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We present an exact many-body framework for electrostatic interactions among N arbitrarily charged spheres in
an electrolyte, modeled by the linearized Poisson–Boltzmann equation. Building on a spectral analysis of non-
standard Neumann–Poincaré-type operators introduced in a companion mathematical work [1], we construct
convergent screening-ranged series for the potential, interaction energy, and forces, where each term is associ-
ated with a well-defined Debye–Hückel screening order and can be obtained evaluating an analytical expression
rather than numerically solving an infinitely dimensional linear system. This formulation unifies and extends
classical and recent approaches, providing a rigorous basis for electrostatic interactions among heterogeneously
charged particles (including Janus colloids) and yielding many-body generalizations of analytical closed-form
results previously available only for two-body systems. The framework captures and clarifies complex effects
such as asymmetric dielectric screening, opposite-charge repulsion, and like-charge attraction, which remain
largely analytically elusive in existing treatments. Beyond its fundamental significance, the method leads to
numerically efficient schemes, offering a versatile tool for modeling colloids and soft/biological matter in elec-
trolytic solution.

Introduction. Electrostatic interactions control processes
ranging from biomolecular recognition and binding to col-
loidal stability and self-assembly [2–7]. In soft and biolog-
ical matter, they are often described within continuum elec-
trostatics, where solutes and solvent are modeled as linear di-
electrics [8]. A central workhorse is the mean-field Poisson–
Boltzmann equation (PBE) [3, 9]; its linearization (LPBE) un-
derlies Debye–Hückel (DH) theory and is widely used to de-
scribe weakly charged systems and small electrostatic poten-
tials [4, 5, 10–12]. Despite its formal linearity, LPBE-based
descriptions remain informative even for highly charged so-
lutes at separations larger than the Debye length, especially
when charge renormalization or effective screening parame-
ters are introduced [4, 5, 13–24]. As a result, LPBE continues
to play a central role in coarse-grained modeling and moti-
vates ongoing analytical and computational work [4, 5, 8, 10–
12, 19, 24–50].

For a single charged dielectric sphere in an electrolyte (the
classical Kirkwood sphere [51]) the LPBE admits a closed-
form solution, but already for two interacting spheres (N = 2)
with different dielectric constants mutual polarization makes
the problem highly nontrivial [4, 8, 10, 22, 26, 52, 53].
Already in the Poisson limit of zero ionic strength, cou-
pled multipolar expansions subject to infinitely many bound-
ary constraints on the coefficients severely hinder analyti-
cal progress [5, 52, 54–57]. As emphasized in Ref. [55],
“An implicit series expansion is known for the system of
two dielectric spheres. For more than two dielectric spheres,
numerical treatment is required.” Since then, image-based
multiple-scattering formalisms [58–61], Wigner-matrix-free
approaches [24, 26, 56], and hybrid analytical-numerical
schemes [30, 41, 54, 57, 62–66] have substantially extended
what can be done for two spheres, but a general explicit many-
body (N > 2) treatment at finite ionic strength is still lacking.
Ionic screening further increases the technical complexity [22,
26, 30, 67, 68], limits the applicability of image-charge con-
structions [68], and leaves key questions on like-charge attrac-
tion (LCA), opposite-charge repulsion (OCR), and asymmet-

ric dielectric screening (ADS) largely unresolved [10, 24, 52].

In this Letter, we address this gap within the LPBE/DH
framework by developing an exact and explicit many-body
formalism for N arbitrarily charged dielectric spheres in
an electrolyte. Using the spectral properties of a nonstan-
dard Neumann–Poincaré-type operator introduced in the com-
panion mathematical work [1], we construct a convergent
Neumann-type expansion for the multipole coefficients of the
DH potentials and thereby obtain screening-ranged series for
the potentials, interaction energies, and forces. Each term in
these series is associated with a definite “screening order”
and contains products of Debye–Hückel factors e−κRi j/Ri j
along interaction paths, providing a systematic and control-
lable many-body extension of the familiar DLVO and un-
screened Coulomb descriptions. The formalism applies to
general fixed charge distributions, including heterogeneously
charged and Janus-like particles, and yields explicit expres-
sions that are straightforward to evaluate numerically.

We illustrate the scope of our formalism by (i) deriving
exact higher-order screened corrections for charged spheres,
clarifying the conditions for LCA, OCR, and ADS, and
(ii) constructing compact DLVO-like interaction expressions
for Janus particles with controlled many-body and higher-
multipole corrections. Then, we highlight its value through
two representative applications. For monopolar charged
spheres, we recover the standard DLVO interaction as the
leading screening order and obtain exact higher-order many-
body corrections that generalize two-sphere Fisher–Levin–
Li, McClurg–Zukoski, and related energy and force expres-
sions [4, 8, 10, 11, 22, 26, 28, 37, 53, 67]. Even in
the long-studied two-sphere problem, this framework yields
new analytical insight: it provides explicit conditions for
the (non)occurrence of LCA and OCR, clarifies the role
of dielectric contrast and ionic strength in ADS, and re-
covers recent image-charge-based polarization-energy results
as a particular instance of the double-screened contribu-
tion [57, 68–70]. For Janus-type particles with bipatchy sur-
face charge, we derive compact DLVO-like expressions for
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effective monopole-monopole, monopole-dipole, and dipole-
dipole interactions [71, 72], and show how higher screen-
ing orders systematically generate many-body and higher-
multipole corrections. Taken together, these examples demon-
strate that the proposed screening-ranged expansions provide
a versatile analytical framework for electrostatic interactions
in model colloids and coarse-grained biomolecular systems,
directly amenable to efficient numerical implementation. Be-
yond the specific cases discussed here, the framework offers
a controlled many-body expansion for screened electrostatics,
organized in a compact, rapidly convergent series that can un-
derpin effective interaction models in charged soft-matter sys-
tems, from patchy colloids to biomolecular assemblies; fur-
ther examples, including particles with clouds of internal point
charges, higher-order multipoles, or inhomogeneous free sur-
face distributions, are developed in the joint papers [73, 74].

Problem statement. We consider a general system of N
non-overlapping spherical dielectric particles (Ωi ⊂ R3, i ∈
{1, . . . ,N}) immersed in an electrolytic solvent (e.g. water
with mobile ions) with dielectric constant εsol and Debye
screening length κ−1. Each particle Ωi is centered at xi ∈ R3

and is characterized by its dielectric constant εi and radius
ai; ρ f

i (r) denotes the free (fixed) charge density inside Ωi.
For any i, the electrostatic potential Φin,i(r) inside Ωi (i.e. for
ri < ai, where ri = ∥r−xi∥) satisfies the Poisson equation

∆Φin,i(r) =−ρ
f
i (r)/(εiε0),

while the corresponding potential Φout,i in the solvent domain
Ωsol obeys the LPBE [4, 5]

∆Φout,i(r)−κ
2
Φout,i(r) = 0.

By the superposition principle inherent in the DH descrip-
tion [10, 22], the total electrostatic potential is

Φ(r) =

{
Φin,i(r), r ∈ Ωi,

Φout(r) := ∑
N
i=1 Φout,i(r), r ∈ Ωsol.

At each sphere-solvent interface, Φ satisfies transmission-
type boundary conditions (BCs):

εi(ni ·∇Φin,i)
∣∣
ri→a−i

− εsol(ni ·∇Φout)
∣∣
ri→a+i

= σ
f
i /ε0,

Φin,i
∣∣
ri→a−i

= Φout
∣∣
ri→a+i

,

where ni is the outer unit normal and σ f
i is any free charge

density on the boundary ∂Ωi (ri = ai), with ri → a±i denoting
approach from the interior (−) or exterior (+) side. While
other types of BCs are also possible [73], here we focus on
transmission BCs [75], which represent a situation of primary
interest in biomolecular electrostatics. We also impose the
usual condition that the potential vanishes at infinity.

Screening-ranged expansions for potentials. Within
each particle Ωi, the potential is decomposed into a known
Coulomb contribution generated by the fixed charge density
and an induced harmonic correction, while in the solvent

domain the homogeneous LPBE is solved. Using complex
spherical harmonics Y m

n in local spherical coordinates cen-
tered at each sphere, we represent both the interior correction
and the exterior DH potential as multipole expansions with
unknown coefficients. Mutual polarization between particles
is encoded by exact re-expansions for screened solid harmon-
ics (of the type (8)), which express the field generated by
sphere j in the local frame of sphere i. Imposing the trans-
mission BCs at all interfaces then leads to a coupled global
linear system for the unknown exterior multipole coefficients.
In block form, this system can be written as

(I+K)⃗̃G=⃗̃S, (1)

where ⃗̃G collects all exterior multipole coefficients, ⃗̃S gathers
the source terms due to fixed charges, I is the identity and K is
a compact operator that couples different particles and multi-
poles through screened propagators proportional to e−κRi j/Ri j
(Ri j is the magnitude of vector Ri j = x j−xi connecting sphere

centers). A detailed construction of K and⃗̃S is given in [1, 73]
(see End Matter). The spectral analysis in [1] shows that the
spectral radius of K considered in the relevant Hilbert space of
multipole coefficients is strictly less than 1. This guarantees
that the inverse of (I+K) admits a convergent Neumann-type
operator series representation,

⃗̃G= ∑
+∞

ℓ=0(−1)ℓKℓ⃗S̃, (2)

and allows us to decompose the solution for the multipole
coefficients into screening orders. Each power Kℓ corre-
sponds to sequences of ℓ screened couplings between parti-
cles and generates contributions proportional to products of
DH screening factors e−κRi j/Ri j along paths of length ℓ in the
interaction network. Projecting (2) componentwise leads to
the expansions

G̃i = ∑
+∞

ℓ=0 G̃(ℓ)
i , Li = ∑

+∞

ℓ=0 L(ℓ)
i , (3)

where G̃(ℓ)
i and L(ℓ)

i are the ℓ-th order screened contributions
to the exterior and interior multipole coefficients of particle i,
respectively (explicit formulas are collected in End Matter and
in [1, 73]). In particular, ℓ = 0 terms describe local solvation
response (Born/Kirkwood) that is independent of interparticle
distances Ri j, ℓ = 1 corresponds to pairwise (DLVO-like) in-
teractions, while ℓ≥ 2 terms incorporate many-body screened
interactions in a systematic and absolutely convergent series
ordered by the screening range. This ordering in terms of path
length and screening strength provides a natural small param-
eter and a controllable truncation scheme for practical imple-
mentations.

Screening-ranged expansions for energy and force. The
above screening-ranged relations (3) in turn give rise to the
explicit construction of the corresponding screening-ranged
expansions for the total electrostatic energy E and force Fi
acting on an arbitrary particle i:

E = ∑
+∞

ℓ=0 E (ℓ), (4)
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Fi = ∑
+∞

ℓ=1 F(ℓ)
i (5)

(note that F(ℓ)
i is always zero at ℓ= 0, see [74], so the sum in

(5) starts at ℓ = 1). A general explicit construction of the ad-
dends E (ℓ) and F(ℓ)

i is provided in End Matter (see (11), (12))
and in [73, 74] for further technical details.

For instance, if the particles’ free distributions are modeled
by multipolar moments {L̂nm,i} co-centered with the particles,
then, with the exclusion of self-energy terms (to prevent the
divergence of E , see e.g. [4, 76]), the non-screened (Ri j-free)
addend E (0) corresponds to the sum of one-body solvation
(“Born/Kirkwood”) energies. Meanwhile,

E Int := E −E (0) = ∑
+∞

ℓ=1 E (ℓ) (6)

represents the full interparticle interaction energy.
In the particular case of monopolar charged spheres (e.g. ei-

ther fixed point charges in their centers or uniform surface
charge densities), the first interaction addends, namely E (1)

of (6) and F(1)
i of (5), reproduce the familiar pairwise elec-

trostatic DLVO expressions. Higher-order (ℓ ≥ 2) screened
addends have previously been explicitly derived only for two-
sphere (N = 2) systems and in some approximate/special set-
tings (see below and Refs. [73, 74] for details).

The accurate quantification of (ℓ ≥ 2)-screened terms is
important because they reveal many-body and mutual po-
larization effects, significantly impacting the overall interac-
tion landscape beyond leading pairwise DLVO and Coulom-
bic contributions (see [4, 22, 37, 67]). Thus, the many-body
analytical formalism proposed here provides, to our knowl-
edge, the first exact framework that quantifies all screening-
ranged contributions (∀ℓ≥ 0) and derives expressions for their
terms in explicit form, which can be evaluated with arbitrary
precision and without explicitly solving the system of equa-
tions for potential coefficients or surface polarization charges
beforehand. Energies and forces are obtained on the same
footing, which is essential for consistent dynamical and sim-
ulation studies. Remarkably, this formalism applies both to
monopolar spheres and to arbitrary fixed charge distributions
ρ f

i and σ f
i .

Concerning electrostatic forces, explicit and exact analyti-
cal expressions for force components in the LPBE framework
were previously known only for specific two-sphere systems
[74]. Here, based on the Maxwell stress tensor components
derived in [74], we obtain general analytical expressions for
the total interaction force Fi on any particle i (yielding, to our
knowledge, the first analytical and explicit many-body force
expressions for LPBE electrostatics of spheres beyond two-
body geometries, see [74] for an overview). Combining these
force relations with expansions (9) provides the explicit con-
struction (see (12)) of the desired screening-ranged force ex-
pansion (5) and exact quantification of all addends F(ℓ)

i .
The resulting screening-ranged many-body energy and

force expansions (4)-(5) converge rapidly with ℓ [73, 74] and
are easy to implement numerically. Thus, the first few ad-
dends are typically sufficient to accurately approximate the to-

tal energy E and force Fi, and avoid the need for conventional
approaches that require solving laborious systems of equa-
tions for potential coefficients or surface polarization charges.
As documented in the companion works [73, 74], this rapid
convergence holds for representative colloidal and biomolec-
ular parameter sets. Since the most computationally demand-
ing step in harmonic-expansion-based approaches is solving
the linear system / inverting the corresponding matrix [77],
the identification of easy-to-calculate first addends of (4)-(5)
already constitutes a major computational simplification. In
the companion papers [73, 74], we present several examples
and show that including up to the double-screened addends
(ℓ = 2) already captures the key features of the full energy
and force profiles, including LCA and OCR.

As meaningful examples, we apply our formalism to gen-
eralized Janus particles and to many interacting dielectric
monopolar spheres. Already in the two-sphere case, the
method provides new insight into ADS, OCR and LCA phe-
nomena, yielding exact analytical results that improve upon
known approximate or limited-case results.

While the theory has been developed for dielectric spheres
in an electrolytic solution, it can be shown that, by substituting
the coefficients from (3) into (4)-(5), one obtains well-posed
addends and correctly reproduces the corresponding energy
and force terms also in the κ → 0 limit. Similarly, the limit
to infinity for the dielectric constants of some (or all) of the
spheres will yield the behavior of conducting particles in the
quasi-static regime.

Application I: particles with centrally-located point
charges. Consider N spheres with point charges qi in
their centers. For clarity, we detail here the energy and
force addends of (4)-(5) up to ℓ = 2. Higher orders can
be treated in the same systematic way within our frame-
work [73]. In this case, L̂nm,i = κqiδn,0/(

√
4πε0εi) (δ·,·

is the Kronecker delta). Substituting these L̂nm,i into (10)
and (11a), we recover the well-known expressions E (0) =

1
8πε0

∑
N
i=1

q2
i

ai

( 1
(1+κai)εsol

− 1
εi

)
, corresponding to the sum of

single-sphere solvation (“Born/Kirkwood”) energies [4, 22,

78], and E (1) = 1
8πε0εsol

∑
N
i=1 ∑

N
j ̸=i

qiq je
ãi+ã j−R̃i j κ

(1+ãi)(1+ã j)R̃i j
, which is the

pairwise DLVO interaction energy.
At ℓ = 2 our formalism yields the first many-body relation

(13), which, to our knowledge, was previously available only
in the special two-sphere (N = 2) case. Indeed, the leading
term of E (2)

∣∣
N=2 was derived by McClurg & Zukoski [53]

(MZ approximation), while Fisher, Levin & Li [22] obtained
a simplified two-leading-terms form valid for small screened
radii (FLL approximation, (14))1. Only recently the exact
two-sphere result was obtained, in [4]. None of these ap-
proaches, however, provides an exact analytical expression in
the N > 2 case.

1 The key result of FLL theory, summarized in Eq. (14), is of particular im-
portance in colloidal science, as for instance the modern vision of the non-
additivity effects in binary mixtures is based on it [37].
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For ℓ > 2, even less was known: e.g. the leading-term ap-
proximation to E (3)

∣∣
N=2 was recently obtained in [26] via an

energy reciprocity argument, and its full explicit form later
in [4]. Again, many-body generalizations remained missing.
The present framework closes this gap: higher-order screened
addends E (ℓ) follow directly from (10) and (11a) using the
above L̂nm,i. Fully expanded forms are given in the compan-
ion paper [73].

Importantly, this framework allows identifying the specific
conditions for the (non)occurrence of less obvious phenom-
ena, such as OCR and LCA. Indeed, in the particular case
of two spheres less polarizable than the surrounding medium
(εi ≤ εsol) and arbitrary qi, it turns out that odd-ℓ addends
E (ℓ)

∣∣
N=2(R), such as DLVO (ℓ = 1), have the usual Coulom-

bic behavior w.r.t. R, showing opposite-charge attraction and
like-charge repulsion, while even-ℓ addends with ℓ≥ 2 are re-
pulsive irrespective of the charge. This structure permits OCR
(through the competition between attractive odd-ℓ and repul-
sive even-ℓ contributions)2 but forbids LCA. However, this
is not the case when particles are more polarizable than the
medium (εi > εsol) and κ > 0, where the ionic strength can
play a decisive role on the occurrence of OCR and LCA. De-
spite the existing recent DH-level treatments on the topic (see
e.g. [24] and references therein), to our knowledge, OCR in
this regime has not been explicitly characterized before in the
literature (see [73] for technical details).

In panels a, b and c of Figure 1 the description of OCR on
systems with two and three spheres with parameters typical
of biophysical settings is presented. According to the DLVO
approximation, both identical negative spheres in panel a are
attracted by the central one. In contrast, the full formalism
predicts that spheres 2 and 1 repel each other, due to the local
effect of polarization charges which exceeds the Coulombic
contribution. Similarly, in the two sphere case of panel c, one
can see that while the DLVO energy E (1), as well as the MZ
and FLL approximations fail at short range, the inclusion of
E (2) is sufficient to capture the actual interaction profile.

In the κ → 0 limit, the relation (15) is obtained. In the par-
ticular two-sphere case with a2 → 0, it reduces to the three-
point image formula derived in the recent work [68]. Simi-
larly, taking ε1 → +∞ and ai → 0 for i > 1 (i.e. a cloud of
point charges scattered around a charged conducting sphere),
we reproduce the recent results of [69]. Unlike the formalism
presented here, these image-charge-based approaches cannot
be generalized to many dielectric spheres in electrolytic solu-
tion. Furthermore, asymptotic analysis of Eqs. (4) and (10) in
the κ → 0 two-sphere case recovers the same behavior already
described (namely all odd-ℓ energy addends behave like the
Coulombic term, while all even-ℓ addends behave like E (2)),
when both spheres are either strictly less or more polarizable

2 Indeed, when q1q2 < 0, competition between attractive odd-ℓ and repulsive
even-ℓ addends can produce short-range OCR [73]. This corresponds to
the asymmetric dielectric screening effect observed in numerical modelling
in [24, 77].

than the surrounding medium. This proves analytically that
OCR cannot occur when εi > εsol and LCA cannot occur when
εi < εsol, rigorously answering the questions posed in the very
recent (2025) work [57]. These results are consistent with
recent effective-dipole-based computational studies [57] and
empirical polarizability-volume arguments [70].

As per the force expansion (5), the ℓ = 1 contribution (12)
reproduces the DLVO force, while already at ℓ= 2 we obtain
genuinely many-body terms (16) with nontrivial angular cou-
plings. These results were unknown except for the two-sphere
case, where (16a) yields (17), reducing further to (18) under
very restrictive assumptions: this last form overlaps with the
approximate ion-molecule interaction result obtained in [10].

Application II: Janus particles. Our second example ad-
dresses the interaction of N (generalized) bipatchy Janus par-
ticles. Here the fixed charge is located on the surface (see
panel d of Fig. 1; each particle has individual σ f

i ). Employ-
ing the Janus-specific densities σ f

i (see End Matter for details)
in (11b) and (12) directly generates the screening-ranged ad-
dends of the energy (4) and force (5) expansions. For con-
creteness we show in (19) the explicit form of the starting en-
ergy addends at ℓ= 0,1 in terms of the surface net free charge
qi := qi,1 +qi,2 and the vector

pi := 1
2

(
qi,1(1+ cosθi,1)−qi,2(1+ cosθi,2)

)
aiz′i

(noting that one would get pi = (2ai)qi,1z′i if qi,2 = −qi,1 and
θi,1,θi,2 → 0, so that it is natural to interpret pi as an effective
physical dipole moment of the i-th Janus particle [73]). By
analogy with the pairwise interactions of monopolar spheres
considered above, the terms made explicit in E (1) of (19) may
be identified as effective monopole-monopole, monopole-
dipole, and dipole-dipole interactions, respectively. Exact ana-
lytical quantification of higher-order terms (which correspond
to effective quadrupolar, octupolar, and higher multipolar in-
teractions) can likewise be systematically obtained through
the same expansion procedure. In practice, this hierarchy
allows one to keep only the leading monopolar and dipolar
terms when appropriate, while systematically incorporating
higher multipoles when anisotropy plays a dominant role.

In recent years, there has been an increased interest in
constructing anisotropic DLVO-like interaction descriptions
for inhomogeneously/patchy charged particles, reflecting their
growing importance in modern colloid and protein science
– see e.g. the very recent (2025) work [72] and references
therein. A well-known extension of DLVO theory to describe
the electrostatic pair interaction of dielectric particles with a
substantial dipolar contribution to the surface charge, such as
Janus particles, was proposed in 2012, [71], where equal-sized
Janus particles consisting of (generally unequally charged)
hemispheres were considered. In this particular situation, one
sees that our relation E (1) of (19) recovers and slightly extends
the corresponding result of [71] (the only difference being that
[71, Eq. (19b)] approximates our exact factor e−κRi j

Ri j

(
κ + 1

Ri j

)
by e−κRi j

R2
i j

in monopole-dipole interactions).
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FIG. 1. a) Electrostatic potential and iso-potential contour lines obtained for a three-sphere system. ε1−3 = 2, εsol = 80, q1 = 3e, q2,3 =−2e,
κ−1 = 8.07 Å. The arrows represent the forces acting on the spheres. Spheres 2 and 3 are identical, but located at a different distance from
sphere 1. The most significant correction introduced by the inclusion of higher order terms consists in an excess negative potential located
inside sphere 3. This potential is more pronounced in the region facing sphere 1. This induces a difference in the particle polarization, reflected
by the difference in surface charge distribution shown in panel b). c) Two spheres interaction energy w.r.t. R = R12, R ≥ 36 Å; a1 +a2 = 35 Å,
a1 = 10a2, ε1 = 2, ε2 = 3, q1 = 3e, q2 =−2e, εsol = 80, κ−1 = 40 Å. Lines F, 1 and 2 depict the full E Int, E (1) (i.e. DLVO) and E (1)+E (2),
respectively. Lines 2.0, 2.1 and 2.1’ correspond to one-term (i.e. MZ), two-term and simplified two-term (i.e. FLL) approximations of E (2),
respectively. (Embedded inset shows a close-up view). d) Example of σ f

i for a generalized Janus particle: free charges qi,1 and qi,2 are
uniformly distributed over spherical caps of polar angles [0, θi,1] and [π −θi,2, π], respectively, while the intermediate surface (i.e. (θi,1, π −
θi,2)) has no fixed charge.

However, and importantly, unlike the theory described in
[71], our framework naturally goes beyond pairwise DLVO-
like approximations: by setting ℓ> 1 in (11b), we obtain exact
explicit quantifications of higher-order screened and many-
body contributions (detailed in [73]). These contributions
demonstrate that the proposed screening-ranged expansion
formalism provides a rigorous and systematic route to explic-
itly and analytically capture anisotropic and collective elec-
trostatic effects in patchy charged particles within the LPBE
description.

In summary, we have introduced an exact many-body
framework for electrostatics of dielectric spheres in elec-
trolytic solution within the LPBE/DH description. By ex-

ploiting the spectral properties of a Neumann–Poincaré-type
operator introduced in [1], we obtain convergent screening-
ranged expansions for potentials, energies, and forces, or-
ganized by products of DH screening factors and directly
applicable to arbitrary fixed charge distributions. The for-
malism recovers familiar DLVO interactions at leading order
and provides explicit higher-order corrections that quantify
many-body and mutual-polarization effects, clarify the con-
ditions for ADS and LCA/OCR, and connect to recent image-
charge and effective-dipole results [4, 22, 37, 57–61, 67–
70]. Our treatment of Janus-type particles further shows
how anisotropic and patchy interactions can be captured an-
alytically and extended beyond pairwise DLVO-like descrip-
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tions [71, 72]. These results supply a compact, systemati-
cally improvable building block for modeling electrostatic in-
teractions in colloidal and soft/biological systems, and they
suggest natural extensions to more complex geometries and
beyond-linear electrostatic theories. Because the expansions
are ordered by screening range and interaction path length,
they can be truncated with a clear physical error control, mak-
ing them particularly suitable as analytical input for coarse-
grained models, simulations, and the interpretation of non-
additive electrostatic effects. We anticipate that the result-
ing screening-ranged expansions for potentials, energies, and
forces will provide a useful analytical backbone for reduced
models and simulations, and for interpreting nonadditive in-
teractions, OCR/LCA, and anisotropic colloids in experiment.

Data availability. Codes/data can be found in [79].
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END MATTER
Appendix: Technical details and notation

We use the standard modified spherical Bessel functions
kn(x) :=

√
2/πKn+1/2(x)/

√
x, in(x) :=

√
π/2In+1/2(x)/

√
x.

Derivation of screening-ranged expansions for potentials.
Φin,i admits [4, 5] decomposition Φin,i = Φ̂in,i + Φ̃in,i, where
Φ̂in,i(r) is the Coulombic potential for ρ f

i , while ∆Φ̃in,i = 0.
We express the unknown Φ̃in,i and Φout,i (where |Φ̃in,i|< ∞ as
ri → 0+, Φout,i → 0 as ri →+∞) via spherical harmonics Y m

n :

Φ̃in,i(r) = ∑n,m Lnm,ir̃n
i Y m

n (r̂i), (7a)

Φout,i(r) = ∑n,m G̃nm,iϒn,ikn(r̃i)Y m
n (r̂i), (7b)

where ri = r− xi, r̃i := κri, ãi := κai, r̂i := ri/ri, ∑n,m :=
∑
+∞

n=0 ∑
n
m=−n, scaling ϒn,i := ((2n+1)kn(ãi)ai)

−1; angles of
r̂i are measured in the parallel local coordinate frames of
particles [73]. We expand Φ̂in,i(r) (as ri → a−i ) and σ f

i via
Φ̂in,i(r) = ∑n,m L̂nm,ir̃−n−1

i Y m
n (r̂i), σ f

i (r̂i) = ∑n,m σ f
nm,iY

m
n (r̂i),

where L̂nm,i = κ

(2n+1)εiε0

∫
Ωi

ρ f
i (ri)r̃n

i Y m
n (r̂i)

⋆dri, σ f
nm,i =

a−2
i

∮
∂Ωi

σ f
i (ŝi)Y m

n (ŝi)
⋆dsi. Unknown coefficients Lnm,i and

G̃nm,i of (7) are determined from BCs. To represent all quan-
tities via the same set {Y m

n (r̂i)} (for ensuring self-consistent
treatment of mutual polarization), we treat kn(r̃ j)Y m

n (r̂ j) of
(7b) for j ̸= i by employing fully-analytical re-expansions ad-
vanced in the recent Wigner-matrix-free formalism [24, 26]:

kL(r̃ j)Y M
L (r̂ j) = ∑l1,m1

H LM
l1m1

(Ri j)il1(r̃i)Y
m1
l1

(r̂i), (8)

where H LM
l1m1

handles re-expansion between local frames3 [1].
Applying (7)-(8) to BCs and eliminating the internal co-
efficients Lnm,i (see [1, 73] for details), we obtain (1)

w.r.t. the global block “vector” ⃗̃G= (G̃1, . . . ,G̃N)
T consisting

of (infinite-size) vectors G̃i := {G̃nm,i}0≤|m|≤n. Inverting I+K
via an operator Neumann-type series4 gives (2). Thanks to
the structure of K, each ⃗̃G(ℓ) corresponds to screening order ℓ,
proportional to products of DH screening factors e−κRi j/Ri j,
and this entails relations ∀i:

G̃i = ∑
+∞

ℓ=0 G̃(ℓ)
i , (9)

G̃(0)
i = S̃i, G̃(1)

i =−∑
N
j ̸=iKi jS̃ j, G̃(2)

i =∑
N
j=1∑

N
k ̸=i, jKikKk jS̃ j,

G̃(ℓ)
i = (−1)ℓ∑

N
j=1 ∑

N
kℓ−1 ̸=iKikℓ−1 ∑

N
kℓ−2 ̸=kℓ−1

Kkℓ−1kℓ−2

×·· ·×∑
N
k1 ̸=k2, j

Kk2k1Kk1 jS̃ j ,

where matrix Ki j and vector S̃i are block components of K and
⃗̃S [1]; G̃(0)

i is independent of any Ri j, G̃(1)
i contains elements

proportional to factors e−R̃i j

Ri j
(R̃i j := κRi j, j ̸= i), G̃(2)

i — to

e−R̃ik
Rik

e−R̃k j

Rk j
(k ̸= i, j), and so forth [73]. Similarly, for the vector

of internal coefficients Li = {Lnm,i}0≤|m|≤n we build

Li = ∑
+∞

ℓ=0 L(ℓ)
i , (10)

L(0)
i = CiG̃

(0)
i +Ei, L(ℓ)

i = ∑
N
j ̸=iPi jG̃

(ℓ−1)
j , ℓ≥ 1,

with G̃(ℓ)
i from (9); specific matrices Pi j (∝ e−κRi j/Ri j), Ci,

and vector Ei are derived and recorded in detail in [73]. The
elements of G̃(ℓ)

i and L(ℓ)
i are detailed in [73], with rigorous

element-wise absolute convergence proved in [1].
Spectral properties of K. Coefficients G̃nm,i of the DH

potentials form infinite square-summable sequences belong-
ing to the l2 Hilbert space [1]. We require that spheres are non-
overlapping, but do not make any further additional assump-
tion on κ , ai, Ri j, or on their ratios. We then prove in [1] that
operator K : lll2 → lll2, where lll2 :=

⊕N
i=1 l2({G̃nm,i}0≤|m|≤n), is

compact and discuss the spectral radius bound r(K) < 1 to
prove that the operator series in (2) converges.

General construction of the screened energy addends
in (4). First assuming for simplicity ∀σ f

i = 0 we have
E = 1

2
∫
R3 ρfixed(r)Φ(r)dr = 1

2 ∑
N
i=1

∫
Ωi

ρ f
i (r)Φin,i(r)dr. The

predetermined non-screened (Ri j-free) Φ̂in,i-contributions (if
any) are to be ascribed to E (0), while for Φ̃in,i-contributions

3 Other treatments of offside ( j ̸= i) contributions exist (Wigner rotation
matrices, numerical iterative re-expansion, Lebedev quadratures, etc. –
see [73]), but they hinder a rigorous analytical study and are irrelevant for
building an exact fully-analytical solution.

4 This inversion is justified by spectral properties of K proved in [1]
(note that traditional spectra-localization-based methods fail here due to
row/column norms exceeding 1, in general, and the fact that K consists of
infinite-sized blocks).
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we have 1
2 ∑

N
i=1

∫
Ωi

ρ f
i (r)Φ̃in,i(r)dr = 1

2 ∑
N
i=1

εiε0
κ ∑n,m(2n +

1)L̂⋆
nm,iLnm,i; using Lnm,i = ∑

+∞

ℓ=0 L(ℓ)
nm,i yielded by (10) we get

E (ℓ) = 1
2 ∑

N
i=1

εiε0
κ ∑n,m(2n+1)L̂⋆

nm,iL
(ℓ)
nm,i. (11a)

Likewise in the case of σ f
i ̸= 0 but ∀ρ f

i = 0, from E =
1
2 ∑

N
i=1

∮
∂Ωi

σ f
i (ŝ)Φ(ŝ)ds we obtain addends

E (ℓ) = 1
2 ∑

N
i=1 a2

i ∑n,m σ
f ⋆
nm,iã

n
i L(ℓ)

nm,i. (11b)

Finally, the case of both nonzero ρ f
i and σ f

i can be handled
using the ones discussed above.

General construction of the screened force addends in (5).
We have (for derivation details see [74])

(F(ℓ)
i )x = Reℵ

(ℓ)
i , (F(ℓ)

i )y = Imℵ
(ℓ)
i , (F(ℓ)

i )z = ℶ(ℓ)
i (12)

where the corresponding ℓ-screened quantities ℵ
(ℓ)
i , ℶ(ℓ)

i are

ℵ
(ℓ)
i = ε0εsol∑n,m

√
(n−m+1)(n−m+2)
(2n+1)(2n+3) ∑

ℓ

k=0

(
B(k)

n+1,m−1;iA
(ℓ−k)
n,m;i

⋆

− ã2
i Ψ

(k)
n+1,m−1;iΨ

(ℓ−k)
n,m;i

⋆
)

and

ℶ(ℓ)
i = ε0εsol ∑n,m

√
(n−m+1)(n+m+1)
(2n+1)(2n+3) ∑

ℓ

k=0

(
B(k)

n+1,m;iA
(ℓ−k)
n,m;i

⋆

− ã2
i Ψ

(k)
n+1,m;iΨ

(ℓ−k)
n,m;i

⋆
)
, where ∀k = 0, . . . , ℓ it is defined

A(k)
n,m;i = Ξ

(k)
n,m;i −nΨ

(k)
n,m;i, B(k)

n,m;i = Ξ
(k)
n,m;i +(n+1)Ψ(k)

n,m;i,

Ψ
(k)
n,m;i = kn(ãi)G

(k)
nm,i + in(ãi)∑

N
j=1, j ̸=i∑L,M H LM

nm (Ri j)G
(k−1)
LM, j ,

Ξ
(k)
n,m;i =

(
nkn(ãi)− ãikn+1(ãi)

)
G(k)

nm,i +
(
nin(ãi)+ ãiin+1(ãi)

)
×∑

N
j=1, j ̸=i ∑L,M H LM

nm (Ri j)G
(k−1)
LM, j

(sums involving G(k−1)
LM, j in Ψ

(k)
n,m;i and Ξ

(k)
n,m;i are omitted at k =

0, and G(k)
nm,i = G̃(k)

nm,iϒn,i due to the scale ϒn,i defined above).
Total force Fi admits decomposition Fi = F̆i + F̊i, where F̆i
and F̊i represent the conventional electrostatic and the osmotic
parts of Maxwell stress tensor [74]; in the expressions above
the F̊i-components are determined by the ΨΨ⋆-type products.

Spheres with centrally-located point charges qi. Here L̂nm,i = κqiδn,0/(
√

4πε0εi), so we obtain elaborating on (11a):

E (2) =
−κ

8πε0εsol

N

∑
i=1

qieãi

1+ ãi

N

∑
j=1, j ̸=i

N

∑
p=1,p̸= j

qpeãp

1+ ãp

+∞

∑
l=0

(ε j − εsol)lã−1
j il(ã j)− εsolil+1(ã j)

(ε j − εsol)lã−1
j kl(ã j)+ εsolkl+1(ã j)

(2l +1)kl(R̃i j)kl(R̃ jp)Pl(cosγ ji, jp) (13a)

=
κ

16πε0εsol

N

∑
i=1

qieãi

1+ ãi

N

∑
j=1, j ̸=i

N

∑
p=1, p̸= j

qpeãp

1+ ãp

e−R̃i j

R̃i j

e−R̃ jp

R̃ jp

(
d0, j−3d2, j

(
1+

1
R̃i j

)(
1+

1
R̃ jp

)
cosγ ji, jp

)
+
/

l ≥ 2 terms
/
, (13b)

where (13b) merely shows an expanded form of the l = 0,1 addends of (13a) after explicit substitution of the Bessel functions

expressions into them, γ ji, jp is the angle between R̂ ji and R̂ jp, and d0,i := e2ãi ãi−1
ãi+1 + 1, d2,i := e2ãi (εi+2εsol)(ãi−1)−εsolã2

i
(εi+2εsol)(1+ãi)+εsolã2

i
+ 1. If

N = 2 and ã1, ã2 are small enough (small/weakly-screened particles) so that d0,i ≈ 2
3 ã3

i , d2,i ≈ 2(εi−εsol)
3(εi+2εsol)

ã3
i , then (13b) yields

E (2)∣∣
N=2 ≈

κe−2R̃12

8πε0εsolR̃2
12

[
q2

1e2ã1 ã3
2

(1+ ã1)2

(
1
3
+
(

1+
1

R̃12

)2 εsol − ε2

2εsol + ε2

)
+

q2
2e2ã2 ã3

1
(1+ ã2)2

(
1
3
+
(

1+
1

R̃12

)2 εsol − ε1

2εsol + ε1

)]
. (14)

The right-hand side of (13a) boils down to the following many-body expression in the κ → 0 limit:

E (2)∣∣
κ→0 =

−1
8πε0εsol

N

∑
i=1

qi

N

∑
j=1, j ̸=i

N

∑
p=1, p̸= j

qp(ε j − εsol)
+∞

∑
l=1

la2l+1
j

(lε j +(l +1)εsol)Rl+1
i j Rl+1

jp
Pl(cosγ ji, jp). (15)

For the ℓ= 2-screened force we arrive at F(2)
i = F̆(2)

i + F̊(2)
i in (12) with leading terms (see [74] for derivation / further details)

F̆(2)
i =

d3,id4,iκ
2

4πε0εsol

N

∑
j=1, j ̸=i

N

∑
p=1,p̸=i

q jqpeã j+ãpe−R̃i j e−R̃ip

(1+ ã j)(1+ ãp)R̃i jR̃ip

(
1+

1
R̃ip

)
FFFi jip −

qieãid1,iκ
2

8πε0εsol
(16a)

×
N

∑
j=1, j ̸=i

N

∑
p=1,p̸= j

qpeãpe−R̃i j e−R̃ jp

(1+ ãp)R̃i jR̃ jp

[(
1+

1
R̃i j

)
d0, jR̂i j +

{
R̂ jp +FFFi j jp

}(
1+

1
R̃ jp

)
d2, j

]
+ · · · ,

F̊(2)
i =

−κ2ã2
i

4πε0

N

∑
j=1, j ̸=i

N

∑
p=1,p̸=i

q jqpeã j+ãpe−R̃i j e−R̃ip

(1+ ã j)(1+ ãp)R̃i jR̃ip

[e2ãi ãid′
1,i

1+ ãi

(
1+

1
R̃i j

)
R̂i j + εsold′

3,id
′
4,i

(
1+

1
R̃ip

)
FFFi jip

]
(16b)
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−
qieãid′

1,iκ
2ã2

i

8πε0(1+ ãi)

N

∑
j=1, j ̸=i

N

∑
p=1,p̸= j

qpeãp

1+ ãp

e−R̃i j

R̃i j

e−R̃ jp

R̃ jp

[(
1+

1
R̃i j

)
d0, jR̂i j +

{
R̂ jp +FFFi j jp

}(
1+

1
R̃ jp

)
d2, j

]
+ · · · ,

where vector FFFi jkp :=
(
1+ 3R̃−1

i j + 3R̃−2
i j

)(
3(R̂i j · R̂kp)R̂i j − R̂kp

)
, ı is a complex unit, d′

1,i :=
(
(εi + 2εsol)(1+ ãi)+ εsolã2

i
)−1,

d1,i := (εi + 2εsol)d′
1,i, d′

3,i := e2ãi ã3
i d′

1,i, d′
4,i :=

(
(2εi + 3εsol)(ã2

i + 3ãi + 3) + εsolã2
i (1+ ãi)

)−1, d3,i := (εi − εsol)d′
3,i, d4,i :=

(2εi +3εsol)d′
4,i. In the particular case of two (N = 2) z-aligned spheres and i = 1 and j = 2, relation (16a) boils down to

(F̆(2)
i )z =

q2
i κ2e2ãi−2R̃d1,i

8πε0εsol(1+ ãi)R̃2

(
1+

1
R̃

)((
3+

6
R̃
+

6
R̃2

)
d2, j −d0, j

)
+

q2
jκ

2e2ã j−2R̃d3,id4,i

2πε0εsol(1+ã j)2R̃2

(
1+

1
R̃

)(
1+

3
R̃
+

3
R̃2

)
+ · · · . (17)

If in (17) one assumes εi = εsol (sphere i is non-polarizable), q j = 0 (sphere j is polarizable with zero charge), ãi ≪ R̃ ≪ 1 and
ã j ≪ R̃ ≪ 1 (weak screening and large inter-particle separation of small particles), and expands factors d0, j and d2, j w.r.t. ã j
(similarly to the derivation of the FLL energy relation (14) above), then (17) yields relation derived in 2016, in [10, Eq. (34)]:

(F̆(2)
i )z ≈

q2
i a3

je
−2κR(1+κR)

4πε0εsolR5

(
ε j − εsol

ε j +2εsol
(2+2κR+κ

2R2)− 1
3

κ
2R2

)
. (18)

Janus particles. For Janus particles we have σ f
nm,i =

√
4π√

2n+1
(−1)mY−m

n (θ r
i ,ϕ

r
i )σ

f, can
n0,i , where angles (θ r

i ,ϕ
r
i ) define the

orientation of axis z′i (see panel d of Fig. 1) and σ
f, can
00,i =

qi,1+qi,2√
4πa2

i
, σ

f, can
nm,i =

√
π√

2n+1

((
Pn−1(cosθi,1)− Pn+1(cosθi,1)

)
ςi,1 +

(−1)n
(
Pn−1(cosθi,2)−Pn+1(cosθi,2)

)
ςi,2

)
δm,0 (as n > 0), ςi,1(2) :=

qi,1(2)

2πa2
i (1−cosθi,1(2))

, Pn are the Legendre polynomials. Then,

E (0) =
1

8πε0εsol

N

∑
i=1

q2
i

(1+ ãi)ai
+

3
8πε0

N

∑
i=1

(1+ ãi)d′
1,i

a3
i

pi ·pi + · · · ; E (1) =
1

8πε0εsol

N

∑
i=1

N

∑
j=1, j ̸=i

qiq jeãi+ã j e−R̃i j

(1+ ãi)(1+ ã j)Ri j

− 3
8πε0

N

∑
i=1

N

∑
j=1, j ̸=i

qieãi+ã j d′
1, je

−R̃i j

(1+ ãi)Ri j

(
κ +

1
Ri j

)
p j · R̂i j +

3
8πε0

N

∑
i=1

N

∑
j=1, j ̸=i

q jeãi+ã j d′
1,ie

−R̃i j

(1+ ã j)Ri j

(
κ +

1
Ri j

)
pi · R̂i j (19)

+
9εsol

8πε0

N

∑
i=1

N

∑
j=1, j ̸=i

eãi+ã j d′
1,id

′
1, j

[(
κ

Ri j
+

1
R2

i j

)
pi ·p j −

(
κ

2 +
3κ

Ri j
+

3
R2

i j

)
(pi · R̂i j)(p j · R̂i j)

]
e−R̃i j

Ri j
+ · · · .
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