axial charge density λ =−3.6 e/nm (Manning
parameter ζM = 2.52).

The data of Table II show that the fraction of condensed
ions indeed approaches the predicted minimum for small ion
diameters. Additionally, for fixed ion diameter, a smaller con-
densation is predicted as the excess salt concentration is in-
creased (except for σ i = 1.08 nm, where the large radius in-
duces inaccuracies even for those systems that exhibit an in-
flection point). The explanation of this trend is twofold: (i)
Manning condensation theory involves point-like counterions



8

TABLE II. Parameters for the interaction between ions and CG poly-
mer beads σBi, the optimized radii of hard cylinders in the SLPB
(a∗SLPB) and the SPB (a∗SPB) models, Manning radii (rM), and the
fraction of condensed ions (xc

M), respectively.

ρ0[M] σ i[nm] σBi[nm] a∗SLPB[nm] a∗SPB[nm] rM[nm] xc
M

0.125 0.1 0.59 0.08 0.56 1.235 0.58
0.25 0.1 0.59 0.36 0.56 1.105 0.57
0.5 0.1 0.59 0.46 0.56 0.985 0.54
1 0.1 0.59 0.5 0.54 0.855 0.46

0.125 0.2 0.64 0.18 0.61 1.365 0.60
0.25 0.2 0.64 0.43 0.61 1.185 0.57
0.5 0.2 0.64 0.53 0.61 1.065 0.55
1 0.2 0.64 0.58 0.61 0.925 0.48

0.125 0.5 0.79 0.45 0.76 1.485 0.55
0.25 0.5 0.79 0.63 0.76 1.305 0.52
0.5 0.5 0.79 0.72 0.77 1.225 0.52
1 0.5 0.79 0.76 0.78 1.155 0.52

0.125 1.08 1.08 0.82 1.03 1.755 0.43
0.25 1.08 1.08 1.0 1.07 1.645 0.46
0.5 1.08 1.08 1.08 1.08 − −
1 1.08 1.08 1.08 − − −

and thus does not account for finite ion sizes [10, 11], imply-
ing that it is expected to work better for smallest ions; (ii) xc

min

0.1

0.3

0.7

0.9

xc (
r)

(a) i = 0.1 nm

0.8 1.6 2.4
0.5
1.0

c r
2

0=0.125 M

0=0.25 M
0=0.5 M

0=1 M

i = 0.2 nm(b)

0.8 1.6 2.4
0.5
1.0

c r
2

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
r [nm] 

0.2

0.6

0.8

xc (
r)

i = 0.5 nm(c)

0.8 1.6 2.4
0.5

1.5

c r
2

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
r [nm] 

i = 1.08 nm(d)

1.6 2.4
0.5

1.0

c r
2

FIG. 5. Fraction of counterions xc(r) at a distance r from CG poly-
mer axis for different added salt concentrations. The ion diameters
σ i are respectively (a) 0.1 nm, (b) 0.2 nm, (c) 0.5 nm and (d) 1.08
nm. The insets show ρc(r)r2 as a function of r. The Manning radii
are the location of minima of the inset curves and are reported in
Table II.

is calculated for a system with counterions only. Since here
excess ions are added in the system, the ionic screening oc-
curs at smaller distances and shifts rM to smaller values. Con-
sequently, also the value of xc

M decreases. Notably, particle-
based simulations have reported condensation below the Man-
ning prediction several times before [84–86]. For chemically
specific interactions models, the prediction is naturally subject
to ion models employed [87].

B. Salt-free systems

As the nonlinear effects in the PB models become pro-
nounced in the low-salt limit, we next examine the influence
of ion diameter in the absence of added salt, i.e. in systems
with only counter-cations present. The optimal radii a∗SPB
that minimize the RMSE between the cation number density
distribution of the CG model and the one obtained from the
SPB theory are listed in Table III for ions with diameters of

0.4

1.2
c

(a) i = 0.1 nm

1.2 1.8 2.4
0.20
0.25
0.30

c r
2

CG
SPB

i = 0.2 nm(b)

1.2 1.8 2.4
0.20
0.25
0.30

c r
2

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
r [nm]

0.2

0.8

c

i = 0.5 nm(c)

1.5 2.0 2.5

0.3
0.4

c r
2

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
r [nm]

i = 1.08 nm(d)

1.6 2.0 2.4
0.4

0.5

c r
2

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
r [nm]

0.00

0.25

0.75

1.00

xc (
r)

(e)

0.5 1.00.0

0.1

i=0.1 nm
i=0.2 nm

i=0.5 nm
i=1.08 nm

FIG. 6. Comparison of the radial cation densities ρc [nm−3] for
ion diameters σ i (a) 0.1 nm, (b) 0.2 nm, (c) 0.5 nm, and (d) 1.08
nm from the CG-MD simulations and the SPB theory in the case of
counterions only, i.e. no excess salt in the systems. Note that the
linear charge density of the polymer is λ = −3.6 e/nm. Insets show
ρc(r)r2 as a function of distance r from the polymer axis. Panel
(e) presents CG simulation results for the ion-size dependence of the
fraction of counterions xc at distance r. The inset shows a zoom of
the condensation-onset part of the data.
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0.1, 0.2, 0.5, and 1.08 nm. Figure 6 shows the correspond-
ing cation number density profiles. The SLPB theory predic-
tions are omitted here, since it completely fails to capture the
electrostatic potential due to the low bulk density of cations.
Thus, its ability to model the ion number density distribution
is poor. The number density distributions reveal that the en-
hanced SPB theory is able to correctly capture the position
and the magnitude of the condensation peak for small and in-
termediate ion diameters. However, the agreement worsens
when the ion size becomes comparable to the polymer diam-
eter.

Figure 6(e) shows the ion size dependence of the fraction of
counterions around the PE as a function of the radial distance
from its center xc(r). The curves are similar, but, as expected,
are differentiated by a shift towards larger values of r as the
ion diameter is increased. Additionally, for large ions, some
underlying structure due to packing effects can be seen. Ta-
ble III shows the dependence of the corresponding xc

M values
with respect to the ion diameter. The fraction of condensed
ions decreases slightly when the ion diameter is increased.

TABLE III. Summary of parameters for different ion diameters in
a system where no added salt is present (countercations only). Pa-
rameters for the interaction between the cations and the CG polymer
beads σBi, optimized radii for the SPB theory a∗SPB, the Manning
radii rM, and the fraction of condensed ions xc

M are presented.

σ i [nm] σBi [nm] a∗SPB [nm] rM [nm] xc
M

0.1 0.59 0.57 1.6 0.67
0.2 0.64 0.59 1.73 0.67
0.5 0.79 0.76 1.92 0.65
1.08 1.08 1.07 2.13 0.48

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a conceptually simple soft-potential-
enhanced Poisson-Boltzmann theory based on a CG-particle-
based model for PEs in monovalent ion solutions. The find-
ings demonstrate that our simple modification to the PB equa-
tions enables the PB approach to accurately predict spatial ion
distributions for a single rodlike PE under a large variety of
ionic conditions, including salt concentrations up to 1 M and
a variety of ion diameters ranging from those corresponding to
small, hard monovalent ions such as Na or Cl to significantly
larger ions.

The CG model is optimized via a single, physically mo-
tivated and robust fitting parameter which corresponds to the
effective soft diameter of the CG polymer. Here, the optimiza-
tion was based on atomistic-level simulations of PSS poly-
electrolyte for a fixed salt concentration, but similar approach
can be used for diameters otherwise obtained. The diameter
was found to be virtually independent of the added salt con-
centration up to at least 1 M monovalent salt and for a rela-
tively highly charged PE such as PSS. Even for an asymmetric

PE such as PSS, a good agreement between the cation number
density distributions obtained from the CG and the atomistic
simulations was found.

Finally, we have addressed the performance of the approach
when there is no added salt. The SPB theory was able to ac-
curately capture the position and the magnitude of the con-
densation peak for small and intermediate ion sizes. Also, the
fraction of condensed cations was addressed and compared
with the predictions from Manning theory. Our work pro-
vides an easy way to implement significant enhancement to
the standard PB theory for description of PEs in aqueous salt
solutions. In future work we will apply the theory to study
PE-PE interactions in aqueous solutions.

There are a number of interesting additional research ques-
tions that could be studied using the SPB approach devel-
oped here. The fundamental limitation of the theory comes
from the weak-coupling and mean-field nature of the PB equa-
tion. Multivalent ions induce charge correlations that cannot
be captured by theories based on the PB equation and thus we
have not considered them here. Ion-shape effects that induce
additional steric interactions could be included in the SPB ap-
proach and work in this direction is in progress. We have
also assumed throughout the work that the PB equation has
strict radial symmetry, i.e. the PE is a rigid rod. Capturing
flexibility and local curvature of real PEs would be compli-
cated. The resulting complex boundary conditions pose a sig-
nificant challenge for solving the full (non-linear) PB equation
[88]. Furthermore, possible sequence heterogeneity signifi-
cantly changes the local ion condensation and induces spatial
correlations that are also beyond the standard PB theory where
an average surface charge is assumed [89].

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

This Supplementary Material consist of data demonstrat-
ing the degree of smoothness of equipotential lines around
the polyelectrolyte rod in the coarse-grained (CG) molecu-
lar dynamics (MD) simulations, finite-size effects, the two-
dimensional ion number density distribution maps of the
atomistic and CG molecular dynamics simulations, ion num-
ber density profiles corresponding to the large, 1.08 nm ion
diameter at 1 M salt concentration in the CG-MD simula-
tions, details on the root-mean-square error (RMSE) analysis,
a summary of simulation system details, and an input script
file for the CG-MD simulations as well as an extract from the
initial configuration data file.
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Supplementary Material

QUANTIFICATION OF EQUIPOTENTIAL LINES
SMOOTHNESS IN THE COARSE-GRAINED MOLECULAR

DYNAMICS SIMULATIONS

The total potential energy that Na+ ions experience in the
CG-MD simulations is obtained by summing the contributions
of the N beads in the rigid chain. In the simulations, the beads
forming the polyelectrolyte (PE) rod are fixed in position with
inter-bead spacing such that the counterions feel an effectively
smooth surface potential. Data for this are shown in Fig. S2.
The figure shows equipotential lines for different values of the
distinct and total interaction contributions over a z-axis seg-
ment of the PE rod. The data for the different energy contri-
butions are presented for the bead-spacing parameter b = 0.27
nm.

FINITE-SIZE EFFECTS

Finite size effects were examined by comparing the Na+

ion condensation from CG-MD simulations. Cubic boxes of
sides 4, 6, 10, 20, 40, and 60 nm were checked. In Fig. S1 we
show the Na+ number density profiles, converging for cubic
simulation box sizes of (20 nm)3 or larger.

0.5 0.8 1.1 1.4
r [nm]

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

c  [
nm

3 ]

4 nm
6 nm
10 nm

20 nm
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FIG. S1. Na+ ion mean number density vs. radial distance r from the
PE axis for the soft-radius-optimized CG model for cubic simulation
boxes with sides between 4 nm and 60 nm. The linear charge density
of the polymer is λ =−3.6 e/nm and the salt concentration is 0.5 M.

ROOT MEAN SQUARE ERROR (RMSE) ANALYSIS

The root-mean-square error (RMSE) between two quanti-
ties ρ1(x) and ρ2(x) is defined as

RMSE =
1√
N

√
N

∑
k=1
| ρ1(xk)−ρ2(xk) |2, (S1)

where N is the number of sampling points.

DENSITY MAPS

Figure S3 presents a comparison of the ion distributions in
the atomistic-detail simulations and the CG-MD simulations
as a two-dimensional density map. The data are averaged
along the z axis to obtain the xy-plane-average ion number
densities at different salt concentrations. Due to the asymmet-
ric nature of PSS, the atomistic simulations show spatial vari-
ation (radial dependence) in the ion distribution, as expected.
However, the CG model leads to a symmetric result because
of the perfectly cylindrical geometry of the CG PE. Never-
theless, the degree of ion condensation is in good agreement
between the two descriptions, especially when considering the
radial average.

DATA FOR ION DISTRIBUTION CORRESPONDING TO
LARGE ION DIAMETER AT HIGH SALT

CONCENTRATION

In Fig. S4, we compare the number density profiles of
cations and anions from the full soft-potential-enhanced
Poisson-Boltzmann (SPB) theory, its linearized version
(SLPB), and the CG model. The ions and the beads of the
polymers have the same diameter equal to 1.08 nm, and the
concentration of the monovalent salt is ρ0 = 1 M. The pack-
ing effects of the bulky large-radius ions lead to a layered ion
structure around the PE. The layering and positional correla-
tions driven by the steric packing constraints can be seen from
the CG-MD model results. The PB theory fails to describe
this case, since the approximation of pointlike ions does not
hold in this scenario.

SUMMARY OF SIMULATION DETAILS

In Tables SI and SII, we present the dimensions of the sim-
ulation boxes and the number of water molecules and ions in
each system for the atomistic-detail MD and the CG-MD sim-
ulations, respectively.
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FIG. S2. Equipotential lines of from the CG model as a function of radial distance r from the center of the PE. Data are presented for (a) the
Weeks-Chandler-Andersen (WCA) potential V (r) (Eq. (1) of the main text), (b) Coulombic potential VC(r) (Eq. (2), main text), and (c) the
total potential energy V (r)+VC(r) acting on Na+ ions. The black solid lines correspond to σBNa. The PE orientation follows Fig. 1 of the
main text (polymer backbone along the z axis).
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FIG. S3. Comparison of two-dimensional Na+ ion average density distributions from atomistic detail PSS (top row) and optimized CG model
(bottom row) simulations at excess NaCl concentrations 0.125 M, 0.250 M, 0.5 M, and 1 M (from left to right). The data are averaged along
the z axis. The atomistic-detail PSS and the CG polymer are at the center of the simulations box, aligned along the z axis.
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FIG. S4. Radial (a) cation and (b) anion number densities ρ(r) for salt concentration of 1 M and ion diameters of 1.08 nm (both anion and
cation). Data from the CG-MD simulations and SPB and SLPB theories are presented.
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TABLE SI. Atomistic-detail MD simulation system details. The ta-
ble presents for different excess salt concentrations ρ0 the simula-
tion box Cartesian dimensions Lx, Ly, and Lz, the number of water
molecules NH2O, the number of Na+ ions NNa, and the number of
Cl− ions NCl.

ρ0 [M] Lx [nm] Ly [nm] Lz [nm] NH2O NNa NCl

0.125 7.91 7.91 5.5 11292 46 26
0.25 7.89 7.89 5.5 11240 72 52
0.5 7.87 7.87 5.5 11136 124 104
1 7.84 7.84 5.5 10928 228 208

TABLE SII. Coarse-grained MD simulation system details. The ta-
ble presents for different salt concentrations ρ0 the simulation box
Cartesian dimensions Lx, Ly, and Lz, the number of Na+ and Cl−

ions NNa and NCl, respectively.

ρ0 [M] Lx [nm] Ly [nm] Lz [nm] NNa NCl

0.125 20 20 20 674 600
0.25 20 20 20 1274 1200
0.5 20 20 20 2474 2400
1 20 20 20 4874 4800
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