
Understanding long-range opposite charge repulsion in multivalent salt
solutions

Nikhil R. Agrawal,1 Carlo Carraro,1 and Rui Wang1, 2

1)Department of Chemical and Biomolecular Engineering, University of California, Berkeley, California 94720,
USA
2)Materials Sciences Division, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, California 94720,
USA

(*Electronic mail: ruiwang325@berkeley.edu)

(Dated: 8 November 2024)

The electrostatic correlations between ions profoundly influence the structure and forces within electrical double layers.
Here, we apply the modified Gaussian Renormalized Fluctuation theory to investigate the counter-intuitive phenomenon
of repulsion between two oppositely charged surfaces and discuss its relationship with overcharging. By accurately ac-
counting for the effect of spatially varying ion-ion correlations, we capture these repulsive forces for divalent, trivalent
as well as tetravalent ions, in quantitative agreement with reported simulation results. We show that the opposite-charge
repulsion is long-ranged with an effective length scale of a few nanometers. The strength of opposite-charge repulsion
increases monotonically with the multivalent salt concentration, in stark contrast with the non-monotonic salt concen-
tration dependence of other ion correlation-driven phenomena, such as overcharging and like-charge attraction. We also
elucidate that the origin of the opposite-charge repulsion is the large amount of ions attracted to the double layer as a
result of ion-ion correlations, leading to higher osmotic pressure and stronger screening of the electrostatic attraction,
which results in an overall repulsive force between two oppositely charged surfaces. Furthermore, we demonstrate that
there is no causal relationship between opposite-charge repulsion and the overcharging of the surface. Opposite-charge
repulsion is accompanied by overcharging at large separation distances, but can also occur in normal double layers
without overcharging at intermediate separation distances.

I. INTRODUCTION

The electrostatic force between two charged surfaces in the
presence of a salt solution is the key to determining equi-
librium and non-equilibrium properties in a wide variety of
systems related to electrochemistry1–4, materials science5–7,
and biology8–13. In the classical Derjaguin-Landau-Verwey-
Overbeek (DLVO) framework5, this electrostatic force is de-
scribed by the mean-field Poisson-Boltzmann (PB) theory,
which is long-ranged compared to the short-range Van der
Waals attraction. This mean-field PB theory does not ac-
count for ion-ion correlations, variations in dielectric permit-
tivity as well as excluded volume effect of ions and solvent
molecules. Consistent with physical intuition, mean-field PB
predicts a repulsive force between two like-charged surfaces
and an attractive force between two oppositely charged sur-
faces at all separation distances. However, numerous exper-
imental and simulation studies have reported attraction be-
tween like-charged surfaces14–21 and repulsion between op-
positely charged surfaces22–31 in the presence of multivalent
salts. The origin of these counter-intuitive phenomena is the
electrostatic correlation between ions, the strength of which
dominates thermal forces in the case of multivalent ions18,24.
Since the mean-field PB does not account for ion-ion correla-
tions, it fails to even qualitatively capture the aforementioned
phenomena. While like-charge attraction has been extensively
studied by theories beyond mean-field PB32–47, opposite-
charge repulsion has received considerably less attention48,49.
Understanding opposite-charge repulsion is of great impor-
tance, as the interaction between oppositely-charged surfaces
is at the core of numerous practical applications like cement
formation50, papermaking51, food processing52, and surface

patterning53, as well as biological processes such as protein
binding54–56 and targeted drug delivery57,58.

The force measurements by Besteman et al.22,23 provided
one of the very first experimental evidence that opposite-
charge repulsion is an outcome of ion-ion correlations. They
employed an atomic force microscope (AFM) setup to mea-
sure the force between a positively-charged amine-terminated
surface and a silica bead which originally carries negative
charges. It was found that the force between these two sur-
faces changes from attractive to repulsive at a critical multi-
valent salt concentration. This critical concentration strongly
depends on the ion valency and weakly depends on the chem-
ical identity of the ions. A similar result has also been ob-
served from the AFM measurements conducted by Borkovec
and coworkers26,27,30. Using Monte-Carlo simulations for the
primitive model of electrolytes, Trulsson et al.24,25 were able
to reproduce these repulsive force profiles, thus confirming the
purely electrostatic origin of opposite-charge repulsion. It was
found that opposite-charge repulsion is long-ranged, acting up
to a length scale of a few nanometers. This is quite different
from ion correlation-driven like-charge attraction, which oc-
curs at the length scale of a few angstroms18,59.

The existing studies have indicated that opposite-charge
repulsion is related to another ion-correlation induced phe-
nomenon known as overcharging39,60, which is defined as the
excess accumulation of counterions near a charged surface.
However, the relationship between these two phenomena re-
mains unclear. Trulsson et al.24 reported that repulsion is ac-
companied by overcharging at large separations between the
two surfaces, but for the same salt concentration at interme-
diate separations, repulsion can occur without overcharging.
These observations suggest that overcharging is not the cause
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of opposite-charge repulsion. While the simulations of Truls-
son et al. were limited to low salt concentrations, it is natu-
ral to ask whether this conclusion holds for high salt concen-
trations as well. Particularly, does the strength of repulsion
increase monotonically with salt concentration? This is an
important question to ask as the strength of other correlation-
induced phenomena like overcharging and like-charge attrac-
tion have been shown to exhibit non-monotonic salt concen-
tration dependence19,59,61–63. Furthermore, it is also desirable
to understand how the repulsive force changes with the addi-
tion of a a secondary monovalent salt. This is crucial as mul-
tivalent and monovalent salt mixtures widely exist in many
biological and geological systems64.

On the theoretical side, Hatlo and Lue48 developed a vari-
ational approach in the field theoretical framework to model
opposite-charge repulsion and overcharging in multivalent salt
solutions. Their theory used a point-charge model for the
ions, not only overestimating the ion correlations but also
ignoring the excluded volume effect of both ions and sol-
vent molecules. They also noted that an arbitrary mathe-
matical operator needs to be introduced to decouple of the
short and long-range components of the ion correlations. Al-
though they were able to show good agreement with the sim-
ulation results of Trulsson et al.24 for divalent and trivalent
salts, their method failed to predict any repulsion for tetrava-
lent salts, which is inconsistent with the simulation results.
Recently, Zhou49 employed a classical density functional the-
ory (DFT)-based approach and included the contribution of
ion correlations to the free energy using second-order per-
turbation around the bulk density of ions. This perturbative
approach inherently limits the applicability of the method to
systems where ion concentrations at the surface are close to
the bulk salt concentration. This assumption is not valid if the
surface charge density or ion valency is high. Furthermore,
DFT theories are computationally challenging and often use
density weighting functions that are specific to a particular
geometry or system, again limiting its generalization.

An accurate treatment of the spatially varying ion correla-
tions on the structure of overlapping double layers and their
free energy is necessary to understand the mechanism behind
long-range opposite-charge repulsion. In our previous work,
we have developed a modified Gaussian Renormalized Fluc-
tuation theory and demonstrated the effectiveness of the the-
ory in capturing such inhomogeneous ion correlations by suc-
cessfully modeling the vapor-liquid interface in ionic fluids65,
overcharging and charge inversion in nanochannels60,61, and
like-charge attraction between two surfaces59. In this work,
we use this theory to study the force between two approach-
ing oppositely charged surfaces immersed in a multivalent salt
solution. The force profiles calculated by our theory are in
quantitative agreement with the simulation results by Truls-
son et al.24 for divalent, trivalent, as well as tetravalent ions.
We examine the nature of the repulsive force in the entire salt
concentration regime and elucidate the relationship between
overcharging and opposite-charge repulsion. Furthermore, we
investigate how the force change with the addition of mono-
valent salt to a multivalent salt solution.

II. THEORY

We consider a system of two oppositely charged plates, one
located at z = 0 with a uniform negative surface charge den-
sity σ1 and the other located at z = D with a uniform positive
surface charge density σ2. The two plates are immersed in
a solution with n type of salts. Each salt i (i ranges from 1
to n) has cations of valency qi,+ and anions of valency qi,−.
The electrolyte solution between the two plates is connected
to a bulk reservoir of salt concentrations ci,b. The dielectric
permittivity at a position r is given by the function ε(r). In-
stead of the point-charge model for mobile ions as used in the
original variational formulation of the Gaussian Fluctuation
theory by Netz and Orland66, we consider ions to be finite-
sized and the ionic charge to have a finite spread given by a
distribution function hi,±(r′−r), where r is the position of the
center of the ion. This charge spread model is introduced to
avoid the overestimation of ion-ion correlation aroused by the
point-charge model and remove any divergence issues from
the fluctuation contribution thus acting as a renormalization
factor67. We also include the excluded volume effect of ions
and solvent molecules by taking their volume as vi,±/s. For
this system, the modified Gaussian Renormalized Fluctuation
theory derived in our previous work leads to the following
set of self-consistent equations for the electrostatic potential
ψ(z), ion concentrations ci,±(z), self-energy of ions ui,±(z),
and electrostatic correlation function G(r′,r′′):

−∇.[ε(z)∇ψ(z)] = σ1δ (z)+σ2δ (z−h)+
n

∑
i=1

[qi,+ci,+(z)−qi,−ci,−(z)]
(1)

ci,±(z) =
eµi,±

vi,±
exp[∓qi,±ψ(z)−ui,±(z)− vi,±η(z)] (2)

ui,±(r) =
q2

i,±
2

∫
dr′dr′′hi,±(r′,r)G(r′,r′′)hi,±(r′′,r) (3)

−∇r′ .[ε(r′)∇r′G(r′,r′′)]+2I(r′)G(r′,r′′) = δ (r′− r′′) (4)

where 2I(r′) = ε(r′)κ2(r′) =

∑
n
i=1

[
ci,+(r′)q2

i,++q2
i,−ci,−(r′)

]
, ε(r′) = kT ε0ε(r′)/e2

is the scaled permittivity with ε0 as the vacuum permit-
tivity and e as the elementary charge. η(z) is the field
accounting for the excluded volume effect via enforcing the
incompressibility constraint as:

η(z) =− 1
vs

ln(1−
n

∑
i=1

[vi,+ci,+(z)+ vi,−ci,−(z)]) (5)

µi,± are chemical potentials of ions which are determined
from the bulk salt concentration ci,b through

µi,± = ui,±,b + lnci,±,bvi,±+ vi,±ηb (6)



3

ui,±,b being the self-energy of ions in the bulk, where the elec-
trostatic potential is zero and the ion distribution is uniform.

The grand free energy W of this system is given by

W =
∫

dz
ψ

2

(
σ1δ (z)+σ2δ (z−h)−

n

∑
i=1

[qi,+ci,+−qi,−ci,−]

)

−
∫

dz

[
n

∑
i=1

ci,++ ci,−

]

−
∫

dz
(1−∑

n
i=1 [vi,+ci,+(z)+ vi,−ci,−(z)])

vs

+
∫

dz
[

ln(1−∑
n
i=1 [vi,+ci,+(z)+ vi,−ci,−(z)])

vs

]
+

1
2

∫
dz
∫

dr′
∫

dr′′
∫ 1

0
dτ[G(r′,r′′,τ)

−G(r′,r′′)]

[
n

∑
i=1

∑
j=+,−

q2
i, jci, j(z)hi, j(r′− r)hi, j(r′′− r)

]
(7)

The first and second lines in Eq. 7 retain the free energy
form as obtained from the mean-field PB. It should be noted
that the fluctuation effect is implicitly included in ψ and ci,±
through the feedback from the self-energy of ions. The third
and fourth lines are the translational entropy of the solvent
molecules coming from the inclusion of the excluded volume
effect. The fifth and sixth lines are the charging term explicitly
accounting for the contribution of the electrostatic fluctuation
to the free energy, with τ the charging variable68. The pres-
sure between the two plates can be calculated from the above
free energy expression as:

P =−
(

∂W
∂h

)
µ±

−Pb (8)

where Pb is the osmotic pressure of the bulk reservoir contain-
ing salts at a uniform concentration of ci,b.

The inclusion of the finite-charge spread model introduces
an additional complexity of dealing with the dual-length scale
problem associated with the numerical calculation of the spa-
tially varying self-energy of ions. To accurately calculate u
we need to evaluate G at both the length scale of the ion and
that of the separation between the two surfaces. Opposite-
charge repulsion is known to be long-ranged acting at the
length scale of a few nanometers, while the length scale of
the ion is around 1-4 Å. The separation distances for which
we want to calculate the double-layer structure and proper-
ties are hence one order of magnitude larger than the ion size.
An impractically large number of grid points in the numerical
calculation is needed if G is resolved at these two very dif-
ferent length scales simultaneously, thus making the problem
intractable. To bypass this dual-length scale issue, we apply
the decomposition scheme for G developed in our previous
work65, where G is decomposed into a short-range contribu-
tion GS and long-range contribution GL as:

G(r′,r′′) = GS(r′,r′′,r)+GL(r′,r′′,r) (9)

The motivation behind the above decomposition is to decou-
ple the short-range contribution associated with the local elec-
trostatic environment and the long-range contribution associ-
ated with spatially varying ionic strength and dielectric per-
mittivity through GS and GL, respectively. Since GS accounts
for local correlations, its equation is constructed from Eq. 4
using the local ionic strength I(r) and dielectric permittivity
ε(r) instead of spatially varying I(r′) and ε(r′) as:

−ε(r)∇2
r′GS(r′,r′′,r)+2I(r)GS(r′,r′′,r) = δ (r′− r′′) (10)

The above equation has a Debye-Hückel style analytical solu-
tion

GS(r′,r′′,r) =
e−κ(r)|r′−r′′|

4πε(r)|r′− r′′|
(11)

Following Eq. 9, GL can be obtained by subtracting Eq. 10
from Eq. 4 as:

−∇r′ .[ε(r′)∇r′GL(r′,r′′,r)]+2I(r′)GL(r′,r′′,r) = S(r′,r′′,r)
(12)

where the non-local source term S is

S(r′,r′′,r) = ∇r′ .((ε(r′)− ε(r))∇r′GS(r′,r′′,r))
−2(I(r′)− I(r))GS(r′,r′′,r)

(13)

Next, although the charge distribution function h is a crucial
factor in calculating the contribution of the local electrostatic
environment to self-energy, the evaluation of the long-range
component of self-energy associated with GL is not sensitive
to the exact form of h since the width of the double layer is
much larger than the ion size. As a result, we can take the
point charge limit when evaluating the long-range component
of self-energy65, reducing Eq. 3 to

ui,±(r) =
q2

i,±
2

∫
r′,r′′

hi,±GShi,±+
q2

i,±
2

GL(r,r,r) (14)

hi,±(r′− r) in general can be any arbitrary function as long
as the Born solvation energy is retained. Here, we adopt the
following Gaussian form for mathematical convenience

hi,±(r′− r) =
(

1
2ai,±

)3/2

exp

[
−π(r′− r)2

2a2
i,±

]
(15)

where ai,± is the Born radius of the ion. For the above choice
of h, the short-range component of the self energy u±,S (the
first term on the right hand side of Eq. 14), becomes65

ui,±,S(r) =
q2

i,±
8πε(r)ai,±

−
q2

i,±κ(r)
8πε(r)

× exp

(
a2

i,±κ(r)2

π

)
erfc

(
ai,±κ(r)√

π

) (16)

The long range component of the self-energy is the same-
point GL. Interested readers are referred to the our previous
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FIG. 1. Transition from pure attraction to long-range repulsion in overlapping double layers as the concentration of multivalent salt cb
increases. The net pressure P between two surfaces is plot as a function of separation distance D for a) divalent q+ = 2, b) trivalent q+ = 3 and
c) tetravalent q+ = 4 cations. Dashed lines represent results calculated by our theory and symbols represent simulation data from Trulsson et
al.24 for the comparison. σ1 = -0.3204 C/m2, σ2 = 0.1602 C/m2, q− = 1, and a− = 1.5 Å. The Born radius a+ are chosen to be 1.6 Å, 2.5 Å,
and 2.5 Å for divalent, trivalent, and tetravalent cations, respectively, for the best fit.

work60,61,65 for the numerical scheme to solve GL. The iter-
ation scheme for solving Eq. 1 and 2 was partially adopted
from Xu and Maggs69. The Python code for solving the equa-
tions in this work was written on top of open-source spec-
tral methods based differential equation solver Dedalus, de-
veloped by Burns et al.70

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we study the force between two plates medi-
ated by pure multivalent salt solutions as well as their mixtures
with monovalent salt. The surface charge density of the two
plates are σ1 =−0.3204 C/m2 and σ2 = 0.1602 C/m2, respec-
tively. We use the primitive model for electrolytes where the
dielectric constant is assumed to be uniform throughout the
system and is taken to be the value of water at 298 K, i.e.,
ε(r) = 78.7. The values of surface charge density and di-
electric permittivity model adopted here is the same as those
used in the work of Trulsson et al.24, which facilitates a direct
comparison with their simulation results. For simplicity, the
excluded volume of ions and solvent molecules are set to be
same, vi,± = vs.

Figure 1 plots the pressure P as a function of the separation
distance D between the two surfaces immersed in divalent,
trivalent and tetravalent salt solutions. Our theoretical predic-
tions are in very good quantitative agreement with the simula-
tion results of Trulsson et al.24 for all the different cation va-
lencies. At low salt concentrations, the ion correlation effect is
not significant, the force is universally attractive at all separa-
tion distances. This is consistent with the well-known mean-
field PB results of the interactions between two oppositely
charged objectives. However, the effect of ion correlations be-
comes more pronounced as salt concentration increases. The
long-range force turns gradually from attraction to repulsion,
leading to the emergence of the long-range opposite-charge
repulsion. It is worth noting that the force remains attractive
at short ranges even in the presence of long-range opposite-

0 10 20 30
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0.6
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0.0

0.3

0.6

0.9

P
/R

T 
[M

]
cb [M]

0.4
0.7
1.0
2.0

FIG. 2. Monotonic increase of the net repulsive pressure between
two surfaces as a function of separation distance D with different di-
valent salt concentrations cb. The results predicted by our theory are
presented by dashed lines in comparison with solid lines representing
the mean-field PB results. σ1 = -0.3204 C/m2, σ2 = 0.1602 C/m2, q+
= 2, q− = 1, and a+,s = 1.6 Å.

charge repulsion. This duality of long-range repulsion and
short-range attraction gives rise to a maxima in the pressure
curve, which is also in agreement with independent force mea-
surements by Besteman et al.22,23 and Borkovec et al.26,27,30.
With only multivalent ion size as an adjustable parameter, we
are able to quantitatively capture the pressure curves at both
short and long ranges. To our knowledge, this is the first the-
oretical work in the literature to quantitatively capture these
pressure curves for all cation valencies for the entire salt con-
centration range.

It has been reported that other ion correlation-induced phe-
nomena such as overcharging and like-charge attraction show
non-monotonic dependence on salt concentration, whose
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FIG. 3. Structure of the electrical double layer as divalent salt concentration increases. a) Electrostatic potential profile ψ(z), b) Counterion
concentration c2+(z) profile with respect to bulk counterion concentration c2+

bulk, and c) b) Coion concentration c−(z) profile with respect to
bulk counterion concentration c−bulk. σ1 = -0.3204 C/m2, σ2 = 0.1602 C/m2, D = 20 Å, q+ = 2, q− = 1, a+ = 1.6 Å and a− = 1.5 Å.

strengths are enhanced at medium salt concentrations but sup-
pressed at high salt concentrations. To understand the nature
of long-range opposite-charge repulsion, it is necessary to in-
vestigate its trend at high salt concentrations. Figure 2 plots
pressure profiles predicted by our theory for pure divalent salt
up to cb = 2.0 M, in comparison with the mean-field PB re-
sults. The force predicted by the mean-field PB theory is al-
ways attractive at all salt concentrations, and gets suppressed
as cb increases. In stark contrast, our theory with a systematic
inclusion of the ion correlations predicts long-range repulsion
in the medium to high salt concentration regime. Most im-
portantly, the strength of repulsion is found to keep increas-
ing as salt concentration increases, with a shift of the max-
ima to a smaller D. Although opposite-charge repulsion and
like-charge attraction are both caused by electrostatic corre-
lation, our results clearly demonstrate that these two anoma-
lous phenomena are significantly different: they are not only
of different effective range, but also have different salt con-
centration dependence. To be specific, like-charge attraction
is short-ranged (acting at a distance of few angstroms) and
depends non-monotonically on multivalent salt concentration.
In contrast, opposite charge repulsion is long-ranged (acting
at a distance of few nanometers) and increases monotonically
with multivalent salt concentration.

In Figure 3 we show the molecular picture of electrical dou-
ble layers corresponding to the three force curves for the case
of divalent salt solution presented in Figure 1a. Although
the force between the two plates transitions from attractive
(cb = 0.01 M) to repulsive (cb = 0.05 M and 0.1 M), there
is no significant change in the nature of the ψ(z) and c(z)
profiles, suggesting a nontrivial origin for the repulsive force.
Therefore, to uncover the origin of opposite-charge attraction,
we analyze different components in the free energy. The free
energy of the system can be divided into two major compo-
nents: a repulsive entropic component due to the ionic osmotic
pressure and an attractive electrostatic component due to the
interactions of the oppositely charged surfaces. The more ions
coming to the slit between the two plates, the stronger the os-
motic repulsion and the weaker the electrostatic attraction due
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1.6

c a
vg

(h
)

cb [M]

0.01
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2.0

FIG. 4. Average ion concentrations in the slit between the two plates
cavg. The results predicted by our theory are presented by dashed
lines in comparison with solid lines representing the mean-field PB
results. σ1 = -0.3204 C/m2, σ2 = 0.1602 C/m2, q+ = 2, q− = 1, and
a+,s = 1.6 Å.

to the enhanced screening. Figure 4 quantifies the average ion
concentration cavg in the slit as a function of D. Compared
to the mean-field PB results, significant additional amount of
ions are attracted to the slit as a result of ion correlations. This
paves the way for the dominance of the entropic component
in the free energy in a certain regime of D, turning the force
from attraction to repulsion. The locations of the maximum
of cavg are close to the peak positions of P in Figure 2, which
confirms that the entropic component is responsible for the
opposite-charge repulsion.

Although previous studies indicated that opposite-charge
repulsion is related to overcharging of the surface, the ori-
gin and nature of the relationship between these two phe-
nomena remains unclear to our knowledge. Figure 5a plots
the apparent surface charge density σapp of Plate 1 for di-
valent salt at cb = 0.4 M. The divalent cations play the role
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FIG. 5. Relationship between opposite-charge repulsion and overcharging. a) Apparent surface charge density of Plate 1, σapp(z) =
σ1 +

∫ z
0 ρ(z∗)dz∗ as a function of the position z for different separation distance D at cb = 0.4 M. ρ(z) is the local charge density at z. b)

Concentration-separation distance phase diagram showing different regions of repulsion, attraction and overcharging. I: no overcharging and
no repulsion, II: repulsion without overcharging, III: repulsion with overcharging. σ1 = -0.3204 C/m2, σ2 = 0.1602 C/m2, q+ = 2, q− = 1, and
a+,s = 1.6 Å for both the plots.

of the counterion for the negatively charged Plate 1 and will
strongly accumulate near the plate surface. σapp is defined as
σapp(z) = σ1+

∫ z
0 ρ(z∗)dz∗ with ρ(z) the local net charge den-

sity at distance z from plate 1 (z ∈ [0,D]). Thus, σapp = σ1 at
z = 0, whereas σapp = −σ2 at z = D. The sign of σapp signi-
fies the occurrence of overcharging: if σapp > 0 at any posi-
tion z, the electrical double layer is considered overcharged.
Based on this definition, profiles for D = 7 and 10 Å shown
in Figure 5a correspond to normal double layers without over-
charging, whereas those for D = 20 and 26 Å represent over-
charged double layers. On the other hand, the pressure profile
for cb = 0.4 M in Figure 2 shows that the force is attractive
at D = 7 Å and turns to repulsive for D = 10,20 and 26 Å.
The comparison between the double layer structure and force
clearly indicates that, at D = 10 Å, opposite-charge repulsion
occurs in the absence of overcharging. Therefore, the occur-
rence of opposite-charge repulsion is not necessarily accom-
panied by overcharging of the double layer.

To fully understand the relationship between opposite-
charge repulsion and overcharging, a complete cb vs D phase
diagram for divalent salt is presented in Figure 5b. The behav-
ior of the double layer structure and force can be divided into
three different regions. In Region I, which mostly occupies
low separation distances, a normal double layer with attrac-
tive force is observed. Both opposite-charge repulsion and
overcharging is absent. Region II exist at moderate separation
distances, where opposite-charge repulsion is observed with-
out any overcharging. In Region III at large separation dis-
tances, both overcharging and opposite-charge repulsion are
obtained. The phase diagram clearly shows the existence of
the two opposite-charge repulsion regions, Region II and Re-
gion III, where the double layer near Plate 1 can either be nor-
mal or overcharged. This elucidates the absence of the causal

relationship between overcharging and opposite-charge repul-
sion, in agreement with the simulation results of Trulsson et
al.24.

The enhanced strength of ion-ion correlations in multiva-
lent salt solutions increases the number of both counterions
and coions between the two plates, which could lead to both
entropy-induced opposite-charge repulsion as well as over-
charging. As the system moves from Region III to Region
II, the positively charged Plate 2 gets closer to the negatively
charged Plate 1, repelling positive multivalent counterions
away from the slit. This leads to the disappearance of over-
charging. However, the amount of ions in the slit is still large
enough to produce a large osmotic pressure and thus a net
repulsive force. Finally in Region I, the separation between
the plates is too small such that the number of ions in the slit
is drastically reduced and the screened electrostatic attraction
between the two surfaces dominates.

Finally, we examine the effect of adding monovalent salt on
the opposite-charge repulsion, since multivalent and monova-
lent salt mixtures widely exist in many biological and geolog-
ical systems. Figure 6 shows that the opposite-charge repul-
sion is gradually diminished and finally disappears as more
and more monovalent salt is added. The force turns to almost
completely attractive at c1:1

b = 1.0 M. The addition of monova-
lent salt to multivalent salt solution increases the bulk osmotic
pressure. It also reduces the ion-ion correlations due to the
lower valency of monovalent ions, leading to the reduction
of ion accumulation in the slit. Combining these two effects,
the entropic component of the pressure is largely reduced and
hence the opposite-charge repulsion.
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FIG. 6. The effect of adding monovalent salt to a solution with a
fixed divalent salt concentration on opposite charge repulsion. The
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b
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b = 0.2 M, σ1 = -0.3204
C/m2, σ2 = 0.1602 C/m2, and a±,s = 2.0 Å.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we apply the modified Gaussian Renormal-
ized Fluctuation theory to study the phenomenon of opposite-
charge repulsion and its relationship with overcharging for
two planar surfaces immersed in a multivalent salt solution.
Both opposite-charge repulsion and overcharging are out-
comes of ion-ion correlations. Compared to existing work,
our theory accurately accounts for the effect of the spatially
varying ion-ion correlations on the double layer structure and
force in a self-consistent manner. We predict the transition
of the force from pure attraction to opposite-charge repulsion
upon the addition of multivalent salt, in quantitative agree-
ment with reported simulation results for all divalent, triva-
lent, and tetravalent salts. The opposite-charge repulsion is
found to be long-ranged with an effective length scale of a
few nanometers, which is quite different from the short-range
like-charge attraction which acts at a length scale of a few
angstroms. The low computational cost of our approach en-
ables us to construct a full concentration-separation distance
phase diagram. We examine the unexplored region of medium
and high salt concentrations, where we show that the strength
of opposite-charge repulsion increases monotonically with the
multivalent salt concentration. This indicates different salt
concentration dependence of opposite-charge repulsion com-
pared with other ion correlation-driven phenomena, such as
overcharging and like-charge attraction, which exhibit non-
monotonic behavior. Furthermore, we also predict that the ad-
dition of monovalent salt to multivalent salt solutions reduces
the strength of the opposite-charge repulsion.

We elucidate the electrostatic origin of the opposite-charge
repulsion. The enhanced ion-ion correlations in the presence
of multivalent ions attract more ions to the double layer, lead-
ing to higher osmotic pressure and stronger screening of the

electrostatic attraction. These two effects thus result in an
overall repulsive force between the two oppositely charged
surfaces. The same ion-ion correlations also lead to overac-
cumulation of counterions in the double layer thus overcharg-
ing the surface. However, we demonstrate that there is no
causal relationship between the two phenomena of opposite-
charge repulsion and overcharging. In the regime of interme-
diate separation distance, opposite-charge repulsion can oc-
cur in normal double layers without overcharging. This work
alongside our previous study on the charge inversion and like-
charge attraction, highlights the essential role of ion-ion corre-
lations in determining the structure and properties of electrical
double layer, especially in the presence of multivalent ions.
Our modified Gaussian Renormalized Fluctuation theory pro-
vides a self-consistent quantification of the ion-ion correla-
tions, which paves the way towards the full understanding of
the electrostatic interactions in a variety of physical-chemical,
soft matter and biological systems.
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