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Abstract: We discuss the peculiarities of the structure of the interface between a metal and a stable
colloidal dispersion of charged nanoparticles in an electrolyte. It is demonstrated that a quasi-2D
ionic structure of elevated density arises in its vicinity due to the effect of electrostatic image forces.
The stabilized colloidal particles, being electroneutral and spatially distributed objects in the bulk of
the electrolyte and approaching the interface, are attracted to it. In their turn, the counterions forming
their coat partially retract into the 2D-layer, which results in an acquisition by the colloidal particle of
the effective charge eZ∗ � e and which, together with its mirror image, creates the electric dipole.
The formed dipoles, possessing the moments directed perpendicularly to the interface, form the gas
with repulsion between particles. The intensity of this repulsion, evidently, depends on the value of
the effective charge eZ∗ acquired by the nanoparticle having lost a number of counterions. It can be
related to the value of the excess osmotic pressure Posm measured in the experiment. On the other
hand, this effective charge can be connected by means of the simple geometric consideration with the
structural charge eZ of the nanoparticle core being in the bulk of the electrolyte.

Keywords: seebeck effect; colloids; thermodiffusion

1. Introduction

In recent years, liquid thermoelectric materials are emerging as a cheaper alterna-
tive to the semiconductor-based solid counterpart for low-grade waste heat recovery
technologies [1–3]. Incorporation of nanometer-sized colloidal particles can considerably
change the transport properties of the host electrolyte. For example, a breakthrough in the
enhancement of the Seebeck signal has been achieved by means of dispersion of charged
colloidal particles in such systems [4,5].

In view of thermocell applications, a special attention requires the study of the behavior
of colloidal particles being in the vicinity of the electrodes. Various experiments [6–9]
indicate that colloidal particles are attracted by the metal–electrolyte interface. Herewith,
its origin by definition is supposed to be of the Van der Waals type, which, indeed, always
results in attraction of the neutral particles to the interface. Yet, this kind of attraction
should be preserved between colloids also along the metal–electrolyte interface. The latter
statement contradicts the experiment: the interaction between colloidal particles localized
in the vicinity of the interface has the character of repulsion [6–9].

The alternative to the Van der Waals mechanism of such an interaction of the colloidal
particle with the metal–electrolyte interface could be the attraction to its electrostatic mirror
image. The method of mirror charges is widely used in electrostatics to simplify calculations
of the electric field distribution of a charge placed in the vicinity of an interface between two
dielectric media. It allows one to automatically satisfy the boundary conditions imposed
by Maxwell equations on electric field intensity and the electrical induction vectors at the
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interface. It is notorious that this elegant method was proposed by W. Thomson (later
Lord Kelvin) [10] for more than a decade before Maxwell formulated his electrodynamics.
In the case under consideration of the metal–electrolyte interface, the method of mirror
charges requires modification, since the potential of the electric field in the bulk of the
electrolyte ceases to be a harmonic function: its properties here are defined by the Poisson
equation. A corresponding extension of the theory was proposed at the beginning of XX-th
century in the seminal papers of Wagner [11] and Onsager-Samaras [12], where it was
found that the image force today bearing their name, is noticeably transformed with respect
to dielectric media. Recently, the ideas of Wagner and Onsager-Samaras were developed by
the authors on purpose to explain the details of the Seebeck effect in colloidal electrolytic
solutions [13]. The Wagner–Onsager–Samaras mechanism, developed for the point-like
charges and for the colloidal particles, is valid at the relatively large distances from the
metal–electrolyte interface. Yet, its dominance ceases in the boundary domain where the
direct colloid’s contact with the metal surface occurs. The origin and details of namely
these contact interactions are discussed in this paper.

Point in fact, when the colloidal particles are neutral, they cannot exist independent in
a dilute solution. Rather, they coagulate due to the Van der Waals forces acting between
them. In order to prevent such coagulation processes, one can immerse individual colloidal
particles of bare radius R0 in the electrolyte (specific for each kind of particle), such that their
surface species dissociate in the electrolyte, the counterions being freely dissolved while
the NPs keep surface ions (e.g., hydroxyl groups, citrate, etc. [14–16]), resulting in a very
large structural charge eZ (|Z| � 10). Its sign can be either positive or negative, depending
on the surface group type. If the concentration of free ions in the electrolyte (ionic strength)
is small enough [16], the obtained dispersion is considered as colloidally stabilized.

The large structural core charge attracts counterions from the surrounding solvent,
creating an electrostatic screening coat of the order of Debye length λ0 containing an
opposite charge −eZ (see Figure 1a). Consequently, such complexes become neutral and
their size can be estimated as the sum of the bare radius of charged core and the effective
thickness of the screening coat: 2(R0 + λ0). In these conditions, nanoparticles approaching
within the distances δr = r − (R0 + λ0) ≤ λ0 between them begin to repel each other,
preventing coagulation. The corresponding theory of stabilized electrolyte was developed
in Refs. [17–19] and is called the DLVO theory. A typical manifestation of the stabilization
phenomenon occurs in very dilute dispersions, where the system can be considered as a
perfect gas of NPs, especially in the region of concentrations where

n�(λ0 + R0)
3 � 1, (1)

where n� is the density of the colloidal particles. It is important to note that the stabilized
solution is homogeneous under the condition described in Equation (1).

Here, the structure of the colloidal particle, immersed in the bulk of an electrolyte, is
spherically symmetric and is determined by means of the solution of the Poisson equa-
tion with the zero boundary conditions at infinity [20]. Close to the interface, a non-
homogeneous electric field in the electrolyte is formed due to the redistribution of ions.
As a consequence, the colloidal complexes are pulled into the region of stronger electric
field; the boundary conditions change and the electrostatic problem has to be revisited.
Here, the difference between the electrostatic forces of attraction to the metallic electrode
acting on the charged counterions of the screening coat and on the colloidal particle core
enters in play. Indeed, such attraction forces are very different for the weakly charged
counterions in the coating layer and the strongly charged (eZ) particle core of the colloid.
Correspondingly, the counterions partially leave the coat (see Figure 1b), which results
in the acquisition by the colloidal particle of the effective charge eZ∗ � e and which,
together with its mirror image, creates the electric dipole [21]. These dipoles, possessing the
moments directed perpendicularly to the interface, form a 2D gas with repulsion between
particles. The intensity of this repulsion, evidently, depends on the value of the effective
charge eZ∗ acquired by the nanoparticle that lost some number of counterions. Namely,



Colloids Interfaces 2022, 6, 25 3 of 10

such a repulsion is demonstrated by the abovementioned experiments [6–9] performed
with colloidal solutions on a metal substrate. On the other hand, this charge can be related
by means of a simple geometric consideration to the structural charge eZ of the nanoparticle
core being in the bulk of the electrolyte.
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Figure 1. The schematic presentation of the multiply-charged colloidal particle surrounded by the
cloud of counterions: (a) in the bulk of electrolyte; (b) in the vicinity of electrolyte–metal interface. In
(a) is presented the standard scheme of the colloid structure assumed in the DLVO theory. Its core
of the radius R0 carries the charge eZ, while λ0 appears in the DLVO theory as the characteristic
screening length. The “Stern layer” is the auxilary characteristics of the screening coat, which is
determined in the early theories [22,23], as the size of the region of elevate electrostatic energy
eϕ � kBT. The screening coat of the volume 4π

3 [(R0 + λ0)
3 − R3

0] possesses the opposite charge
−eZ. Hence, the entire colloidal particle in the DLVO model is neutral. In (b), the colloidal particle is
schematically shown in contact with the electrode (metallic plane). Here, the counterions previously
contained in the spherical segment partially leave the coat (see b). This process results in acquisition
by the colloidal particle of the effective charge eZ∗ (see Equation (8)), which, together with its mirror
image, creates the electric dipole. Note that the effective charge considered here is that of static
colloidal particles, to be distinguished from the dynamic effective charge of moving particles [4].

The structural nanoparticle core charge eZ � e is the important characteristic of the
solution containing the stabilized nanoparticles. Yet, in the frameworks of the existing
theories based on the bulk properties of the solution, it does not appear explicitly either in
the expression for conductivity [20], nor for the Seebeck coefficient [13]. Below, we propose
the mechanism that explains the observed attraction of colloidal nano-particles to the metal
surface and the nature of their repulsion along the latter. Finally, we discuss the possibility
of determination of the value of core charge eZ � e exploiting the properties of the
two-dimensional system of colloids, which occurs at the metal–colloidal solution interface.

2. The Structure of Interface between a Metal and Stabilized Electrolyte

Let us start from the standard electrostatic problem of the interaction between the point
charge Q, placed in the insulator semi-space (with dielectric constant ε), with the metallic
semi-space. It can be replaced by the attraction of the charge to its mirror image [10,24]:

Fε(z) = −
Q2

4εz2 , (2)

where z is the distance from the point charge Q to the plane.
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When the first semi-space is filled with an electrolyte, the electrostatic image force Fε

(Equation (2)) is screened at the distances of the order of the Debye length as one moves
away from the plane. As it was demonstrated by Wagner, Onsager, and Samaras [11,12]:

FWOS(z) = Fε(z) exp
(
− 2z

λ0

)
. (3)

The corresponding electrostatic energy of the charge Q in this configuration acquires
the form

UWOS(z)=−
∫ ∞

z
FWOS(x)dx = − Q2

2λ0ε
Γ
(
−1,

2z
λ0

)
, (4)

where Γ(s, x) is the upper incomplete gamma function. In other words, a charged point-like
particle located in the electrolyte at distances exceeding the Debye length λ0 from the
electrode interacts exponentially weaker with it.

Let us face the behavior of a colloidal particle in the vicinity of the interface between
a metal and electrolyte. Until the distance from the center of colloidal particle to the
interface z noticeably exceeds the Debye length (z� λ0), the latter keeps its integrity and
electroneutrality. Approaching the interface (z < λ0) this complex object loses part of
its screening counterions and acquires a finite number of charges. The framework of the
Poisson equation with infinite boundary conditions [20] is no longer applicable here. The
finite colloidal particle core size R0 serves as the natural cut off of the image force potential
singularity at small distances ( z < R0) [25].

In the previous work of the authors [13], the value of the colloidal particles’ surface
concentration N� was found. This was performed by means of the integration of the
difference between the Poisson-Boltzmann distribution of the colloids in the modified (by
Oshima, see [25])) UWOS(z) potential and their homogeneous density n�:

N�= n�

{∫ R0+λ0
R0

(
exp

[
Z2e2Γ

(
−1,2+ 2R0

λ0

)
λ0kBTε exp

(
− z−R0

λ0

)]
− 1

)
dz

+
∫ ∞

R0+λ0

(
exp

[
Z2e2

2λ0kBTε Γ
(
−1, 2z

λ0

)]
− 1
)

dz
}

.

(5)

The conservation of the number of colloidal particles in dispersion implies the condi-
tion

N = 2N� · S + n� · S · L = const, (6)

where S is the surface of the interface, L is the linear size of the sample, and N is the total
number of colloids introduced in the solution. The latter retains its value in the process of
mutual adjustment between two colloidal fractions approaching equilibrium.

Definition (5), together with the requirement (6), contains all the necessary information
concerning the properties of the 2D colloidal fraction in terms of the 3D homogeneous density
n� of colloids with an arbitrary ratio λ0/R0. Yet, the value of the charge 0 ≤ eZ∗(z) ≤ eZ ac-
quired by a colloidal particle, as a result of the partial lost of counterions from the coat, remains
indefinite.

Far from the interface, the colloidal gas is rarefied (the condition (1) is satisfied); the
bulk physical characteristics of the colloidal solutions (osmotic pressure [26,27], conduc-
tivity [20], and the Seebeck coefficient [13]) were found to be independent of the value
of the core structural charge eZ. As the density of colloidal particles increases and the
criterion (1) approaches its upper limit, the effective charge of the colloidal core enters in
the gamble [28].

In turn, in the vicinity of the interface, the colloidal particles are localized at the
distances of the order of R0 from it, and in view of their partial loss of the counterions, the
role of the effective charge eZ∗(z) cannot be ignored at any colloidal concentration n�.

For further discussion, it is crucial to find the binding energy of the colloidal particle
E� in the vicinity of the metallic plane. In Ref. [25], Ohshima performed the study of its
dependence on the distance to the interface (z) for an arbitrary relation between R0 and
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λ0. One can observe from Figure 4 of Ref. [25] that E�(z) remains negative for all z and
reaches its minimum when the core of the colloidal particle touches the plane: i.e., z = R0
(see Figure 1b).

The analysis of the binding energy E�’s dependence on the colloid’s core size, as it can
be observed from the Ohshima’s numerical results, demonstrates that this energy depends
on R0 much more strongly than it could be expected for the Coulomb interaction of the
point charge Q with its electrostatic image (EQ = Q2/2R0). This fact can be explained
taking into consideration that the acquired by the colloid effective charge eZ∗ itself depends
on the value of R0.

Operating in geometrical terms, one can identify eZ∗ with the charge of the spherical
segment cut by the plane z = R0 from the screening coat (see Figure 1b). The values of the
segment chord a and the corresponding volume V∗ are determined by (see Figure 1b):

a =
√

2λ0R0 + λ2
0, V∗ = πλ2

0(R0 +
2λ0

3
). (7)

The corresponding value of the acquiring effective charge is determined by the ratio of
V∗ and the full volume of the counterions coat 4

3 [(R0 +λ0)
3−R3

0] (see Figure 1a). Therefore,
indeed, in our simple geometric model, the acquired effective charge eZ∗ depends on the
colloid core radius:

eZ∗ = eZ
(3R0 + 2λ0)λ0

4[3R2
0 + 3R0λ0 + λ2

0]
, (8)

and the binding energy takes form:

E�=−
e2Z∗2

2εR0
=− e2Z2

32εR0

(3R0 + 2λ0)
2λ2

0
[3R2

0 + 3R0λ0 + λ2
0]

2
. (9)

This expression demonstrates that the binding energy of the large colloid (R0 � λ0) in
the vicinity of the metallic plane decreases with the increase of its size much more rapidly
than for the point charge (compare E� ∼ R−3

0 and EQ ∼ R−1
0 ).

One can observe that the Debye length enters in the binding energy (Equation (9)) in
the form of the dimensionless parameter λ0/R0, exactly like it appears in the Ohshima’s
theory [25]. It is important to stress the independence of λ0 on the value of the structural
charge over a wide range of eZ.

To confirm the correctness of our model, we calculated E�(R0) according to
Equation (9) in the region R0 ≤ λ0 and found good agreement with the results of Oshima’s
numerical analysis for three values: R0 = 0.1λ0; 0.5λ0; 1.0λ0 (see Figure 2). Extrapolat-
ing this equivalence, we also apply below our model for the range of colloid core sizes
exceeding the Debye length: R0 ≥ λ0.

The surface concentration N� of colloidal particles in this interface layer can be
evaluated by equating the corresponding chemical potential with that of one of the colloids
in bulk

µs = µb. (10)

Let us imagine the box with the face surface S and the height R0 + λ0, built at the
interface. First, let us fill it with the colloidal particles’ gas without electrostatic interaction
with the metallic semi-space (its density will be n�). The corresponding chemical potential
µb of the colloidal particle in the approximation of a weak electrolyte is determined by the
total number of particles in the box [19]:

µb = kBT ln[2n� · S · (R0 + λ0)] + ψb(P, T), (11)

where ψb(P, T) is some function of pressure and temperature (by means of the factor 2
under the logarithm, we took into account the availability of the two electrodes). Now, let us
switch on the electrostatic interactions. The surface concentration of the colloidal particles
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will become N�, and consequently the chemical potential µs of the particle localized in the
interface layer can be written as

µs = kBT ln(2N� · S) + ψs(P, T), (12)

with ψs(P, T) as another function of pressure and temperature. Comparing Equations (11)
and (12) and recognizing that the difference of the additive functions is determined by
the colloidal particle binding energy in the interface layer (ψs(P, T)− ψb(P, T) = E�), one
finds:

N� = n�(R0 + λ0) exp
(
|E�|
kBT

)
. (13)

By the sign |...| we stressed that the binding energy E� is negative (see Equation (9)),
i.e., the argument in the activation exponent is positive. One can see that the Equation (13)
qualitatively resembles the cited above relation (5), yet in the former we have succeeded
in avoiding cumbersome integration. Let us recall that all these considerations were
performed with the assumption R0 ≥ λ0.

*
*

*

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
-12

-10

-8

-6

-4

-2

0

R0 /λ0

E
⊙~

Figure 2. Binding energy Ẽ� (taken from Equation (9) and normalized to E�(R0/λ0 = 0.5)) as the
function of the ratio R0/λ0. The stars correspond to the numeric values of the binding energy taken
from Oshsima’s paper [25] at points R0/λ0 = 0.1; 05; 1.0.

The normalization relation (6) between N� and n� allows one to track down the
process of filling the interface layer by partially undressing colloidal particles as their
number in the cuvette increases (for instance, such a process occurs at the beginning of the
steady stage of the Seebeck effect in [4,13]). One can see that Equations (10)–(13) confirm
the observed saturation effect (N�(N)→ const).

3. Determination of the Effective Colloidal Charge

As it was already mentioned in the Introduction, the structural charge eZ is the
important characteristic of the solution containing the stabilized nanoparticles. Yet, the
study of its bulk properties hardly allows one to determine this physical value. Indeed, the
equation of the state of the 3D colloidal gas relates the corresponding osmotic pressure Pb
to the dimensionless concentration φ = n�V� [26,27]:

Pb(φ)V�
kBTφ

=
1 + φ∗ + φ∗2 − φ∗3

(1− φ∗)3 . (14)
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Here, V� = 4
3 πR3

0 is the volume of the colloidal particle and φ∗ = φ(1 + λ0/R0)
3 is

the effective concentration accounting for the screening coat. One can observe that the
structural charge eZ does not enter in Equation (14), as in its derivation the interaction
between the colloidal particles was considered in the solid spheres’ approximation.

The situation turns out to be quite different for the equation of state of the 2D colloidal
gas localized in the interface layer. The acquired effective charge eZ∗ can be determined
relating the concentrations N� to the observable on the experiment osmotic pressure Ps
by means of the virial expansion. As it was discussed above, here, the colloids form the
dipoles with their electrostatic images. These dipoles are oriented perpendicularly to the
interface plane and hence, repel each other. It is essential that the potential energy of this
interaction is positive and can be presented as a function of the distance between their
centers [24]:

U(r) =
8R2

0Z∗2e2

εr3 . (15)

In this case, in full agreement to the virial expansion theory [19], the corresponding
osmotic pressure Ps is determined by the formula explicitly accounting for the interac-
tion effects:

Ps = N�T

{
1 +

N�
2

∫ [
1− exp

(
−

8e2R2
0Z∗2

εr3kBT

)]
dS

}
, (16)

where dS = 2πrdr. The last integral can be easily calculated:

Ps = N�kBT

{
1 + 4πN�

3

[
e2R2

0Z∗2

εkBT

]2/3 ∫ ∞
0 [1− e−y]

dy
y5/3

}

≈ N�kBT

[
1 + 16πN�

3

(
e2R2

0Z∗2

εkBT

)2/3
]

,

(17)

where the value of the integral is 4.01. Hence, the measurable deviation of the 2D osmotic
pressure ∆Ps from its ideal value Ps0 = N�kBT allows one to determine the value of the
acquired effective charge of the colloidal particle (eZ∗) and consequently to restore the
value of the structural charge of its core in the bulk:

eZ =
2(3R2

0 + 3R0λ0 + λ2
0)

R0λ0(3R0 + 2λ0)

(
∆Ps

Ps

)3/4 (εkBT)1/2

(πN�)
3/4 . (18)

According to the Ref. [8], an alternating external electric field E⊥(ω), applied perpen-
dicularly to the metal–electrolyte interface, modulates the interaction between the forming
2D gas colloids. Looking at Equation (17) one recognizes that the compressibility of the
2D colloidal gas should also oscillate with the same frequency ω, following the perturbing
electric field E⊥(ω). As a consequence, one should expect the existence of the paramet-
ric resonance for acoustic waves propagating along the metal–electrolyte interface in the
interacting 2D gas of the colloidal particles.

Indeed, the density perturbation δN�(T) obeys the wave equation

∂2δN�
∂2t

− S2∆δN� = 0, (19)

with S2 = ∂Ps(ω)/∂ρ�, where ρ� = M�N�(T), and Ps is determined by Equation (17).
The parametric resonance in the two-dimensional oscillations of the colloids’ density (an
analogue of sound waves in air) arises when the doubled frequency of the electric field 2ω
coincides with one of the eigen-frequencies of Equation (19).
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4. Discussion

We demonstrated that the colloidal particles, being globally neutral in the electrolyte
bulk thanks to their layer of counterions, acquire the finite charge approaching the metal–
electrolyte interface. This circumstance noticeably effects the major part of the colloidal
system properties.

A. Localization of the colloidal particles at the electrolyte–metal interface is easily
observable visually [6–9]. The analysis of the activation temperature dependence of their
surface concentration N�(T) at a fixed value of the colloidal particles number N in solution
(see Equations (6) and (13) allows one to extract the value of the localization energy E� and,
consequently, the value of the colloidal particle effective charge eZ∗.

B. The virial equation of the state of a dilute colloidal solution (14) lies in the basis
of the DLVO theory. It is also used for the analysis of the hydrodynamic fluctuations
of various origins [29]. The consequences of its non-linearity in the 3D case find their
experimental confirmation in the measurements of the form-factor and its relationship to
the compressibility of the gas [27]. Considerable progress is achieved in the studies of
the wave scattering at a rough surface of two dielectrics, which present a special request
for radio physics (this is also wave scattering at the surface of seas and oceans; see, for
example [30]). Knowledge of the 2D equation of state (17) will allow one to relate the
intensity of light scattered by the interface to the properties of the rough metal–electrolyte
boundary (roughness is associated with the presence of charged colloidal particles on a flat
metal boundary). Such kinds of experiments studying the light scattering on surfaces with
2D colloids are still lacking.

C. The internal electric field in the bulk of a large enough (2d � λ0) flat electrolyte
capacitor is screened by the ions. The non-zero field occurs only within the Debye layers (of
the thickness λ0) along the capacitor plates (see Ref. [21]); namely, the latter determines the
capacitance of the device. According to Figure 3, the colloidal particles of the dimensions
λ0 ≤ R0 � d, localized at the metallic boundary, pierce the holes of the radius a/2 (see
Equation (7)) in a flat Debye layer providing an anomalous value of the capacitance C0. As
a consequence, the capacitance of a capacitor with a 2D system of colloids of a density N�
at the metal–electrolyte boundaries decreases, as

δC
C0
≈ −πa2N�/4 (20)

which allows one to directly measure the density N� and parameter a.

+eZ*

+eZ* +eZ*

+eZ*

– eZ*

LL
L

– eZ* – eZ*
– eZ*

Figure 3. Interacting dipole gas in the vicinity of the interface. The counterions partially leave the
coats of colloidal particles, which leads to acquisition of the effective charge eZ∗ � e by the latter.
Formed in this way, charged complexes, together with their mirror images, set up the electric dipoles.
These dipoles, possessing the moments directed perpendicularly to the interface, constitute a 2D gas
with repulsion between particles. The average distance between the dipoles is L ∼ N−1/2

� .

In summary, the discussed phenomenon of the colloidal particle accumulation at the
metal–electrolyte interface interestingly diversifies the physics of dilute colloidal solutions.
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The image forces at the boundaries of an electrolyte noticeably affect the entire range of
contact phenomena. For example, their bright manifestation is the electrostatic renormaliza-
tion of the surface tension in dilute electrolytes, which was studied in detail by the authors
of Refs. [11,12]. Other series of phenomena related to the electrostatic image forces are
the little explored adsorption of a charged fraction of the electrolyte at a solid boundary
with the formation of the double Debye layers [31]. The role of electrostatic forces acting
on colloidal particles in thin capillaries with dielectric walls also presents a challenging
problem to be investigated.

Author Contributions: I.C., methodology, formal analysis, writing—review and editing, visualiza-
tion, and funding acquisition. S.N., analysis of experimental data, writing—review and editing,
visualization, and funding acquisition. V.S., methodology, formal analysis, writing—review and
editing, and visualization. A.V., methodology, formal analysis, writing—review and editing, visual-
ization, and funding acquisition. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the
manuscript.

Funding: This research was supported by the European Union’s Horizon 2020 Research and Innova-
tion Programme: Under the grant agreement No.731976 (MAGENTA).

Acknowledgments: The authors are grateful to S.L. Parnovsky for the critical reading of the manuscript
and valuable discussions.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References and Note
1. Dupont, M.F.; MacFarlane, D.R.; Pringle, J.M. Thermo-electrochemical cells for waste heat harvesting—Progress and perspectives.

Chem. Commun. 2017, 53, 6288–6302. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Bonetti, M.; Nakamae, S.; Roger, M.; Guenoun, P. Huge Seebeck coefficients in nonaqueous electrolytes. J. Chem. Phys. 2011, 134,

114513; doi: 10.1063/1.3561735. [CrossRef]
3. Duan, J.; Yu, B.; Huang, L.; Hu, B.; Xu, M.; Feng, G.; Zhou, J. Liquid-state thermocells: Opportunities and challenges for low-grade

heat harvesting. Joule 2021, 5, 768–779. [CrossRef]
4. Salez, T.J.; Huang, B.T.; Rietjens, M.; Bonetti, M.; Wiertel-Gasquet, C.; Roger, M.; Filomeno, C.L.; Dubois, E.; Perzynskic, R.;

Nakamae, S. Can charged colloidal particles increase the thermoelectric energy conversion efficiency? Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys.
2017, 19, 9409–9416. [CrossRef]

5. Sehnem, A.L.; Janssen, M. Determining single-ion Soret coefficients from the transient electrolyte Seebeck effect. arXiv 2020,
arXiv:2006.11081v1 19.

6. Yeh, S.; Saul, M.; Shraiman, B. Assembly of ordered colloidal aggregrates by electric-field-induced fluid flow. Nature 1997, 386, 57.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Haywand, R.; Saville, D.; Aksay, I. Electrophoretic assembly of colloidal crystals with optically tunable micropatterns. Nature
2000, 404, 56. [CrossRef]

8. Nadal, F.; Argoul, F.; Hanusse, P.; Pouligny, B.; Ajdari, A. Electrically induced interactions between colloid particles in the vicinity
of conducting plane. Phys. Rev. E 2002, 65, 061409. [CrossRef]

9. Palin, M.; Grier, D.; Han, Y. Colloid electrostatic interactions near conducting surface. Phys. Rev. E 2007, 76, 041406. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

10. Thomson, W. (Ed.) The Cambridge and Dublin Mathematical Journal; Macmillan, Barclay, and Macmillan: Cambridge, UK, 1848;
Volume III, p. 141.

11. Wagner, C. Die Oberflächenspannung verdünnter Elektrolytlösungen. Phys. Z. 1924, 25, 474–477.
12. Onsager, L.; Samaras, N. The Surface Tension of Debye-Hückel Electrolytes. J. Chem. Phys. 1934, 2, 528. 10.1063/1.1749522.

[CrossRef]
13. Chikina, I.; Nakamae, S.; Shikin, V.; Varlamov, A.A. Two-stage Seebeck effect in charged colloidal suspensions. Entropy 2021, 23,

150. [CrossRef]
14. Riedl, J.C.; Kazemi, M.A.A.; Cousin, F.; Dubois, E.; Fantini, S.; Lois, S.; Perzynski, R.; Peyre, V. Colloidal Dispersions of

Oxide Nanoparticles in Ionic Liquids: Elucidating the Key Parameters. Nanoscale Adv. 2020, 2, 1560-1572, https:// doi.org/
10.1039/C9NA00564A. [CrossRef]

15. Bacri, J.C.; Perzynski, R.; Salin, D.; Cabuil, V.; Massart, R. Ionic ferrofluids, A crossing of chemistry and physics. J. Magnet. Magnet.
Mater. 1990, 85, 27–32. [CrossRef]

16. Dubois, E. Structural analogy between aqueous and oily magnetic fluids. J. Chem. Phys. 1999, 111, 7147–7160. 10.1063/1.480007.
[CrossRef]

17. Derjaguin, B.V.; Landau, L.D. Theory of the stability of strongly charged lyophobic sols and of the adhesion of strongly charged
particles in solutions of electrolytes. Acta Phys. Chem. URSS 1941, 14, 633–662. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1039/C7CC02160G
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28534592
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3561735
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2021.02.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C7CP01023K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/386057a0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28943661
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35003530
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.65.061409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.76.041406
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17994987
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1749522
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/e23020150
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C9NA00564A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0304-8853(90)90010-N
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.480007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0079-6816(93)90013-L


Colloids Interfaces 2022, 6, 25 10 of 10

18. Verwey, E.; Overbeek, J. Theory of the Stability of Lyophobic Colloids; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 1948; pp. 131–136.
19. Landau, L.D.; Lifshitz, E.M. Statistical Physics, 3rd ed.; Course of Theoretical Physics; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands,

2011; Volume 5, pp. 276–278.
20. Chikina, I.; Shikin, V.B.; Varlamov, A.A. The Ohm law as alternative for the entropy origin nonlinearities in conductivity of dilute

colloidal polyelectrolytes. Entropy 2020, 22, 225. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
21. The question of where the counterions left the colloidal coat go deserves a special discussion. It should be noted that the

electrostatic interaction of positive and negative ions (that make up an electrolyte) with the metallic interface leads to the
formation of an increased concentration layer near the latter. This layer contains both positive and negative ions. It is there that
the counterions leaving the colloidal coat fall. It should be borne in mind that the criterion for their redistribution in the space is
the constancy of the electrostatic potential of the metallic interface. The excess charges, if any, go to infinity.

22. Gouy, G. Sur la Constitution de la Charge Electrique a la Surface d’un Electrolyte. J. Phys. 1910, 9, 457. [CrossRef]
23. Chapman, D. A contribution to the theory of electrocapillarity. Philos. Mag. 1913, 25, 475. [CrossRef]
24. Landau, L.D.; Lifshitz, E.M. Electrodynamics of Continuous Media, 2nd ed.; Course of Theoretical Physics; Pergamon Press: Oxford,

UK, 2011; Volume 8, pp. 276–278.
25. Ohshima, H. Electrostatic Interaction between a Sphere and a Planar Surface: Generalization of Point-Charge/Surface Image

Interaction to Particle/Surface Image Interaction. J. Colloid Interface Sci. 1998, 198, 42–52. [CrossRef]
26. Carnahan, N.; Starling, K. Equation of state for nonattracting rigid spheres. J. Chem. Phys. 1969, 51, 635. 10.1063/1.1672048.

[CrossRef]
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