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We present a model for ion-induced nucleation, focusing on the effect of dissociated ions embedded in the
fluid surrounding a charged core or colloid. The model includes the ions’ direct electrostatic energy and prefer-
ential solvation. The integrated ions’ free energy has two terms: The first can be short- or long-range, depending
on their density. The second is proportional to the nucleus’ volume and can shift the state from undersaturation
to supersaturation at high ion concentration. The inclusion of the Gibbs transfer energies of ions in the free
energy leads to a modified Poisson-Boltzmann equation for the potential around the core. The integrated ions’
free energy is added to the fluids’ interfacial and bulk terms to establish a generalized Thomson model. In the
Debye-Hückel limit, the model is solved analytically, while in the nonlinear regime, it is solved numerically.
The state diagram in the plane of saturation and core charge includes regions with a homogeneous phase, electro-
prewetting, metastable vapor, metastable nucleus, and spontaneous nucleation states. The lines separating these
regions depend sensitively on the preferential solvation. Our model shows nucleation asymmetry to the sign of
the nucleus’ charge. This sign asymmetry is due to the Gibbs transfer energies of ions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nucleation is a process where a stable phase emerges from
a metastable state. It occurs in crystallization, melting, and
boiling in physical, chemical and biological systems.[1] Nu-
cleation depends on the microscopic, molecular, details, and
therefore nucleation rates are difficult to obtain.[2] Classical
nucleation theory is a continuum approach that uses the cap-
illary assumption to describe the incumbent mesoscopic nu-
cleus and the metastable phase by their bulk properties.[3–
5] The theory assumes an infinitely sharp interface between
phases and expresses the phenomenological free energy curve
as a function of nucleus size R.[6, 7] Heterogeneous nucle-
ation around small colloidal particles, e.g., aerosols in the
atmosphere,[8–11] typically reduces the energy barrier be-
tween the phases and increases the corresponding transition
rates.[12, 13] When a charged particle is embedded in vapor,
a dielectrophoretic force acts on the fluid, aiding liquid con-
densation near the particle. The force and electrostatic poten-
tial decay as the inverse distance from the particle. Thomson’s
model incorporates this effect by adding a term proportional
to the particle’s charge squared into the classical nucleation
theory.[14, 15] Indeed, experiments show that ion-induced nu-
cleation, taking place in the presence of charged molecular
clusters, is significantly enhanced. [16–18]

In a recent work, we extended the Thomson model to de-
scribe nucleation around charged particles in fluids containing
dissolved ions, considering only the electrostatic forces.[19]
In such fluids, dissociated ions lead to screening of the poten-
tial characterized by the Debye length. We found that the ex-
istence of ions lowers the energy barrier for nucleation. In the
limit of high ionic strengths, the field is screened over a short
length scale, and the effect of the charged particle is propor-
tional to its surface. At negligible salt content, the behavior
becomes identical to the Thomson model.
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The term preferential ion solvation relates to the differ-
ent ability of ions to dissolve in different solvents. Ion-
specific effects are evident in the Hofmeister series and are
well-studied.[20–22] Ammonium, sulfuric acid, and highly
oxidized biogenic vapors are among the studied ions.[23–
25] In liquid mixtures, the preferential solvation of ions de-
pends on several parameters, such as the type of noncovalent
bonds, ion size, and polarity.[26, 27] Preferential solvation
affects several properties, such as surface tension and phase
transitions.[28, 29] The ionic preference is quantified by the
Gibbs transfer energy required for an ion to move from one
phase to another.

The influence of charge sign on ion-induced nucleation
has been extensively studied both experimentally and theo-
retically. Wilson’s pioneering work demonstrated that nu-
cleation is more pronounced around negative ions than pos-
itive ones.[30] For organic compounds such as dibutylptha-
late, cations were found to promote nucleation more than
anions, whereas the opposite trend was observed for nucle-
ation of n-propanol around inorganic seed aerosol.[17, 31]
Recent research has shown no clear sign preference for sub-
3 nm particles and suggests that the parameter important in
this size range is not the electrical sign but the chemical
composition.[32] Several theoretical studies have attempted to
elucidate the origin of sign symmetry-breaking using Monte
Carlo and molecular dynamics simulations and density func-
tional theory, but the conclusions were not definitive. [33–37]

Here, we generalize our previous work and look at the im-
portance of ion solvation to nucleation. The free energy of the
ions is composed of their entropy, electrostatic interactions,
and preferential solvation. Ionic solvation appears as a vol-
ume term, and thus its effect occurs far from the particle. The
ions’ contribution is added to the classical surface tension and
bulk terms in the energy to yield the Gibbs energy difference
for nucleation. We show that core charge-asymmetric nucle-
ation can be the result of an asymmetry between the Gibbs
solvation energies of cations and anions.
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II. MODEL DESCRIPTION

Figure 1 illustrates a spherical charged particle (colloid)
with a uniform surface charge density σ and radius R1, sur-
rounded by two immiscible fluids. Due to dielectrophoretic
forces, the polar fluid is in contact with the colloid, while far-
ther away the nonpolar phase is present. The system is spheri-
cally symmetric and the sharp interface between the two fluids
is at r = R, where r is the distance from the core’s center. The
relative permittivities of the polar and nonpolar fluids are εp
and εnp. Ions are present in both phases but have a larger affin-
ity to the polar phase. The preferential solvation of the ions is
quantified by the Gibbs transfer energy, reflecting the differ-
ence in the equilibrium ions solvation energies between two
bulk solvents. In our study, it is defined as the solvation en-
ergy of an ion in the polar phase minus its solvation energy in
the nonpolar phase. For example, the Gibbs transfer energy of
a sodium ion from water to n-propanol is ∆Gt = 16.8[kJ/mol]
and for chloride ion it is ∆Gt = 25.5[kJ/mol].[38]

Note that even without a charged particle, close to the crit-
ical point, the presence of ions “help” condensation of gas to
liquid; they raise the critical temperature by an amount pro-
portional to ∆G2

t .[39] In this work, we assume that the density
and temperature are far from the critical point and therefore
ignore this effect.

FIG. 1. Model illustration. A charged core particle (gray) with radius
R1 and surface charge density σ , surrounded by a polar phase (dark
blue) with radius R and a nonpolar phase (light blue). The interface
between the phases is infinitely thin. The system contains ions in
both phases.

In our generalized Thomson model, the change in the Gibbs
free energy for the formation of a dense, polar layer, at r = R
is

∆G = 4πγR2 − 4
3

π
(
R3 −R3

1
)

∆µ +Fions. (1)

The first and second terms are the surface tension and bulk
energy terms, respectively, where γ is the surface tension be-
tween the two phases, and ∆µ is the difference in the chemical
potential difference of the fluids per unit volume. When ∆µ

is positive, the mixture is supersaturated; when it is negative,
it is undersaturated. The third term is the added energy due to

the presence of the ions and the charged core. The dissolved
ions are assumed to be point-like and monovalent. We write
Fions as a volume integral of the entropy, solvation, and elec-
trostatic energy densities as

Fions =
∫ {

kBT
[
n+(ln(v0n+)−1)+n−(ln(v0n−)−1)

+ (H(r−R)−1/2)(∆u+n++∆u−n−)
]

+
1
2

εε0(∇ψ)2 −µ
+n+−µ

−n−
}

dr, (2)

where kB is the Boltzmann constant, T is the absolute temper-
ature, v0 is a volume comparable to the ion size, and H is the
Heaviside step function. ψ represents the electrostatic poten-
tial while n± denote the density profiles of anions and cations,
all of which are dependent on r. µ± are the chemical poten-
tials of the ions, ε0 is the permittivity of the vacuum and ε is
the relative dielectric constant. The dimensionless parameters
∆u± quantify the Gibbs transfer energies. For the sodium and
chloride ions in n-propanol, they are ∆u+ ≈ 7 and ∆u− ≈ 10,
respectively.

In the regular Thomson model (no ions in the fluids), Fions
reduces to the integral over the electrostatic energy density
only. Here, minimization of the free energy with respect to the
cation and anion densities yields the Boltzmann distributions

n± = n0e−∆u±(H(r−R)−1)∓ eψ

kBT , (3)

with n0 being the ion density at r → ∞ where ψ = 0. We start
by setting the Gibbs transfer energies equal for the anion and
cation, ∆u+ = ∆u− = ∆u, but relax this assumption later.

In spherical symmetry, the electrostatic potential satisfies
the modified Poisson-Boltzmann equation

ψ
′′
i +

2
r

ψ
′
i =

2en0e−∆u(H(r−R)−1)

εiε0
sinh

(
eψ

kBT

)
, (4)

where i=p or i=np for either the polar or nonpolar phases.
The boundary conditions are as follows: Gauss’s law deter-

mines the electric field on the colloid’s surface, ψ ′
p(r = R1) =

−σ/ε0εp. At the interface, the electrostatic potential and dis-
placement field are continuous: ψp(r = R) = ψnp(r = R) and
εpψ ′

p(r = R) = εnpψ ′
np(r = R), and far away from the charged

colloid the potential decays to zero, ψnp(r → ∞) = 0.
When the ion densities in Eq. (3) are substituted in Eq. (2),

the dimensionless energy of the ions can be written as

Fions

4πkBT
= ñ0

∫ {
2e−∆u(H(r̃−R̃)−1)(ψ̃ sinh(ψ̃)− cosh(ψ̃))

+ εiλ̃
2
0 (∇̃ψ̃)2

}
r̃2dr̃, (5)

where ψ̃ = eψ/kBT and ñ0 = n0R3
1. The “vacuum Debye

length” is defined with the permittivity of the vacuum as
λ0 =

(
ε0kBT/2n0e2

)1/2, and all lengths with ”∼” sign are
scaled by R1.
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III. DEBYE-HÜCKEL LIMIT

In the Debye-Hückel limit, ψ̃ ≪ 1, the Poisson-Boltzmann
equation (4) can be linearized to yield

ψ̃
′′
i +

2
r̃

ψ̃
′
i −

1
λ̃ 2

i

ψ̃i = 0, (6)

where the Debye lengths in the polar and nonpolar phases are
defined by

λ
2
p =

εp

e∆u λ
2
0 , λ

2
np = εnpλ

2
0 , (7)

and their scaled versions are λ̃i = λi/R1. Note that the
exponential dependence of λp on ∆u can reduce it signifi-
cantly. The analytical solution is a combination of Yukawa
potentials[19]

ψ̃p = σ̃ ãp
er̃/λ̃p

r̃
+ σ̃ b̃p

e−r̃/λ̃p

r̃
, 1 ≤ r̃ ≤ R̃,

ψ̃np = σ̃ b̃np
e−r̃/λ̃np

r̃
, r̃ ≥ R̃, (8)

where σ̃ = σeR1/(kBT ε0). The boundary condition at r̃ → ∞

eliminates the diverging exponential in ψ̃np. The boundary
conditions lead to a system of three linear equations with
three unknown parameters, ãp, b̃p, and b̃np, that can readily
be solved.

Once these coefficients are determined, the energy Fions in
Eq. (2) can be written analytically by

Fions

4πkBT
= −2

3
ñ0

(
R̃3 −1

)
(e∆u −1)+ pσ h(R̃). (9)

The first term is the volume contribution of the solvation en-
ergy. It expresses a driving force that prefers a polar phase
with condensed ions. It is linear in ∆u for small values
of ∆u. The second term is the electrostatic energy, where
pσ = σ2R3

1/2kBT ε0 is the dimensionless ratio between the
electrostatic energy stored in a sphere of radius R1 and the
thermal energy. The value of pσ can significantly vary; for
example, when σ corresponds to 8 unit charges evenly dis-
tributed over a surface of a sphere with R1 = 2 nm, at room
temperature pσ ≈ 70, whereas for a radius of R1 = 50 nm,
pσ ≈ 3.

h(R̃) above is a function of the nucleus size given by[19]

h(R̃) = εp

[
ã2

pe2r̃/λ̃p(1/λ̃p −1/r̃)− b̃2
pe−2r̃/λ̃p(1/λ̃p +1/r̃)

− 2ãpb̃p/r̃
]r̃=R̃

r̃=1 + εnpb̃2
npe−2R̃/λ̃np(1/λ̃np +1/R̃). (10)

This Debye-Hückel expression is valid for small surface
charges. Its dependence on R̃ can be strong or weak.

The total Gibbs nucleation energy Eq. (1) can now be writ-
ten in dimensionless form as

∆G
4πkBT

= (11)

pγ R̃2 −
(
R̃3 −1

)(
pµ +

2
3

ñ0(e∆u −1)
)
+ pσ h(R̃),

where pγ = γR2
1/kBT and pµ = ∆µR3

1/3kBT .
At the limit of high salt concentration, λ̃p ≪ 1, the electric

field is screened over the short distance λ̃p, and h(R̃) tends to
h(R̃) ≈ λ̃p/εp for R̃ > 1+ λ̃p. In this limit, the pσ h(R̃) term
in Eq. (12) is independent of R̃ and plays the role of a surface
term, i.e., the energy ∆G is an effective surface tension:

∆G
4πR2

1
= γls +

σ2λp

2ε0εp
, (12)

where we added the bare surface tension between the liquid
and the solid colloid γls. The correction to the bare surface
tension scales with ∆u as ∼ λp ∝ e−∆u/2.

In the opposite limit of low salt concentration, λ̃i → ∞, the
electrostatic term becomes

pσ h(R̃)≈ pσ

[
− 1

εp

(
1
R̃
−1

)
+

1
εnpR̃

]
, (13)

which is identical to the Thomson expression for dielectric
fluids.

We note that the volume term in Eq. (12) (∝ R̃3 − 1) is
strong and long-range at high salt content; it leads to a renor-
malization of the supersaturation pµ . Indeed, by combining
the pµ and ∼ ñ0 terms, one can write an effective chemical
potential difference as

µeff = µ +2kBT n0

(
e∆u −1

)
. (14)

The second term on the right-hand side is of order kBT and
can be large due to the exponential dependence on ∆u.

In the next section, we solve the nonlinear problem numer-
ically and obtain the energy for higher values of σ .

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

When the Debye-Hückel limit does not hold, we solve Eq.
(4) numerically, with the charge density in the boundary con-
dition at r̃ = 1 determined by pσ . We set values for the
Debye length in vacuum, λ0, and the Bjerrum length in a
vacuum, lB0 = e2/ε0kBT , which is the distance at which the
thermal energy equals the Coulombic interaction of two unit
charges. This indirectly determines the bulk ion density n0 via
n0 = 1/2lB0λ 2

0 .
For the results in this section, we used lB0/R1 = 70,

λ0/R1 = 5, and core with radius R1 ≈ 10 nm, and therefore the
ion concentration is n0 ≈ 5×10−9 M. For the values εp = 80
and ∆u = 2 (see figures below), we find that λp > lB0. Ion-
ion correlations are thus small and the use of the mean-field
Poisson-Boltzmann approach is justified.

Potential profiles for a given nucleus of size R = 2R1 are
presented in Fig. 2(a). The profiles ψ(r) are continuous; the
electric field E =−ψ ′(r) is discontinuous across the interface
due to the jump in permittivity. The inset shows that with in-
creasing values of ∆u (increase in the affinity of ions to the
polar phase at r < R) the surface potential, ψs, decreases. The
corresponding ion distributions are presented in Figs. 2(b) and



4

2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

0 1 2 3 4 5
2

3

4

5

6

7a

2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0

0.5

1

2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0

500

1000

1500

b

c

FIG. 2. (a) Dimensionless electrostatic potential profiles for differ-
ent values of ∆u, calculated numerically from Eq. (4). The inset
shows the dimensionless surface potential ψ̃s = eψ(r = R1)/kBT , as
a function of ∆u. (b) Anion and (c) cation density profiles from Eq.
(3). In (b), the high anion density at small r/R1 is due to the as-
sumption of point-like ions. In all parts of the figure, the nucleus’
radius is R = 2R1, where R1 is the core radius, pσ = 80, λ0/R1 = 5,
lB0/R1 = 70, εp = 80 and εnp = 6.

2(c). The densities are continuous across the interface in the
absence of preferential solvation (∆u= 0). However, when the
ions are preferentially miscible in the polar phase ∆u> 0, their
density in the polar phase increases, accompanied by a jump
occurring at the interface. This kink results from an effec-
tively chemical potential difference between the phases. The
interface separates unequal quantities of the ions in the fluids,
similar to the Donnan potential.[40] The kink disappears in
models where the density of the fluid varies smoothly across
the interface.[29] Although the value of preferential solvation
of the anions and cations is similar, the difference between
their density in the condensed phase is due to the positive sign
of the core charge.

To obtain the ions’ energy Fions as a function of interface

location R̃, we substitute the potential profiles for different
values of R̃ into Eq. (5). We subtract the energy of a charged
sphere surrounded by the nonpolar phase only, Fions(R̃ = 1).
The curves are presented in Fig. 3(a) for different ∆u val-
ues. When ∆u = 0, Fions(R̃) monotonically decreases with R̃.
When ∆u increases, the ions’ preferential solvation further re-
duces the energy, promoting the growth of the polar phase. An
inflection point in the energy curves appears due to the large
contribution of the volume term to the energy from a certain
nucleus size (yellow line).

In Fig. 3(b), the total Gibbs energy profiles from Eqs. (1)
and (5), including the surface tension and bulk energies, are
shown. The dashed line is the energy curve for classical nu-
cleation when the colloid is uncharged, pσ = 0. Clearly, the
presence of a charged colloid, pσ > 0, significantly reduces
the nucleation energy barrier. Additionally, a slight decrease
in the size of the critical radius is observed. A local mini-
mum appears in ∆G at small values of R̃. This corresponds to
a metastable state of a nucleus with a finite size. When ∆u is
increased, the size of the metastable nucleus grows, and its en-
ergy decreases. Figures. 3(c) and 3(d) are similar to parts a-b,
but with a higher value of εnp. In this case, fewer ions are ac-
cumulated in the polar phase and the ions’ energy, while still
decreasing with R̃, does so more moderately. Consequently,
the decrease in the energy barrier is smaller, and there are no
metastable states in these parameter values.

The energy barrier, ∆G∗, is the difference between the max-
imum and local minimum values in the ∆G curves. The re-
duction of ∆G∗ as a function of increasing ∆u is presented in
Fig. 4(a). This reduction can significantly accelerate nucle-
ation, recalling that the nucleation rate depends exponentially
on ∆G∗: ∼ exp(−∆G∗/kBT ). Figure 4(b) shows the size of
the metastable radius, Rm, as a function of ∆u. Although the
values of the metastable nuclei radius sizes presented here are
minimal, they can be much larger closer to the critical temper-
ature of the fluids.[41]

We now turn to investigate the effect of fluid saturation, as
given by the parameter pµ . When pµ < 0, the fluid is under-
saturated and surrounded only by a nonpolar phase. pµ = 0 is
the coexistence (binodal) value, and when pµ > 0, the fluid is
supersaturated. Figure 5(a) shows the Gibbs nucleation curves
for varying supersaturation values. ∆G for an undersaturated
term is represented by the blue line, where the nucleation en-
ergy increases with the nucleus size due to the positive surface
tension and bulk terms. Under these conditions, the electro-
static energy is insufficient to create a nucleus. For a positive
value of pµ , a local minimum appears at small R̃ values and a
maximum at larger R̃s. An increase in pµ reduces the energy
barrier until, at some point, it disappears. This is the value of
the “electrostatic spinodal”, defined by ∆G∗ = 0, or, equiva-
lently, by the existence of R̃ for which ∆G̃′′(R̃) = ∆G̃′(R̃) = 0.
The electrostatic spinodal is a generalization of the regular
spinodal curve for spontaneous nucleation due to the pres-
ence of the charged core and ions. Figure 5(b) compares ∆G
curves for two different saturation values and two values of
∆u. When pµ = 0, the blue curves indicate that an increase in
∆u leads to the appearance of a finite-sized polar nucleus. The
orange lines describe a supersaturated fluid, pµ = 50, where
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FIG. 3. The free energy of the ions Fions/4πkBT (a) and the Gibbs nucleation energy ∆G/4πkBT (b), obtained numerically, against the scaled
nucleus radius R/R1 (R1 is the core radius), with εp = 80 and εnp = 6. Figures (c) and (d) are similar, but calculated for a higher permittivity
of the nonpolar phase εnp = 25. We used pσ = 80, pγ = 350, pµ = 200, λ0/R1 = 5, and lB0/R1 = 70.

the increase in ∆u shifts the radius of the metastable nucleus
to larger values and decreases the nucleation barrier.

Based on the ∆G curves, one can construct a state diagram
in the saturation–colloid charge (pµ –pσ ) plane. Two such
state diagrams are shown in Fig. 6 for ∆u = 3 (a) and ∆u = 6
(b). Each region in the state diagrams corresponds to a differ-
ent Gibbs nucleation profile. In the blue region, where pµ is
negative and pσ is not large, the fluids are in a state of one
nonpolar phase. The electro-prewetting zone [orange, Fig.
6(b)] is the region where the fluid is undersaturated while the
colloid’s charge is large enough that field-induced demixing
occurs, leading to a finite-sized nucleus. The stability line sep-
arates these two regions and is defined as ∂∆G̃/∂ R̃|R̃=1 = 0.
This line enters the supersaturated region (pµ > 0). At its two
sides, the metastable region is divided into the metastable va-
por region (purple), where ∆G(R̃) does not have a local min-
imum at R̃ > 1, and the metastable polar nucleus region (yel-
low). Spontaneous nucleation occurs at sufficiently large val-
ues of pµ , green region. It is separated from the other two

regions by the “electrostatic spinodal” line. When pσ tends to
zero, the electrostatic spinodal tends to the value of the regular
spinodal.

The increase in ∆u dramatically changes the stability line,
enlarging the electro-prewetting and metastable nucleus re-
gions. That is, a larger value of ∆u induces a finite-sized nu-
cleus, whether stable or metastable. At the parameter values
chosen, the limit between super- to undersaturation is not no-
ticeable because, in Eq. (12), ñ0(e∆u −1) is of order 0.1.

We examine the effect of salt concentration by varying the
values of λ̃0. State diagrams in the pµ –λ̃0 plane are shown in
Figs. 7(a) and 7(b) for ∆u = 3 and ∆u = 6, respectively, with
a fixed value of pσ = 80. The stability line shifts significantly
due to the dependence on ∆u. In the absence of a charged
core, phase transition occurs with no barrier below the regu-
lar spinodal line. In the presence of charged particle this line
becomes the electrostatic spinodal. When this line is crossed
by decreasing pµ , a metastable minimum exists with a nucle-
ation barrier. Electro-prewetting is promoted for the stronger
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FIG. 4. (a) The dimensionless nucleation barrier ∆G∗/4πkBT and
(b) the radius of the metastable nucleus, Rm/R1 vs Gibbs transfer
energy value ∆u. We used pσ = 80, pγ = 350, pµ = 200, λ0/R1 = 5,
lB0/R1 = 70, εp = 80 and εnp = 6.

solvation preference, especially at small λ̃0 values (high salt
content). The electrostatic spinodal is displaced to the left rel-
ative to the ∆u = 3 case, with a ≈ 12% shift compared to the
regular spinodal (dashed gray line).

In the theoretical limit of exceedingly large salt concen-
trations (λ̃0 → 0), spontaneous nucleus growth happens for
any value of pµ , as the nucleation barrier completely disap-
pears. Around λ̃0 ≈ 3, the Bjerrum length is equal to the De-
bye length of the polar phase; therefore, for smaller values,
the theory should be extended to incorporate ion-ion corre-
lations and finite-size effects.[42–44] Recent works demon-
strated increased screening length when a Kirkwood transi-
tion occurs. [45–47] This increase is similar to an effective
increase in λ0, and would have little effect in Fig. 7(a); in Fig.
7(b) it would shift the boundary between the one-phase and
electro-prewetting pahses and would leave in tact the other
boundaries.
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FIG. 5. (a) Gibbs energy profiles for different values of pµ and ∆u =
6. (b) Comparison between Gibbs energy profiles with two values of
∆u and two values of pµ . We used pσ = 80, pγ = 100, λ0/R1 = 5,
lB0/R1 = 70, εp = 80 and εnp = 6.

A. Asymmetry in the Gibbs transfer energy

We now remove the symmetry assumption in the Gibbs
transfer energy, and calculate the Gibbs nucleation profiles
where ∆u+ ̸= ∆u−. In this case, Eq. (2) can be written as
the following dimensionless expression

Fions

4πkBT
= ñ0

∫ {
−e−∆u+(H(r̃−R̃)−1)−ψ̃(ψ̃ +1) (15)

+ e−∆u−(H(r̃−R̃)−1)+ψ̃(ψ̃ −1)+ εiλ̃
2
0 (∇̃ψ̃)2

}
r̃2dr̃,

where the potential profiles are again found from the modified
Poisson-Boltzmann equation, which now includes the differ-
ence in ∆u. The sign of the core charge determines whether
anions or cations are in excess in the polar phase near the
core’s surface. In the case of asymmetric ∆us, this means the
Gibbs nucleation energy curves ∆G̃(R̃) depend on the core’s
charge. We calculated ∆G̃(R̃) when ∆u+ = 6 for the cations
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FIG. 6. State diagram in the pµ –pσ (saturation-core charge) plane
for ∆u = 3 (a), and ∆u = 6 (b). Note how ionic preferential sol-
vation in (b) enlarges the electro-prewetting region and shrinks the
one-phase region. For supersaturated fluids, preferential solvation
decreases the metastable region in favor of metastable nucleus. We
used pγ = 300, λ0/R1 = 5, lB0/R1 = 70, εp = 80 and εnp = 6.

and ∆u− = 3 for the anions. We used both a positive and neg-
ative sign for the core particle surface charge σ . The profiles
are shown in Fig. 8. For the parameter values chosen, the
energy barrier for the positive core charge is ∆G∗/kBT ≈ 5.9
while for the negative one it is ∆G∗/kBT ≈ 4.9. The nucle-
ation rate almost triples due to the exponential dependence on
the nucleation barrier.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We propose a simple mesoscopic model to describe nucle-
ation induced by a charged core in polar fluids. The model
applies to liquid/liquid coexistence and to a lesser extent to
liquid/vapor systems. The solid spherical core is uniformly
charged and surrounded by two layers of fluids separated by a
thin interface, as is appropriate for a system far from its criti-
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FIG. 7. State diagram in the pµ –λ̃0 (saturation-Debye length) plane
for ∆u = 3 (a), and ∆u = 6 (b). The dashed gray line represents the
value of the regular spinodal, calculated by the classical nucleation
theory. We used pγ = 300, pσ = 80, lB0/R1 = 70, εp = 80 and εnp =
6.

cal point. The fluids’ properties are characterized by their bulk
values. The main novelty of the present work is the inclusion
of the ions’ preferential solvation and electrostatic energy into
the nucleation energy. The electrostatic potential around the
colloid obeys a modified Poisson-Boltzmann equation. The
equation is solved analytically for small charges and numeri-
cally otherwise. Once the potential is known, the ionic con-
tribution is calculated and added to the interfacial and bulk
energies to yield the total Gibbs free energy of nucleation.

The Thomson model for purely dielectric fluids shows that
the energy barrier for nucleation decreases in the presence
of a core-charged particle. As we show, in polar fluids, the
solvation energy of ions amplifies this tendency despite the
screening of the core charge. The colloid potential decreases
monotonically with ∆u. The state diagram in the plane of
saturation and core charge is found from the Gibbs energy
profiles. We show that preferential solvation changes con-
siderably the lines separating the various regions–one phase,
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FIG. 8. Gibbs nucleation energy profiles for a positive and negative
core charge sign (red and blue, respectively). The Gibbs solvation
parameters are ∆u+ = 6 and ∆u− = 3, so in both plots, the cation’s
affinity to the polar phase is stronger than the anion’s. We used pγ =
350, λ0/R1 = 5, lB0/R1 = 70, εp = 80 and εnp = 6.

electro-prewetting, metastable vapor, metastable nucleus, and
spontaneous nucleations, see Fig. 6. In the phase diagram, the
electrostatic spinodal separates the regions of metstable nu-
cleus and the spontaneous nucleation. Upon crossing it, the
energy barrier for nucleation disappears. In the absence of
charge, this line becomes identical with the classical spinodal
in bulk systems. In addition, differences in the preferential
solvations of cations and anions, incorporated in the model
using specific values of ∆u+ and ∆u−, may explain the asym-
metry in nucleation rates between positive and negative cores.
[9, 48]

Our continuum model uses point-like ions and predicts
nucleus-charge sign asymmetry, and this is not found in ex-
periment with sub-3nm particles.[32] This can be due to the
finite-ions size and other effects. For example, the solvation
energy and permittivity can vary on the nanometer scales, and
ion complexation with other ions or solvent molecules is an in-
tricate ion-specific process. Small clusters of ions and solvent
molecules can act as the charged particle used in our model,
though their shape will deviate from a perfect sphere. A pos-
sible multi-scale approach for future studies could be the in-
tegration of molecular dynamics or density functional theory
simulations at these small scales with our continuum model to
provide a comprehensive view of the nucleation process.

The current model assumes that the nucleating particles are
spherical. Deviations from spherical symmetry could signif-
icantly modify the nucleation energies and rates and should
be studied. A similar effect could occur with geometrically

spherical particles with inhomogeneous surface charge distri-
bution.

The expression for nucleation in the presence of ions Eq.
(12) is our main analytical result. The preferential solvation of
ions reduces the energy barrier, assisting nucleation. Our pre-
vious work has shown that when a sufficiently large quantity
of ions is present, without preferential solvation, screening of
the core particle’s electric charge results in a behavior similar
to that of classical nucleation theory, only with a renormal-
ized interfacial tension between the polar fluid and the parti-
cle’s surface.[19] A similar effect occurs when ∆u > 0, where
pσ h(R̃) reduces to a surface effect, see Eq. (12).

Preferential ion solvation appears explicitly in the volume
term ∼ (R̃3 − 1) in Eq. (12) as a term that renormalizes the
value of pµ , i.e., ions shift the location of the binodal curve.
This shift is equivalent to a change of the chemical potential,
Eq. (14). This shift can be quite large due to the exponential
dependence ∼ exp(∆u), recalling that in some liquids and ions
∆u can be of order 10.[26]

When the Bjerrum length is large, for example, when the
nonpolar phase is vapor, the model should include ion corre-
lations. In addition, the dependence of the Gibbs transfer ener-
gies and the liquid’s dielectric constants on ion density should
be considered where relevant.[49, 50] For systems close to the
critical point, the electric field gradients lead to notable devi-
ations from the coexistence line even in the absence of ions
[51–53] and the resulting first- and second-order phase transi-
tions [41, 54] should be described using the density functional
theory.[55–59]

It is reasonable to assume that a salt with a large affinity
∆u can accelerate nucleation not only by reducing the energy
barrier of a single nucleus but also through the coalescence of
numerous metastable nuclei. At large distances, these nuclei
repel because they are similarly-charged. At small distance,
however, coalescence could occur if capillary forces are suffi-
ciently strong. It can be interesting to look at the coalescence
of such droplets in multi-particle theory or simulation. More-
over, it is intriguing whether such coalescence could occur in
the electro-prewetting region of the state diagram. Antago-
nistic ions, where the cation prefers one phase, and the anion
prefers the other, can have consequences to nucleation. For
such ions, the anions and cations partition across the inter-
face, reducing the surface tension between liquids, and this
may further increase the nucleation rates.[60, 61]
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