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It is our pleasure to dedicate this article to I.R. Yukhnovskii whose fundamental
work in statistical physics yielded a considerable progress in the theory of electrolyte
solutions. To his work belongs a general scheme of plasma-parameter expansions for
pair distribution functions of ionic fluids [1], the application of the collective variables
method to the correct treatment of long and short-range interionic interactions [2]
and the development of the ion-molecular approach for the correct description of
solvation phenomena in electrolyte solutions [3-6].

Another important aspect of electrolyte solutions is connected with the ionic
association concept introduced by Bjerrum [7] and used in the chemical model ap-
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proach [8,9]. In the framework of this approach the electrolyte is considered to be
a mixture of free ions and ion aggregates (usually ion pairs and sometimes trimers,
tetramers etc.) which are assumed to take part in chemical equilibrium according to
the corresponding mass action law (MAL). For the description of such mixtures the
theory of ionic fluids is traditionally modified by simply correcting the ion concen-
trations using the concentration of free ions obtained from the MAL [7-9]. However
this approach neglects the contributions of electrostatic interaction from ionic ag-
gregates and therefore is correct only in the regime of weak association. At the
increasing association, the electrostatic contributions of the ion aggregates increase
and are not negligible.

Another route [10] starts from the associative mean spherical approximation
(AMSA) [11] based on the theory of associating fluids [12-14]. It was shown that
this approach coincides with the traditional approach of weak association, but also
is correct in the regime of strong association. With Ebeling’s expression of the asso-
ciation constant [15,16] the theory correctly reproduces both the high coupling limit
of ion association and the low density limit. This theory reproduces satisfactorily the
experimental osmotic coefficients of nonaqueous electrolyte solutions with solvents
of relative permittivities in the range 20 < & < 36 up to high ion concentrations [10].
For solvents with lower permittivities the theory was modified to take into account
the effect of ion trimers and tetramers [17], and then satisfactorily reproduces the
experimental data of low permittivity electrolyte solutions.

This AMSA approach will be reviewed in the present paper. Applications used
for the description of the concentration dependence of vapour pressures and conduc-
tivities of nonaqueous solutions of associating electrolytes will be discussed.

2. Model and theory

The description of thermodynamic and transport excess properties of nonaqueous
electrolyte solutions is based on the ionic approach (McMillan-Mayer level) using a
chemical model considering free ions and ion associates in equilibrium. The effect of
solvent molecules is accounted for by introducing the permittivity € into Coulomb’s
interaction law and by appropriately choosing the short-range part of interionic
interactions.

We begin with the formation of electrically neutral ionic pairs in the framework
of the restricted primitive model given by the following interactions

00 r<R
U, = ’ ’ 1
= Tae 0
where Z, = —Z_ =1, R is the diameter of ions, e is the elementary charge, ¢ is the

solvent permittivity.
After solving the corresponding AMSA for this model we will modify the results
obtained to take into account the possibilities of trimer and tetramer formation.
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2.1. AMSA theory

AMSA theory represents the two-density version of the traditional mean spherical
approximation [18,19] for an ionic fluid of associative particles. To treat the ion
pairs we introduce in the chemical picture in addition to the charged hard sphere
interaction, equation (1), a formal short range cation-anion interaction, U3 (r),
which is responsible for the formation of electrically neutral ion pairs [C T A™]° fixed
by the value of the second ionic virial coefficient of the system in Ebeling’s physical
picture of complete dissociation [15,16].

The formation of ion pairs determines the concentration of free ions ¢, = c_ = ac

according to the MAL
1— \)?
2 e, 2 )
o Yo

where « is the degree of dissociation, ¢ = p/2Ny is the analytical electrolyte concen-
tration, p = py + p_ is the total number density, N, is the Avogadro constant, K
is the equilibrium constant of ion-pair formation, 3 is the mean activity coefficient
of the free ions in solution, and ¥, is that of the ion pairs.

The MAL (2) is written in the form [12-14]

11—«

a?

= 4d7wcNy /0 b £25(r) g% (r)ridr, (3)

where f3 (r) = exp(—BU$ (r)) — 1 is the Mayer function for the associative inter-
action, § = 1/kT, T is the temperature, k is the Boltzmann constant.
At the sticky limit follows

=) = Bolr— ) )
and the equation (3) can be rewritten in the form

l—«o

5 = cArNyBR*¢% (R), (5)
where ¢° (R) is the contact value at = R of the pair-distribution function of the
unbound oppositely charged ions.

From the comparison of equations (5) and (2) for charged hard spheres follows

"'\2
K = 4rN\BR%e, @ =e 'Y (R), (6)

Yo

where b = €%/(ekTR) is the Bjerrum parameter characterising the Coulomb inter-
actions between ions at contact distance, and one has [15]

b2m

(2m)!1(2m — 3)’

Kn =87NAR® Y

m>=2

(7)
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The total pair correlation function h;;(r) between two ions i and j is represented
as a sum of four terms [10-12]

hij(r) = R (r) =+ ha (r) + i (r) + Ry (), (8)

where the upper index 0 announces that the corresponding ion is free, and the index
1 indicates, when it is bounded in an ion pair, the function g{’(r) = h{}(r) + 1.

The functions h%ﬁ (r) satisfy the system of Wertheim-Ornstein-Zernike (WOZ)
equations [11,12]

h;;(r12) = Cyj(r12 +Zpl/ i1(r13)xhy;(rse)drs, 9)

where the matrices h;;(r) and C;;(r) have the elements hf}ﬁ (r) and ij‘»ﬁ (r), and

:(}(1)) (10)

As usual, due to the symmetry of the RPM it is possible to define the sum and the
difference functions

b =5 (0 17 0) w0 =5 (e -k )

and corresponding expressions for the C-functions.
Then the WOZ equation (9) decouples into a set of two matrix equations

hs(Tlg) == CS(T‘lg) +p/CS(T13)XhS(T32)dT3, (12)
hp(ria) = Cp(re) —|—p/CD(7’13)XhD(7’32)df3. (13)

The AMSA closures for the electroneutral sum problem (index s) are the same
as for the associative hard sphere Percus-Yevick (PY) approximation [20]

KOy = 1, hO(r) = h°(r) = h1'(r) = 0, r < R;

C0(r) = V() = C0(r) =0, My = L=

— > R.
T o(r—R), >R (14)

Similarly, this follows for the difference case (index D)

Wpp(r) = hiy (r) = hp'(r) = hpy (r) =0, 7 < R
(1-a)
dmp

) = -2 i) =) =0, A = -

o(r—R), r=>=R. (15)

The function ¢%° (r), introduced into the MAL, equation (5), is defined by

9P (R) =1+h{" (R) =1+ h’(R) — hp'(R) (16)
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or in its exponential approximation [21]
9L (R) = [1+ h(R)] exp[—hp'(R)]. (17)

The solution for hy(r) formally coincides with Wertheim’s solution [20] for dimer-
izing hard spheres with a calculated from equation (5). The solution for hp(r) was
also obtained [10,11] and here we briefly repeat the general features of this solution.
Using the Wertheim-Baxter factorization technique, equation (13) is transformed
into two equations:

So(r) = Q) - [ QU+ xQ’ () (18)
Io() = QU+ [ dedn(lr — t)xQe), (19)
where
JEP(r) = 2mp / h sh?(s)ds,  S%P(r) =2mp / h sC2P(s)ds. (20)
After differentiation equations (18)—(19) read
2mprColr) = ~Q)+ [ QU+ 0xQ () (21)
dmprho(r) = ~Q)+2mp [t = Oho(r—t)xQ. (2

From the AMSA closures Q(r) has the form

Q(r) =q(r) — lim Ae ™", (23)
pn—0+
where
qa(r) =aqo+ai(r — R), r<R, q(r)=0, r>R. (24)

The matrix A has nonzero values only in the first row
A = a5640. (25)

Taking into account the structure of A%’ (r) for r < R according to equation (15)
we have from equation (19) for the matrix elements of q;

qtllﬁ = Jaaﬁ ) (26)

where

Jo = 27Tp/ rdrz heP (). (27)
0
B

From the boundary conditions one has

l—«o

W =d =a% =0 @ =——F (28)
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From equation (21) in the asymptotic cases r — oo and r — 0 four independent
equations are obtained

(kR)? = aj + 2apa ,
2a; + (KR)*J1R + ao(1 — a) = 0,
(kR)*(1 4+ JoR)* + 2agJoR = 0,

1
ag LR+ ay JoR + (1 + JoR) </{2R2J1R + 5ao(l — a)) =0, (29)

which make up a system of equations for the four parameters Jy, Ji, ag and ay
depending on a and x*R?, where k? = 4me?fpe®/e is the Debye-Huckel screening
parameter. After some algebra this system can be presented as a single nonlinear
equation of the parameter Jj

(kR)*(1 + JoR)*[ao — JoR(1 — )] = 4(JyR)>. (30)

This equation can be written in another form, if Blum’s screening parameter I'g

instead of Jj is introduced
I'sR

1+TgR
Then a simple nonlinear equation is derived for the scaling parameter I'g first
given by Bernard and Blum [21]

4(FBR)2(]. + FBR)Q = (HR) m
B

(32)

The equations (32) and (30) containing the degree of dissociation a are consid-
ered together with the MAL equation (5). For the contact value hp(r) needed for
the calculation « from equation (22) we have

b
(1 —+ FBR)2

qOO
— = —b(1+ JR)* = —

hOR) = — =
a (R) 2ok

(33)

and using the exponential form (17) for g,_(R), the equation (5) can be written as

11—«

= c4rNABR?*[1 + h°(R)] exp [L} : (34)

« (1 —+ FBR)2

In the AMSA the contact value of 1+ h%(R) is equal to the Percus-Yevick value
for the hard-sphere model [5,9]

14 0.5n
1+ h*(R) = W, (35)

where n = $mpR?.
The analysis of equation (30) for Jy or equation (32) for I'g suggests the exis-
tence of two different regimes, namely the weak (o — 1) and the strong (o — 0)
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association regimes. In the regime of weak association equation (32) for I'g reduces
to
4(T'gR)*(1 +TsR)* = (kR)*« (36)

and in this regime only the electrostatic contribution of free ions is important; contri-
butions from ion pairs can be neglected. The regime of weak association corresponds
to the traditional description of electrostatic ion association [7-9] and is realized for

I'sR
1> _—. 37
“> 11 20sR) (37)
In the strong association regime, equation (32) for I'g reduces to
4TgR(1 +TsR)* = (kR)*(1 — ) (38)

and only the electrostatic contribution from ion pairs is important; the contribution
from free ions can be neglected. This regime is realized for

0<a <€ —2——. (39)

In the AMSA the thermodynamic properties contain three different contribu-
tions: the hard sphere contribution (HS), the contribution from the mass action law
(MAL) and a contribution from electrostatic ionic interaction (el.) [10,21,22]. The
osmotic coeflicient is

HS MAL el
o Posm _ D p p

T OKT kT T pRT T kT

(40)
where the hard sphere contribution may be calculated by the Carnahan-Starling

expression for hard spheres [23]

PHS_1+TI+772—TI3
pkT (1 —n)

(41)

The effect of ion pair formation on the hard sphere contributions can be calcu-
lated with the help of thermodynamic perturbation theory [20] and is included into
the MAL-terms

MAL

P 1
=—=(1-a) |l
AT 5 a)l-+p

_ 2
81nhs(R)] 1 1+n—0.57n (42)

o |- 2 YT A osn

The electrostatic contribution can be obtained by the direct integration of the
internal energy as shown by Bernard and Blum [21]

pel (FBR)?;

= — , 43
pkT 3rpR3 (43)

For the activity coefficient of the free ions one has
Inye = Ingy® + InyMA 4 Inyd, (44)
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where in the same approximation as for osmotic coefficient

1 1S (1+2n)°

nyps = LE2D (45)
(1—n)
1 Oln hs(R) 1 5n — 2n?
Iny¥* =lna - ~(1-a)p—rr2=lna——(1 —a) , (46)
4 op 4 (1 —=n)(1—-0.57n)
I'sR
lny‘_fcl = —bl_i_Bm (47)

From the comparison of equations (5), (6), (34) and (47) the electrostatic part
of the activity coefficient of ionic pairs is obtained

(TsR)?

(1+TgR)* (48)

Inys' = —b

2.2. Modified AMSA including the effect of ion trimers and tet ramers

The formation of ion aggregates which are more complex than ion pairs was
first introduced to explain the conductivity of low permittivity electrolyte solutions
[24]. Later on it was shown that this concept is also important for the explanation
of other phenomena [9]. We suppose that in the modified AMSA the formation of
trimers and tetramers follows the reaction

(CTAT) 4 CH(AT) & [(CTA)CH (A7), (49)

where the notation C*(A~) means that the cation C* can either be a free ion or
is bound in another pair. In the first case we have the formation of ion trimers and
in second case we have the formation of tetramers. A relation corresponding to (49)
holds for the anion A~. As a simplification we consider bilateral triplet formation
[9], assuming that the formation of a trimer is characterized by only one association
constant Ks. This means that the concentration of negative trimers (ACA)~ equals
that of positive trimers (CAC)™.

Introducing «yc as the concentration of ions of a species which is not bound either
in a trimer or in a tetramer. Correspondingly (1 — 7)c will be the concentration of
ions of each species bound in trimers and tetramers. Then the ionic solute is assumed
to exist in the form of single ions of concentration a~ye, pairs, (1 — a)yc, trimers,
a(l —7)e, and tetramers, (1 — a)(1 —v)c

aye+ (I—a)jye=vc¢,  al=7)c+(1-a)l-7)c=(1=7)c  (50)

Correspondingly, ac is the solute concentration of the charged particles (mono-
mers and trimers) and (1—a)c is the solute concentration of the noncharged particles
(pairs and tetramers)

aye+ a(l —v)e = ac, (I—a)ye+(1—a)(1—7v)c=(1—-a)c (51)
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Note that ac is only the solute concentration. The concentration of charged
particles of one kind ( + or — ) is

2v+1
3

1
avyc+ ga(l — ) = ac. (52)

For the concentration of the noncharged particles one has

_7+1

5 (1—a)c. (53)

(1 - e+ 5(1-a)(1 - 7)e

Now we can write the MAL of the ion-pair formation as

_ 00 (yil)Q
= cyKa(14 h°(R)) w
0

: (54)

which differs from equation (2) by the factor . As before K, is the association
constant of ion pairs, for which we can use equation (7). The hard sphere contribution
1+ h%°(R) is given by equation (35).

We use the expressions (47) and (49) for the electrostatic contributions of the
activity coefficients of free ions, y;, and of the ion pairs, yé, with correction of
equation (32) for I'g. For this purpose, we can neglect the electrostatic contribution
from ion trimers and tetramers in y§ and yg as for equation (36) in the regime
of weak association, « — 1. For v — 1 we generalize the equation for I'g in the
following way
;a+I'gR

1+TgR’
The second MAL relation for the ion trimer and tetramer formation can be

written in two different forms. For the regime of weak ion pairing (o« — 1) the
trimer formation process is the dominating process and

4(TgR)*(1+TgR)* = v(kR) (55)

yelyel
=(1- O{)yngCKQ%. (56)
Y Ys

For the regime of strong ionic pairing (o — 0) the tetramer formation process is
the dominating process and

1 — el)2
T (1—a)cytSK, (yoel) )

2 (0

(57)

The association constant K5 is related to the formation of ion trimers and
tetramers and by analogy with the Ebeling association constant it can be given
as part of the third ionic virial coefficient in the case of equation (56) or as part of
the fourth ionic virial coefficient in the case of equation (57). Third and fourth ionic
virial coefficients can be approximated as electrostatic parts of the second virial co-
efficient for ion-dipole and dipole-dipole interactions, correspondingly [17]. For the
case of simplicity we consider K, as an adjustable constant and neglect the hard
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sphere contribution of equations (56)—(57) assuming that y3® = 1. For the electro-
static part of the activity coefficient of the ion trimers, y§', and ion tetramers, y$,
we assume that by analogy with the relations (47) and (49) we can write

(TsR)’ (CeR)*
(1+TgR)3’ (1+TR)*
The formation of trimers and tetramers is a process following the ion-pair for-

mation. Usually K5 > K5 [9]. This leads to the following order of the quantities «
and

Inys = —b Inys = —b (58)

0<a<y<l. (59)

Due to this fact equation (57) is preferable.

The equations (54), (55) and (57) for a, v and (I'g R) form a nonlinear system
which in the general case can be solved numerically, e.g. by a Newton-Raphson
technique.

After including trimers and tetramers the osmotic coefficient ® has a form similar
to equation (40), where the hard sphere contribution Pys/pkT is again given by
equation (41). For the MAL-contribution we take into account only the ideal terms
from free ions, ion pairs, trimers and tetramers. As a result instead of equation (42)
we have

PMAL

pkT

:a’y—l—%(l—a)”y—l—%a(l—’y)—l—i(l—a)(l—fy)—l. (60)

The electrostatic excess contribution is given by equation (43) where I'p is cal-
culated from equation (55). We note that due to the approximation made for the
calculation of I'g in equation (55) we neglect in this calculation electrostatic contri-
butions from trimers and tetramers for the osmotic coefficient because with v — 0
also I'g — 0.

The activity coefficient of the free ions has the form (44) with a similar modifi-
cation for y AL and y<l.

The results obtained are also useful for the calculation of the ionic conductivity
of nonaqueous electrolyte solutions. Several attempts exist for the calculation of the
molar conductivity of associating electrolytes beyond the limiting law in the chemical
model at the level of the mean spherical approximation [9,25,26], where, however,
only ion pairs were taken into account. Ion pairs and tetramers are electrically
neutral, non-conducting species in the solution, by contrast to the ion trimers. The
total concentration of charged particles is given by equation (52) and due to this we
modify the result obtained by Turq et al. [25,26], changing o to 3(2y + 1) and T
to I'g. Then we have the following expression for molar conductivity

rel 27+1 el 27+1 § rel 27+1 ?
[1+S <a—3 1+5 a—— +5 S a—g—

(61)
where Ag is the limiting molar conductivity of the salt in the form of simple ions at
infinite dilution.

A:J%;U

Ao

9
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The first order relaxation contribution S™ and the first order electrophoretic
term S are given by

Srel _ b - eXp(—\/ﬁl‘{/R) (62)
6(1+TsR)2+v2(1+TgR)+1—exp(WR/V2)
Nge? 2T
Sel - _ € B , (63)
37T?70A0 1+ FBR
where (k) = /i%z% is the Debye-Huckel screening parameter for charged parti-

cles, 1y is the solvent viscosity.

3. Experimental data

Ionic association occurring as a result of strong Coulomb interactions increases
at decreasing solvent permittivity €. However, ionic association also occurs as a
result of chemical interactions due to specific solvation forces [9]. In the following
discussions on solutions of LiClO4 we focus our attention only on the first case.
LiClOy is known for its remarkable solubility in low permittivity solvents.

To compare theoretical and experimental data, experimental osmotic coefficients
were chosen for acetonitrile and aceton [27], 2-propanol [28], 1,2 dimethoxyethane
(DME) and dimethylcarbonate (DMC) [29] solutions of LiClO4 with solvents of
relative permittivities e = 35.95 for acetonitrile, ¢ = 20.70 for acetone, ¢ = 19.39
for 2-propanol, covering the range 20 < K A[molfldm:s] < 2000 of the association
constant. For electrolytes with solvents of significantly lower permittivities, € = 7.02
for DME and ¢ = 3.09 for DMC, the association constant is much higher (K, >
10 mol ~'dm?).

Osmotic coefficients ®F were obtained by measurements of vapour pressures p
at molalities m and temperature T" from vapour pressure lowering Ap = p* —p, with
p* — the vapour pressure of the pure solvent, using the relationship

HLR 1 p'=Ap  Ap(B-%Y

= — In ,
2m M p* RT

(64)

where M is the molar mass of the solvent, B is the second virial coefficient of the
gas phase solvent, Vo™ is the molar volume of the liquid solvent, R = kN, is the
gas constant.

To compare with theoretical data, the experimental osmotic coefficients in the
Lewis-Randall (LR) system must be converted to the McMillan-Mayer (MM) system
and molarity c

*

_ d md
= 0¥(1+10 BmME)E’ (1+10-3mMg)’

where d and d* are the densities of solution and solvent, Mg = 105.39 g/mol is the
molar mass of salt LiClO,. The densities are available in the form of polynomials

o, =

(65)

3
d=d +) Am' (66)

i=1
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Table 1. Solvent properties.

Solvent acetonitrile | acetone | 2-propanol | DME DMC
M,[g/mol] 41.053 58.08 | 60.069 | 90.123 | 90.079
Blem® /mol] ~6190 2132 | 3424 | 2000 | -1950
d*[g/cm?] 0.77675 | 0.78421 | 0.780716 | 0.86135 | 1.06335
VeOlem?/mol] | 52.852 | 70.995 | 76.971 | 104.63 | 84.664
P;[Pa 11745 30803 5777 9136 | 7226
£ 35.95 20.70 19.39 708 | 3.108
1o[cP] 0.34 0.303 2.08 041 | 0.5902

Table 2. Coefficients of the density polynomials, equation (66) for the various
electrolyte solutions of LiClOy.

Solvent | acetone | acetonitrile | 2-propanol | DME DMC
A;*10% | 8.2131 7.1513 7.0936 7.5609 | 8.087
Ay 10% | -1.5952 | —0.64268 -0.8510 5.3787 | —0.4516
Az *10% | 10.844 0.8780 1.972 —0.4516 | —0.0958

The data used to calculate the osmotic and the activity coefficients for the so-
lutions studied in this paper are taken from [27-29] and are given in table 1 and

table 2.

The experimental Ap data used to calculate the osmotic coefficients are repre-

sented in the cited literature by polynomials of the type

5
Ap = Z Bym'™!.
i=1

The coefficients B; are summarized in table 3.
The experimental data for the ionic conductivity of LiClO 4 solution in DME and
DMC were taken from the references [30] and [31].

(67)

Table 3. Vapour pressure lowering Ap = p* — p of various electrolyte solutions of

LiClOy.
Solvent Conc. range B, B, Bs By Bs
Acetone 0.02-0.58 | 0.030530 | 17.7091 | —12.3816 | 22.8147 | —14.5306
Acetonitrile |  0.06-1.15 | 0.027440 | 5.67914 | —1.43816 | 1.36384 | —0.433865
2-propanol 0.05-1.48 | 0.015177 | 2.74737 | —1.01672 | 1.24942 | —0.232199
DME 0.02-0.35 | 0.003686 | 6.57103 | —19.2202 | 47.1899 | —49.6216
DMC 0.03-1.77 | 0.052101 | 3.50040 | —4.02156 | 3.40816 | —0.682103
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4. Description of the experimental data with the AMSA

As shown previously [10] the regime of weak ion pairing with I'g calculated from
equation (36) correctly describes ionic solutions with electrostatic ion association
for solvents of dielectric permittivity € > 36. For electrolyte solutions with solvent
permittivities in the range 20 < € < 36 the correct description is obtained in the
framework of the usual AMSA theory. This result is illustrated in figure 1, where
the osmotic coefficients of LiClO, in different solvents, derived from vapour pressure
measurements, are compared with the predictions of the AMSA. For the association
constant, equation (7) is used yielding Ko which is connected with the association
parameter B according to equation (6). I'y and « are calculated from equations (32)
and (34). The osmotic and activity coefficients are calculated using equations (40)—
(43) and (44)—(47) respectively. Figure 1 shows the satisfactory agreement of one-
parameter AMSA calculations with the experimental results. Distance parameters
between 0.42 nm and 0.48 nm in protic solvents are reasonable, they are larger than
the sum of ionic radii, indicating contributions of contact and solvent shared ion
pairs.

1.0

0.4 "\

0.2 r

0.0

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
¢ (molfl)

Figure 1. Osmotic coefficients ® and mean ionic activity coefficients y+ of LiClOy4
solutions of different solvents at 25°: Experimental ®-values: (circles: acetone;
squares: acetonitrile; diamonds: 2-propanol). Calculations from AMSA theory
(solid lines) (1): acetone, R = 0.48 nm; (2): acetonitrile, R = 0.42 nm; (3):
2-propanol, R = 0.43 nm. Mean ionic activity coefficients: (broken lines).

For ionic solutions of very low permittivity, here for DME and DMC solutions
of LiClOy, the occurrence of ion trimers and tetramers should be considered as it
is known from conductivity measurements [30,31]. For the description of such ionic
solutions we take into account that the permittivity of LiClO,4 solutions increases
with ionic concentration in both solvents. This effect can be described up to ¢ =
0.3 mol/dm? by quadratic polynomials in ¢ [9]

£ =T7.08 4+ 24c — 21.3¢° (68)
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for DME and
e =3.11+13.3¢c— 7.7¢* (69)

for DMC.

Experimental data for the osmotic coefficient of LiClO,4 solutions in DMC is
known up to 1.77 mol/dm? (see table 3). For higher concentrations the relation (69)
has been altered to a kind of Pade-approximant, to include the saturation effects

Caanaisse (14 2 70
5—.+.c<+13.3). (70)

The increase of £ with ionic concentration produces an increase of «.. This is im-
portant to understand the concentration dependence of the electrolyte conductivity.
For the calculations, the association constant K of equation (7) was used. I'g, «
and v were calculated from equations (54), (55) and (57). The osmotic coefficient is
calculated from equations (40), (41), (43) and (60). To calculate the molar conduc-
tivity we use equations (61)—(63) with Ag = 176.4 cm?®Q~'mol ' for LiClO, solution
in DME [30] and A = 115.7 cm?Q~'mol ™" for LiClO, solution in DMC [31].

Now our approach contains two adjustable parameters, namely the contact dis-
tance R and the second association constant Ks. The calculations show that the
osmotic coefficients can be described up to 0.4 mol/dm® with fixed Ky = 1 dm?*/mol
and again with the contact distance as fitting parameter, namely R = 0.318 nm for
LiClOy4 solutions in DME and

R = 0.1nm for LiClO,4 solu- 1 | |
tions in DMC. Distances R up ——
to which two ions are counted as Y

. . 0.8 - -
a pair which are much smaller

than the ion contact distance,
lead to high values of the as- 0.6 - .

sociation constant K, when (I),I‘a},{% %\
calculated from equation (7); 04 L @< R |

« is practically zero and ac- %%M
cording to equation (61) A = 0o L TR _
0. To avoid this drawback we '
modify the theory in such a T a
; _ 0

way that we introduce twq ﬁt 0 01 0.2 0.3 04
ting distances, one for the ionic 1

. . mo
contact distance, R, which we ¢ [T}

use to calculate the associa-
tion constant K, and for the
hard-sphere contribution, equa-
tion (41), and the other one,

Figure 2. Osmotic coefficients ®, of LiClO4 solu-
tions in DME. ( ¢ ) experimental values, (solid
line) theoretical values. Also shown: v — the de-
) gree of particles not bound in a trimer or a
R, to calculate the electrostatic tetramer, and «, the degree of charged particles
contributions connected with in the system., and the dimensionless screening

the dimensionless screening pa- parameter I'gR; See the text for details.
rameter ['gR, equations (55)
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such that a modified I'gR; term corrects some of the simplifications introduced
with the chosen forms of the MAL, equations (55) to (57) and the expressions for
the activity coefficients of the higher associates, y§ and y5, equation (58).

Figure 2 shows the satisfactory agreement of the modified AMSA with two ionic
distances R = 0.42nm and R; = 0.22nm with the experimental results for the
osmotic coefficient of LiClO,4 solutions in DME.

Also, the agreement (up
1 to 0.8mol/dm®) of the modi-
fied AMSA theory with R =
0.55nm and R; = 0.13nm with

0 experimental results of the os-

v motic coefficient of LiClO, so-

<I>,oz;y,0'6 i - lutions in DMC is presented in
'R figure 3. The second association

0.4 [ > constant for both cases is fixed
as Ky = 1dm®/mol.

In figure 2 and figure 3
the concentration dependences
of a, v and T'gR; are also
0 02 04 06 08 1 12 14 presented. For both cases the
. [ m_ol] ~ fraction decreases with the

1 ionic concentration in the limit

Figure 3. Osmotic coefficients ® of LiClO4 solu- of the apphcablhty Of' the ap-
tions in DMC and related quantities (as in fig- proximation of §quat10n (55)
ure 2). See the text for details. for I's. The fraction « strongly

decreases, and, beginning from

concentrations near 10~2mol/dm?® slowly increases again. In general a < 0.15 which
justifies the application of the form (57) for the second MAL. Such a behaviour
of o and « explains the specific features of the concentration dependence of the
conductivity of the considered solutions as shown in the next figures.

A comparison of the experimental data and the theoretical results for the equiv-
alent conductivity obtained from equations (61)—(63) with the parameters used for
the description of the osmotic coefficients is given in figure 4 for LiClO 4 solutions
in DME and in figure 5 for LiClO, solutions in DMC. In both cases the theoretical
curves satisfactorily reproduce the sharp decrease of conductivity for small ionic
concentrations due to ion-pair formation, the existence of a conductivity minimum
at a concentration near 10~?mol/dm?® and the increase of conductivity due to ionic
trimer formation. For higher concentrations we observe for LiClO4 in DMC (fig-
ure 5) a calculable maximum at a concentration near 1mol/dm? and the decrease of
conductivity at an increasing ionic concentration required by tetramer formation.

0.2

0
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10
8
A, 6
cm?
mol Om
4
2

lg(e), [52]

Figure 4. Equivalent conductivity A of LiClO4 solutions in DME with the pa-
rameters used to calculate the osmotic coefficient. See the text for details.

Figure 5. Equivalent conductivity A of LiClO4 solutions in DMC. See the text

for details.
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5. Conclusions

An unified approach to the description of the thermodynamic and transport
excess functions of associating and nonassociating electrolytes is proposed which
leads to numerically simple final formulae capable of presenting experimental data
with a minimum of adjustable parameters. These parameters show realistic values
in their definition range.
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3acTocyBaHHS acoLuiaTUBHOIro cepeaHbocdepunyHoro
HaGNMXXEeHHS B Teopil HEBOAHNX PO34YUHIB eNeKTponiTiB

N.Baptens ', MKpinke ', M.®.Tonosko ?, B.l.Kanko ?,
|.LA.Mpoumkesuny 2

IHCTUTYT PI3NYHOI | TEOPETUYHOI XiMii, PereHcOyp3bKunii YHIBEPCUTET,
D-93040, PereHcbypr, HimeydnHa

IHCTUTYT ®i3ukn koHaeHcoBaHnx cuctem HAH YkpaiHu,
79011 JibBiB, ByNn. CBEHLUjLBKOrO, 1

Otpumano 9 nunHa 2000 p.

loHHa acoujauis B po34MHax enekTponiTiB AOCNIAXYETbCS B paMKax XiMiy-
HUX mopenen. laHo ornsg, acouiaTMBHOIO cepenHbOoChEepPUHHOro Ha-
6nuxeHHs (ACCH) B Teopii enekTponiTie. MNokasaHo, wo ACCH y kombi-
Hauji 3 acoujaTMBHOIO KOHCTaHTOol E6eniHra 3a40BiNbHO BiATBOPIOE AaHi
TEPMOAMHAMIYHUX BUMIPIOBaHb, BKJIIOHYaO4YM 061aCTb BUCOKMX KOHLLEH-
Tpauiii, 4na HEBOOHMX PO34MHIB ENEKTPOITIB 3 PO34YNHHMKAMU 3 aienek-
TPUYHOIO MPOHUKHICTIO B 06nacTi 20 < ¢ < 36 . NS iOHHNX PO34YUHIB 3
HU3bKOIO AieNnekTPU4HOK NPOHuMKHICTIO ACCH moandikoBaHe BKIOYEH-
HSIM IOHHMX TPMMeEPIB i TeTpamepiB, W06 oTpMMaT NPaBUIIbHUIA ONNC OC-
MOTUYHNX KOEILEHTIB Ta IOHHUX NPOBIAHOCTEN.

KniouoBi cnoBa: po3yyHu es1eKTposiTiB, acoliatuBHe
cepeaHbochepudHe HabIMXKXeHHS, OCMOTUYHWI | aKTUBHOCTI
KoeiuieHTN, IOHHa rMPoBIAHICTb

PACS: 61.20.Qg, 66.10.Ed
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