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THE INTERACTION OF TWO IDENTICAL SPHERICAL
COLLOIDAL PARTICLES

I. POTENTIAL DISTRIBUTION

By N. E. HOSKINt
Computing Machine Laboratory, University of Manchester

(Communicated by G. Gee, F.R.S.— Received 12 April 1955)
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The potential distribution in the electric double layers of two identical spherical colloidal particles
is obtained numerically for cases covering wide ranges of the particle radius, particle separation
and surface potential. The method of solution of the Poisson—Boltzmann equation by finite
differences on an electronic computer is described, and the distributions obtained are used to
discuss the accuracy of the approximate methods that have been developed. Itisshown that a series
of spherical harmonics (which is only valid for low surface potential) is practical only for small
particles and large separation, and unless these conditions hold, accurate results may only be
obtained by retaining many terms in the series.

1. INTRODUCTION

The solutions to a number of problems in the theory of hydrophobic colloidal systems require
the evaluation of the forces acting between the colloidal particles, the most important
problem, and indeed the one which can receive immediate consideration, being the deter-
mination of the conditions which govern stability. Others are the dependence on sol
concentration of such transport phenomena as diffusion, viscosity, rate of sedimentation
and electrophoresis. Practically all the theoretical work on the dependence on sol con-
centration of these properties has dealt with the hydrodynamical interaction between the
colloidal particles. It is clear, however, that the repulsion between the electric double layers
of the particles must play a role, particularly at low electrolyte concentrations when the
repulsion is of a long-range character. Recently, some attention has been given to the effect
of the electrical forces between the particles on viscosity (Harmsen, Schooten & Overbeek
1953) and electrophoresis (Stigter 1954). However, at present, there are no mathematical
theories which treat these phenomena, so that it cannot be claimed that a detailed quanti-
tative application of any calculations of the forces between colloidal particles is an immediate
possibility. Nevertheless, there is little doubt that an adequate theory of the dependence

1 Present address: Atomic Weapons Research Establishment, Berkshire.
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434 N. E. HOSKIN ON THE

on concentration of the various transport phenomena mentioned above will require a
knowledge of these forces.

There are two contributions to the force between the colloidal particles, namely, the
van der Waals-London attraction and the electric repulsion of the double layers. Although
there is still uncertainty concerning the value of the constant in the expression for the London
attraction and although this expression becomes more complicated at large separation as a
result of the retardation effect, it is perhaps true to say that the repulsive force is the more
difficult to determine. This difficulty arises mainly because it is necessary to solve the non-
linear Poisson-Boltzmann (P.B.) equation in order to find the distribution of the electric
potential in the overlapping double layers of the particles.

If the particles be regarded as sections of parallel plates of infinite area (so that the pro-
blem becomes one-dimensional) then an analytical solution of the P.B. equation can be
found, although it may have to be expressed in terms of hyperelliptic integrals when there
are trivalent ions (or ions of higher valency) present in the electrolyte. The problem for a
binary symmetrical electrolyte was first considered by Langmuir (1938) ; systems of higher
valency types have been considered by Robinson & Wood (1946) and others. However,
this model is obviously not as useful as that of two spherical particles, since in many colloidal
systems the particles can be assumed to be almost spherical. Unfortunately, the mathe-
matical problem is now much more difficult, and no analytical solution which is applicable
for all ranges of the parameters involved has yet been found. Because of the difficulty of
finding the potential distribution analytically it was decided to obtain solutions by a purely
numerical method. This demanded a large amount of computation which was carried out
on the Manchester University Electronic Computer, without which the problem would
have been impracticable.

The immediate application of these solutions is in the determination of the repulsive
force between two spherical particles and this is discussed in the following part IT (Hoskin
& Levine 1955). However, there may well be other applications of these solutions. For
example, Morris (1952) has obtained some experimental results on the dependence of surface
conductivity on sol concentration. A theoretical interpretation of these results will require
a knowledge of the potential distribution in the interacting double layers of spherical
particles. Furthermore, the above-mentioned numerical solutions will certainly be
helpful in suggesting the form of solution and in establishing the accuracy in any theoretical
investigation of the potential that may be attempted in the future. An important result of
the numerical computation is that, except possibly when the ‘thickness’ of the diffuse layer
(1/k) is greater than the particle radius, the effect of interaction is confined to the region
lying between the two spheres. Consequently the potential distribution on the ‘outer’
sides is almost the same as that for a single sphere.

2. THE PoissoN—-BOLTZMANN EQUATION

The following discussion only considers the case of a binary symmetrical electrolyte,
and it is assumed that the potential ¢ in the double layer surrounding two spherical particles

of radius @ and separation R satisfies the equation
ez .
VY = 8m sinh

zey
W) (2.1)
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INTERACTION OF TWO SPHERICAL PARTICLES. I 435

where ¢ = dielectric constant of the solution,
n = no. of positive (or negative) ions per cm? at infinity,
€= elenientary charge of each ion,
z = valency of either type of ion,
k = Boltzmann’s constant,

T = absolute temperature.
Equation (2-1) may be rewritten as

V'2¢ = sinh ¢ (2-2)

by means of the substitutions

¢ = zey kT, k2= 8mne?z?[ekT. (2-3)

The dash in the Laplacian operator signifies that co-ordinates are measured in units of 1/«,
and henceforth in this paper, unless otherwise stated, all distances will be in these units
and will be denoted by a dash with the exception of two new symbols which we now intro-
duce, namely 7 = k¢ and s = Rja = R'/r.

The potential ¢ vanishes at an infinitely large distance from the particles and therefore
¢ will also tend to zero at infinite distance. If the ions constituting the surface charge are
identical with one of the lattice ions of the colloidal particles, and also if there is either no
absorption of counter-ions or no ‘intrinsic’ charge, then the potential is constant over the
whole particle surface and is independent of the separation of the particles, depending only
on the type and concentration of electrolyte. This case occurs frequently, and even if there
is specific absorption there is theoretical evidence (Verwey & Overbeek 1948 ; Levine 1951)
that the surface potential is still approximately uniform provided the separation is not too
small; therefore the remaining boundary condition chosen is that of constant potential
(i.e. ¢ = constant = @, say, in (2-2)) on the particle surfaces.

Equation (2-2) is difficult to solve, because of its non-linearity, and much of the theo-
retical discussion has been confined to the approximate equation of Debye & Hiickel (1923,
1924), who for their theory of strong electrolytes replaced (2-2) by

V24 = . (2:4)

However, this substitution is valid only if ¢ is small, and for larger values accurate solutions
to (2-2) must be obtained numerically. This has been done for a single spherical particle
by Muller (1928) for fairly low values of the radius and potential and by Hoskin (1953) for
wider ranges of these parameters. Comparisons between the accurate solutions and those
obtained from (2-4) show that (2-4) may only be used with safety if <1 orif 7<<1. Levine
& Dube (1940) used equation (2-4) to obtain a solution for the case of two equal spheres
in the form of an infinite series of which they obtained explicitly the first three terms, while
Derjaguin (1940) extended his treatment of infinite parallel plates to the case of two spheres
of large radius, considering them as being composed of a series of parallel circular rings.
This method will be discussed at some length in part II.

Considering the accurate equation (2-2) once more, the method evolved by Gronwall,
La Mer & Sandved (1928) for use in the theory of strong electrolytes was used by Levine

542
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436 N. E. HOSKIN ON THE

(1939) to obtain a solution for two spherical particles as an infinite series, and later Booth
(1951) obtained a similar type of solution. However, both suffered from the disadvantage
that the coefficients became extremely complicated, and an inordinate amount of computa-
tion would be required to obtain sufficient terms to make the solutions accurate over the
wide ranges of the parameters which occur in practice. Furthermore, a great disadvantage
of the Gronwall-La Mer—Sandved series is that it is difficult to calculate the radius of
convergence, and in those cases where it can be found (or an upper bound found) it is so
small as to restrict the application of the method. This latter difficulty was overcome by
Levine for a single sphere, who used the series in an inverted form and showed that this has
an infinite radius of convergence but the complexity of coeflicients still remained.

3. NUMERICAL SOLUTION

We now seek a numerical solution to (2:2) in the region outside two equal spheres
of radius 7, where the distance between the centres is s7. Co-ordinate axes are fixed
with the origin at the mid-point of the line of centres, and the x’ axis along the line of
centres.

The spherical boundaries may most simply be taken into account by considering the
equation in dipolar co-ordinates (see MacRobert 19277) where

, csinh ¢ , _ csinu cosv , c¢sinusiny

T e _= e— = —, 3'1
o cosh t—cosu’ y cosht—cosu’ z cosht—cosu (3-1)

In these co-ordinates two equal spheres may be defined by ¢ = 4-#,, the radius of each
being ¢ cosech #, and the distance between the centres 2¢ coth ). Thus if 7 and s are known
¢ and £, are uniquely determined by ‘

4¢? = 72(s2—4), 2coshi, =y,

so that the dipolar transformation is fixed. The region outside the two spheres is given by
(3-1) together with —#,<t<¢), 0<<u<m, 0<<v < 27. The solution of (2-2) is axially symmetric
about the x’ axis and so will be independent of ». Then (2-2) becomes

(cosht—cosu)? { J sinu 0¢) J sinu 53_@)} . )
¢?sinu at (cosh t—cosudt) ' du (cosh t—cosudul| sinh g, (3-2)

together with =0 at t=u=0,
=0 on =41,

¢ is an even function of # and #, and the equation need only be considered in the region
0<u<m, 0<{<¢, with the extra conditions

2 i¢

5;20 on u=0, u=1,; ﬁzo on ¢t=0.

In order to obtain a numerical solution it is necessary to form the difference equation
corresponding to (3:2) by expressing the derivatives in terms of finite differences. The region
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INTERACTION OF TWO SPHERICAL PARTICLES. I 437

0<<u<m, 0<<i<{,is covered by a two-dimensional array of points lying on the intersection
of lines ¢ = mB and u = nA (figure 1). Then

(a¢) = L1 po—4udio+ .1,
(%?) =B [ﬂ3t¢o‘“ U3+ 1,
(gu—%s)o 12 [02¢0— 50800+ -1

02
(5%) = glord—edtor. .

where 13,80 = (0,03 +0,6_1) = $(2—94),
35¢0 = »3u¢%“8 ¢—§ = ¢2+¢4—2¢0-
Similarly, WPy = 3(1—93), 070y = ¢1+Ps—28,.
2
b s ]
3 Lo 1 ¢
4
Ficure 1

After substitution and division by the coefficient of ¢, the equation in its final form becomes

A2 1— Bsinht ] 4
2(42+ B?) 2(cosh t—cos u) !

1 —I—A cosec u(cosu cosht—1
2(A2 +B2) B 2(cosh t—cosu) :I #:
A2 B Bsinht
o258y L' T3 (coshi—cos u):I bs
B? I _ Acosecu(cosu cosht—l):|¢
2(A2—|—Bz) _ 2(cosh £—cos u) 4
+4,
A?2B%? .
- ¢0—‘—2(142 +B2) (cosht—cos u)zsmh b (33)
where
1 sinh ¢
S S NN U VO V! S smht e
A 4(4%+B?) |_ 12 (A23“¢°+ B ¢°) *6B (cosh¢—cos ) #3194

1 cosecu(cosu cosht—1
64 cosht—cosu

) 334+ S Rye
Henceforth (3-3) will for simplicity be written
4y 1+ 8309+ a3 @3+ a,py—Po—2a,¢*sinh gy + A, = 0, (3:5)

where a, a;, a5, a; and a, are defined from (3-3).
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438 N. E. HOSKIN ON THE

This equation defines the relationship between all points on the mesh covering the region
0<<u<<m, 0<<¢t<t), and the boundary conditions may also be rewritten as shown in figure 2.

u

T 1$=¢,

=0
:/ﬁ ° =94 t

f——to—1
Ficure 2

The solutions obtained here are solutions to (3+5) with A;=0. The neglect of the higher
differences will result in some solutions being only moderate approximations. However,
it is possible to use these solutions to calculate A, and so obtain a better approximation
as in the difference technique advocated by Fox (1947), and furthermore the errors in such
solutions are probably less than in corresponding solutions obtained by the other methods
available. Equation (3-5) is now in a form suitable for solution by relaxation, but the fact
that the coefficients a, a;, 4,, a5 and a, are functions of # and ¢ prohibits the solution by hand,
and the calculations were carried out on the Manchester Electronic Computer.

The number of points covering the region, and hence the mesh lengths, were governed
by the limited capacity of the high-speed storage of the machine. The final choice was a
matrix of 144 (9 x 16) points including the boundary points, so that

A =m[15, B =t,/8.

An iterative method of successive approximations was adopted, and to begin the routine
it was necessary to read an approximate solution to (3-5) into the machine. This set of
function values had the correct values at points on the boundary and at the point repre-
senting infinity but was incorrect at all other points. In fact, the approximate solution was
usually defined to have zero as its value at all points other than boundary points, or else
a previous solution with the same value of @ but different values of 7 and s could be used.
Since the solution was incorrect when the left-hand side of (3:5) (with A; = 0) was calcu-
lated, the values were not everywhere zero. The aim of the iteration was to reduce those
non-zero values or residuals to zero. This necessitated the solution of the equation

2a,¢%sinh §F + 9 = al¢1+‘12¢2+“3¢3+a4¢4> (3-6)

¢ being the required new value. Since the process was iterative this equation need not
be solved exactly at each iteration but only in the limit after an infinite number of itera-
tions. A simpler equation may be constructed by assuming that

¢3€ = ¢0—/]~09
where ¢, was the existing value of the function at the pivotal point and 4, was small enough
to neglect its square and higher powers. Then

sinh g¥ = sinh (g,—A,) = sinh ¢, — A, cosh ¢, (3-7)
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INTERACTION OF TWO SPHERICAL PARTICLES. I 439
and on substitution into (3:6).and solving for 1, one obtained
P Go— 181 — 030, —a3P5— a4¢4+240025mh¢0 (3-8)
0 1+ 2ayc®cosh @,

The Liebmann (1918) method of iteration was used, i.e. the quantity A, was calculated
and the function value adjusted before continuing to the next mesh point. For this method
Frankel (1950) has shown that better convergence might be expected by over-relaxing—
having found 4, to adjust the function value by ad,, where a>> 1. This was found to be so in
practice, and trial solutions were found using different values of «. The factor giving greatest
convergence was « = 1-5, and this value was used for all subsequent solutions. Since (3-8)
does not hold until A, is small enough to justify the linearization in (3-7), the convergence
might have been further improved by the use of an even greater value of « during the first
iterations. However, this would have meant a change in « to « = 1-5 after a number of
iterations, and the extra complication was thought to outweigh any advantage that might
have been obtained.

To ensure complete control by the machine and eliminate any need for human inter-
vention great care was taken to make the routine self-checking. Arithmetical checks were
inserted wherever possible, and failure of such a check caused the machine to obey that
sequence of instructions until the check was successful.

As a check on the convergence, £A3 was formed as the sweep over the whole mesh was
in progress, and at the end of the interation tested against the sum obtained during the
previous iteration. If it were less than the previous sum the new approximation was
assumed to be better than its predecessor, and the new function values were stored instead
of the previous set. If, however, the sum were greater, and this only happened if a fault
had occurred, the iteration was repeated using the previous function values once more.
The routine stopped and printed out the function values when A2 was sufficiently small to
ensure that the function values had settled down to their limiting values to at least three
decimal places. ,

The routine evolved using all these checks was found to be foolproof, and the only cases
of failure occurred when the machine fault was such that the sequence of instructions
being obeyed were altered or obliterated. In all other cases once the approximate solution
and parameter values had been supplied to the machine the whole calculation proceeded
automatically until finally the required solution was printed out. Each complete iteration
took 1 min 405 to complete, and on an average it required twenty-five iterations to achieve
the desired accuracy. Thus a solution could be obtained in about 40 min. This time could
be reduced but only at the expense of further complication of the routine or the elimination
of the checking procedure.

4. PARAMETER VALUES

The mathematical problem of the solution of (2-2) is determined by the choice of four
parameters, namely

(i) &, which for a given electrolyte is a function of concentration and temperature,
(ii) ¥y, the boundary value of the potential,
(iii) a, the radius of the colloidal particles, and
(iv) R, the separation of the two particles.
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440 N. E. HOSKIN ON THE

Actually in the physical problem the electrolyte concentration y and ¥, are connected
by the equation

¥, = constant —I-IEZ%;In ¥. (4-1)
Since y is proportional to z, and 7 is proportional to «? from (2-3), equation (4-1) may be
rewritten @ = constant+2In«, (4-2)
where D = zey [kT.

The constant depends on the nature of the sol and thus if ® and « are chosen independently
the same numerical solutions will be applicable to different sols.

The region of interest (Overbeek 1950) is for particles between 107 and 10~*cm radius
and values of k between 105 and 107 (corresponding to concentrations of a uni-univalent
electrolyte in water from 107°N to 1 N), and thus the range of interest of 7 = ka is from 102
to 10%%. The values considered here are in the middle of this range, i.e. between 1 and
1015, The values of the separation chosen are small or moderate, since for large separation
the effect of interaction decreases and will become comparable with the error in the method,
and although it would have been desirable to have obtained a solution with the two par-
ticles in contact with each other (s=2), the dipolar transformation unfortunately breaks
down for this configuration. It has been shown that the Debye-Hiickel solution is a good
approximation for a single spherical particle for values of @< 1, and thus one may hope
that this still remains true in the case of two spheres. For large values of @ the corrections
to the P.B. equation may become appreciable and so the values of ® chosen were in the
middle of the range. The final values of the parameters chosen were

7 =10, 5:0, 15:0;
7(s—2) = 05, 1-0, 1-5, 2-0, 3-0; (4-3)
@ = 20, 4-0, 6+0, 8-0.

5. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A set of sixty solutions of the P.B. equation were obtained, each corresponding to one set
of the parameter values given in (4-3). Considerations of space forbid the inclusion of the
full solutions here, but a set of the sixty tables has been accepted by the Royal Society
Depository. They may be consulted at the library of the Royal Society or photocopies can be
obtained if so desired. The general behaviour of the distribution may be seen in figures 4, 5
and 6, where equipotentials have been constructed for three typical cases having the same
values of the particle separation and surface potential but three different values of the
particle radius. If the equipotential ¢ = 0-01 is assumed to determine the outer limit of
the double layer it is seen that the actual thickness of the layer increases only slightly as the
radiusincreases. The effect of the interaction is to distort the equipotentials from the circular
shape they would assume if only one spherical particle were present, and in figures 5 and 6
the parts of the equipotentials that have been omitted are circles with centres at the particle
centre. Thus it may be seen from the figures that the effect of interaction is only appreciable
in the region between the particles and becomes negligible around the ‘outer’ faces of the
spheres. This is also demonstrated in figure 3, where the values of the potential function on
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the line of centres diametrically opposed from the origin are compared with the corre-
sponding solution for a single sphere and found to be in very good agreement. This solution
is for ® = 2-0, 7 = 1-0 and the smallest value of the separation (7(s—2) = 0-50), and if the

2\ e

TN

0 1 2 3 4
distance from the face of the sphere %
Ficure 3 Ficure 4

Ficure 3. Comparison of the potential distribution for a single sphere with the distribution on the
line of centres on the outer face of either of two spheres. (7=1, 7(s—2) =05, ® = 2.)
, Single-sphere distribution; x, two-sphere potential at mesh points on the line of centres.

Ficure 4. Potential distribution for 7 =1, 7(s —2) = 1-5, ® = 2.

¢
0-01
15+
05
1-0
1'5
2:0
10~ $ 10
/__—\O'Ol
05
' 1-0
P5- 15 51
2:0 ,
0 0
xl
Ficure 5. Potential distribution for Ficure 6. Potential distribution for
T=57(5—2)=15 0=2. T=15,7(s—2) =15, ® = 2.

55 Vor. 248. A.
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separation or radius is increased so that the other sphere is still further removed from this
region its effect will be even less. For higher values of @ the effect of interaction is still
negligible on the outer face if 7 = 5 or 7 = 15, but becomes appreciable if 7 = 1. The fact
that the interaction is only appreciable in the region between the particles counteracts in
part the disadvantage of variable mesh length arising from the dipolar transformation.
The mesh of points in the physical plane is formed by the intersection of two families of
coaxial circles, and while the mesh length is small in the region between the particles the
points becomes widely spaced on the other faces of the particles. However, we now see that
the distribution about the outer faces is similar to that for a single sphere, and the complete
potential may be found with greater accuracy by dividing the whole plane into an ‘inner’
and ‘outer’ region and using the solution for a single sphere in the outer region and the two-
sphere solution in the inner region between the particles.

A general discussion of the potential distributions is impracticable because of the number
of parameters involved, and we confine our remarks and tables to the distribution (a) along
the line of centres and (4) in the median plane. In table 1 we have tabulated the potential

TABLE 1. POTENTIAL ON THE LINE OF CENTRES

8¢/t, 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 0
T 'r(sk
05

1 2-000 1-952 1-909 1-873 1-843 1-819 1-803 1-793 1-790
4-000 3-823 3-673 3-548 3-448 3-371 3-316 3-284 3-274
6-000 5488 5-098 4-796 4-566 4-395 4-278 4-209 4-186
8-000 6-826 6-088 5-575 5-206 4-944 4-768 4-666 4-633

1-5 2-000 1-752 1-542 1-368 1-229 1-122 1-046 1-001 0-985
4-000 3:367 2-877 2-495 2-201 1-982 1-830 1-741 1-711
6-000 4-706 3-864 3-264 2-826 2-511 2-297 2-174 2-133
8-000 5-691 4-496 3719 3177 2-798 2-544 2-398 2-350
3-0 2-000 1-532 1-167 0-888 0-679 0-530 0-431 0-373 0-355
4-000 2-926 2-172 1-626 1-231 0-954 0-771 0-667 0-633
6-000 4-050 2-909 2-141 1-605 1-236 0-995 0-859 0-815
8-:000 4-863 3-384 2-457 1-830 1-404 1-127 0-971 0-920

5 0-5 2-000 1-970 1-945 1-923 1-906 1-893 1-884 1-878 1-877
4-000 3-855 3735 3-637 3558 3-499 3-457 3-433 3-425
6-000 5-518 5-158 4-885 4-678 4-527 4-423 4-363 4-343
8-:000 6-838 6-128 5-644 5-301 5-060 4-898 4-806 4775

1-5 2-000 1-833 1-693 1-579 1-488 1-418 1-368 1-338 1-327
4-000 3458 3-057 2-752 2-522 2-353 2-237 2-169 2-146
6-000 4-748 3-991 3475 3-109 2-850 2-677 2-577 2-544
8-:000 5668 4-561 3-877 3-415 3-098 2-889 2770 2-731

30 2-000 1-615 1-318 1-089 0-915 0-787 0-700 0-649 0-632
4-000 3-003 2-349 1-888 1-556 1-320 1-162 1-071 1-041

6-000 4-042 3-021 2-368 1-921 1-612 1-408 1-292 1-255

8-000 4-765 3-432 2-645 2-123 1-770 1-540 1-408 1-365

15 0-5 2-000 1-970 1-945 1-923 1-905 1-892 1-882 1-877 1-875
4-000 3-857 3-737 3-640 3-562 3-502 3-461 3-436 3-429

6-000 5-519 5-161 4-890 4-685 4-534 4-431 4-371 4-352

8-000 6-838 6-131 5-649 5-308 5-068 4-907 4-815 4-786

1-5 2-000 1-844 1-716 1-611 1-528 1-465 1-420 1-393 1-384
4-000 3471 3-083 2791 2-572 2412 2-303 2-238 2-217

6-000 4-751 4-006 3-504 3-150 2-902 2-736 2-640 2-609

8-000 5-661 4-568 3-899 3-451 3-145 2-943 2-829 2791

3-0 2-000 1-633 1-354 1-141 0-979 0-861 0-781 0-734 0-718
4-000 3-016 2-385 1-946 1-633 1-412 1-264 1-179 1-152

6-000 4-035 3-040 2-415 1-991 1700 1-509 1-401 1-366

8-000 4-740 3-437 2-680 2-185 1-852 1-635 1-513 1-473
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distribution along the line of centres for most of the solutions and in table 2 the distribution
in the median plane. The main use of table 2 is in obtaining the force between the particles,
and this is demonstrated in part I1. Both tables show clearly the effect of change of para-
meters on the potential distribution. It is also of interest to compare the solutions with
results obtained from the two approximate methods that have been developed. One
applies when the surface potential and particle radius are both small so that the series
solution given by Levine & Dube (1940) (based on the Debye—Hiickel approximation)
is valid and the other when the particle radius is large and the separation small so that the
region directly between the two spheres may be approximated to that between two parallel
flat plates.

TABLE 3. INTERACTION OF TWO SPHERES IN THE CASE 7=1

Comparison with the solution by series at points in the median plane.

value ¢/® obtained by numerical integration
from series - A \
7(s—2) u solution D=2 D=4 ®=6 O=8
0-50 ™ 0-952 0-895 0-819 0-698 0-579
2m(3 0-858 0-813 0-731 0-615 0-509
/3 0-421 0-406 0-355 0-295 0-245
1-00 7 0-713 0-685 0-596 0-493 0-405
2m/[3 0-570 0-554 0-481 0-399 0-329
/3 0-174 0-171 0-150 0-126 0-106
1-50 7 0-508 0-493 0-428 0-356 0-294
2|3 0-383 0-367 0-321 0-268 0-223
/3 0-082 0-080 0-071 0-060 0-051
2-00 7 0-357 0-345 0-307 0-258 0-215
2m/[3 0-253 0-242 0-215 0-182 0-153
3 0-040 0-039 0-035 0-030 - 0026
3-00 T 0-176 0-178 0-159 0-136 0-115
27(3 0-112 0-110 0-099 0-085 0-073
7|3 0-011 0-011 0-010 0-008 0-007

The value 7 = 1 is sufficiently small for the first method to apply for small values of @,
and the solutions for this value of the radius are compared with results derived from tables
given by Verwey & Overbeek (1948). These are based on the above-mentioned series of
which they retained only the first three terms. The two sets of function values are compared
at three points on the median plane ¢ = 0 and the results given in table 3. It is seen that
there is good agreement for the lowest value of @ and the largest value of the separation, but
that the differences grow (a) as ® increases since the Debye—Hiickel equation is then no
longer a good approximation and (b) as the separation decreases when the higher terms in
the series solution become appreciable. The potential distributions along the line of centres
and in the median plane for the case 7 = 1 are shown in figures 7 and 8 for ® = 2 and different
values of the separation. If we denote by p’ the radial distance in the median plane, the
origin being the intersection of the line of centres with the plane, then as p’ increases the
potential function drops rapidly to zero from its maximum (¢, say) at the origin. This
maximum ¢, is always less than the corresponding value for two flat plates and increases as
the radius is increased, if @ and the separation are both kept constant. This may be seen
clearly in figure 9, where the potential distributions in the median plane are drawn for
constant @ and separation but for different values of the radius. We may also note that
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even when 7 = 15 the potential function has dropped almost to zero at p’ = 12, confirming
that the region of appreciable interaction is confined to the region directly between the
particles.

A A

SOCIETY

OF

) ¢

SOCIETY

OF

|
3
distance from the face of the sphere
Ficure 7. Potential function on the line of centres between two spherical particles for 7 = 1,
® = 2 and different values of the separation. Because of symmetry only one half is drawn.
s
25
J
Ficure 8. Potential function in the median plane of two spherical particles
for 7 =1, ® = 2 and different values of the separation.
J 2— (%
Ficure 9. Potential function in the median plane of two spherical particles

for ® = 2, 7(s—2) = 0-5 and different values of 7.
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When 7 = 15 the region directly between the spheres may be expected to approximate
to that between two flat plates, and in table 4 the values of ¢, for different values of @ and
the separation are compared with the corresponding values for two flat plates. There is
good agreement when the separation is small, but the differences increase as the separation
increases since the effect of the curvature of the spheres becomes important. In figure 10

TABLE 4. INTERACTION OF TWO SPHERES IN THE CASE 7=15

Comparison with the solution for two parallel plates at midpoint of line of centres.

b

T(s—2) D=2 O=4 ®=6 ®=8
0-50 2 spheres 1-875 3-429 4-352 4-786
2 parallel plates 1-896 3-457 4-371 4-787

1-00 2 spheres 1-643 2-755 3-305 3-549
2 parallel plates 1-663 2773 3:309 3-535

1-50 2 spheres 1-384 2-217 2-609 2-791
2 parallel plates 1-401 2-238 2-617 2-771

2-00 2 spheres 1-143 1-795 2-099 2-250
2 parallel plates 1-156 1-815 2-106 2-223

3-00 2 spheres : 0-718 1-152 1-366 1-473
2 parallel plates 0-758 1-191 1-382 1-458

2:0

1-9

1-8

1-7 | | | ‘ |
0 01 0-2

distance from the face of the sphere

Frcure 10. Potential function on the line of centres between two spherical particles for ® =2,
7(s—2) = 0-5 and different values of 7.The curves for 7 =5 and 7 = 15 are almost coincident.

Because of symmetry only half is drawn.

the potential function along the line of centres is plotted for @ = 2, the smallest value of the
separation (7(s—2) = 0-5) and different values of the radius. The distributions for 7 = 5
and 7 = 15 are almost coincident and differ from that for two flat plates by less than 2 %,.
Even when 7 = 1 the error is never more than 79%,. However, for larger separation the
agreement is not very good except for 7 = 15.

The charge distribution on the particle surface may be obtained from the potential,
since if ¢ be the surface charge density
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where d/dn denotes differentiation along the outward normal to the particle surface. In
dipolar co-ordinates this expression reads

;e A/ (nek'T) cosh {,—cosu (?_é)
- 2m ¢ at),.,’
nek T\ d¢
— E=) 5. 52
J ( 2 ) on’' 7 (5-2)
However, it is not possible to obtain an accurate tabulation of ¢ for all cases, or indeed over

the whole of each particle, again because of the increase in mesh size around the ‘outer’
faces of the particles and also because of the inherent difficulties of numerical differentiation

I L - | l | |
0 40 80 120

angle between radius and line of centres,

| i

|
160

Ficure 11. Variation of surface gradient of potential around a spherical particle:
(0 = — (nekT|2m)} a¢|on’).

0 = 0 at point of minimum separation. The numbers on the curves are the values of 7 and
7(s —2) respectively.

at the end-point of a range of function values. We can determine ¢ fairly accurately on the
‘inner’ faces of the particles where both mesh lengths and gradients are small, but on the
‘outer’ part of the surfaces numerical differentiation gives progressively poorer results.
However, at the point on the line of centres in the ‘outer’ region we may (as for the potential
function) assume the effect of the outer particle to be negligible and ¢ then has the value
corresponding to a single particle. Approximate values of ¢ in the intermediate region may
be obtained by interpolating by means of a smooth curve. Some of the curves obtained in
this way are shown in figure 11, where the variation of d¢/dn" around the particle is drawn
for extreme values of the separation for each value of the radius and the same value (®=2-0)
of the surface potential.
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