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Microemulsions: theoretical estimates of droplet sizes

and size distributions
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Abstract: After a brief introduction on general properties of microemulsions,
this paper presents an expression for the Gibbs energy of a water in oil (W/O)
microemulsion containing a range of droplet sizes. Droplets are partitioned
in categories, j, where j is the number of surfactant molecules per droplet.
The Gibbs energy takes into account: the amounts and chemical potentials
of the constitutents of the dispersion medium and of the droplets, including
the adsorption layers, the interfacial tension, the bending stress and the con-
centration of droplets of type j. The droplets of all sizes are in a mass-action
equilibrium with single molecules in the water and/or ofl regions. — A few
necessary parameters are taken from experiments with the system: water,
cyclohexane, sodium dodecylsulphate (SDS), 1-pentanol, and NaCl. — The
concentration of droplets of type j can then be expressed in their radius, a;,
their surface tension and its dependence on curvature, and known constan
(such as kT and parameters pertaining to the electrical double layer) both for
saturated (Winsor II equilibria) and unsaturated microemulsions. — The size
distributions are found to be fairly wide, the width increasing with increas-
ing average droplet size.
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Introduction

Microemulsions are mixtures of water, oil,
relatively large amounts of one or more surfactants,
and often electrolytes, all present in one ther-
modynamically stable phase. Their properties de-
pend on their composition, but not on the method
of preparation. They form spontaneously when the
ingredients are brought together. In many cases
microemulsions contain small droplets (diameter of
the order of 20 nm) of one medium, e.g. water, W
(or oil, O), dispersed in the other medium, O or W,
There is a continuous transition from swollen
micelles to microemulsion droplets. But, whereas in
swollen micelles direct contact and interaction be-
tween surfactant and swelling agent exist, micro-
emulsion droplets may be so large that most of their
content is not in direct contact with the surfactant at
the oil-water interface.

Systems in which microemulsions occur have
complicated phase diagrams [1]. In this paper we

shall concentrate on water in oil (W/O) droplet-type
microemulsions, containing an ionic surfactant and
a non-ionic “cosurfactant” (e.g., a medium chain
length alcohol) [2—4] and on their phase equilibria
with a non colloidal aqueous phase (Winsor II
equilibrium) [5, 6].

In microemulsions the interfacial area between W
and O is very large; therefore, the interfacial tension
must be very low, so that the interfacial free energy
can be compensated by the negative free energy of
dispersion of the droplets in the medium. As a rule
a sufficiently low interfacial tension is not obtained
by the use of single chain ionic surfactants, since
they form micelles before the interfacial tension is
low enough. Addition of the cosurfactant, which
lowers the interfacial tension in addition to the ef-
fect of the surfactant, allows the interfacial tension
to drop to zero before micelles are formed [7].

By measuring the interfacial tension, o, of a
macroscopic oil-water interface as a function of the
activities, a,, of surfactant and cosurfactant their
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surface excess concentrations, I}, can be calculated

from the Gibbs adsorption equation,

9o _ L. )
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It is found that, at cosurfactant and electrolyte con-
centrations at which microemulsions can be form-
ed, surfactant and cosurfactant show saturation ad-
sorption, ie., their surface concentrations are
virtually independent of their bulk concentrations.
Since, below the CMC the surfactant concentration
is low and, assuming that the surface concentration
at the curved surface of the droplets is not too dif-
ferent from that at a flat surface, the total area of the
droplets can be found from the total amount of sur-
factant. Their total volume, V,, is nearly equal to
the total amount of water (for W/OQ microemulsions)
and thus the radius 2 of the droplets, assumed to be
of uniform size, is equal fo
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In these equations A is the total area of the droplets,
n, and n,, are the amounts of water and surfactant
respectively, V, is the molar volume of water and
the last near equality implies that I' () = 18 p
mol m™, as has been found [7] for sodium-
dodecylsulphate {SDS) at a flat (¢ = o) water-cyclo-
hexane interface. -

Equation (2) suggests that it should be possible to
prepare thermodynamically stable emulsions with
large droplets, e.g., with a radius of 1 pm, by choos-
ing a large water-to-surfactant ratio. This, however,
does not succeed. At given salt and cosurfactant ac-
tivities, a given amount of surfactant can only
solubilize a certain maximum amount of aqueous
phase into a microemulsion. If more aqueous phase
is offered it forms a separate phase in a so-called
Winsor II equilibrium (W/O microemulsion +
aqueous phase). This behavior can only be
understood if the interface has a preferred cur-
vature and a definite stiffness {6, 8—10]. At least two
factors contribute to this stiffness, the crowding of
the hydrocarbon chains of surfactant and cosurfac-
tant in the interface, which tend to bend the inter-

face around the watet, and the electric double layer
at the water side, which tends to bend the interface
around the oil.

These facts lead to the following model for micro-

- emulsions.

Meodel

We describe a W/O microemulsion as a suspen-
sion of spherical droplets, having a certain size
distribution. The droplets contain all water and salt
in the system and a small conceniration (£ CMC)
of the ionic surfactant. The interfacial adsorption
layer contains all the ionic surfactant minus the
siall. amount dissolved in the droplets, a sizable
fraction of the cosurfactant, and the negative ad-
sorptions of salt and oil. The Gibbs surface is
chosen so that water is not adsorbed (17, = 0).
Since most of the ionic surfactant is in the interface,
its concentration in the water can vary within fairly
wide limits (zero to CMC) without much change in
volume or interfacial area of the droplets. With any
change in surfactant concentration the interfacial
tension, ¢, changes and thus we have the some-
what paradoxical situation that @ must be quite low
to allow the existence of a microemulsion; however,
¢ is a parameter that adapts itself fo variations in
volume and area and, in particular, to changes in
the concentrations of salt and cosurfactant [3].

Free energy of a microemulsion

In a previous paper |3] a thermodynamic analysis
was given for a microemulsion with uniform
droplet size. In this paper we follow the same line
of thought, but introduce a particle-size distribu-
tion. The Gibbs free energy, G, of a droplet-type
microemulsion can be written in two equivalent
ways:

GM = Dimpt = D\ m b + D Mty . (3)
i t }

n, and y; are the total number of moles and the
chemical potentials respectively of type i. n,, are
the number of moles of type i in the continuous
medinm, n, and u,; are the number of droplets of
category, j, and their chemical potential per droplet,
respectively. The droplets are considered to also in-

clude the adsorption layers. j is defined as the
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number of surfactant molecules in the adsorption

layer of a single droplet with radius, 4,. This leads

to the following relation between 4; and j:
j=4naI_ N, , 4

jo s

where N, is Avogadro's constant and [ . is the
surface excess concentration at a droplet of radius
a.. It has been argued in [3] that the surface of con-
stant (close) packing of surfactant and cosurfactant
is a small distance, & (a few A), away from the Gibbs

surface for I = 0 and thus,

2
Fsa,-=<a"+f) r,, (5)
, :

where I, is the surface excess concentration at a
flat surface.

Since the pressure inside and outside the
droplets are, in general, different, we first formulate
the Helmholtz free energy, P of the microemul-
sion.

E, = Z Rihi + Z Z ni,"’lz‘j —pV,
7 T

—~;(p + Ap)V, + ; oA + Fo,  (6)

1

where A, and 1, are the chemical potentials of i in
the continuous medium and in the droplets of size
j, respectively, when they are considered separately
(i.e., not yet mixed, the medium at pressure, p,
equal to the ambient pressure, the droplets at p +
4p,). n,, and n; are the amounts of { in the con-
tinuous medium and in the droplets, j, respectively,
n,; containing both bulk and interface of the
droplets. V,, is the volume of the medium, V the
volume of all droplets of type j. g, and A, are the
interfacial tension and the interfacial area of all
droplets of type j. F,,, is the free energy of mixing
of droplets and medium. It also contains a contribu-
tion of the preparation of the droplets from a
macroscopic phase of suitable composition.

With the total volume of the microemulsion V™
=V, + 2V, and assuming that G, = F,, , we ob-
tain

GM = P* 4 pvM

2 Mg + 23 gy — 20 ApV,
i 3 i

+ Z g4 + Gy, - (7)
i

0

il

In [3] an equation for G,, was used that was
valid up to quite high concentrations of uniform
droplets. Modifying this equation for nonuniform
droplet size is easy for low concentrations (ideal
behavior), but gets complicated for higher concen-
trations because the interaction between the
droplets depends on the concentrations of all
droplets categories. Since essential effects of a
droplet size distribution are already observed at low
concentrations, we shall limit the treatment here to
ideal behavior, and we write for G,

Gy = 2. kT
i

. (&)

where k is the Boltzmann constant, v, is the
volume of a water molecule, and the term
1.5 ln(vw:’16aj3) reflects Reiss’s [11, 12] treatment of
the formation of the droplets from a bulk solution
of the same composition.

Introducing
20 2¢;
apy = 21, ©)
a; &
A = ny x Anal, (10)
and
v, = 2 2 11
dj-nd}.x?na}., (11)

where the bending stress coefficient, o of the in-
terfaces is defined as

¢ = (60/6(2/a)a=ﬂj s (12)
we can write Eq. (7) as
4
GM = Zp niml‘im + :Zj:n!'fj'if + ;? R'H?ﬂd}-

2¢,

X <c). + -—’> + G (13)
aq.
T
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Now we want to find out at what size distribution
the system is in equilibrium, i.e., under what condi-
tions G* has a minimum value. By combining Egs.
(3), (8), and (13) we can find an expression (Eq. (17))
for the chemical potential, u,, of the droplets of
size j, which contains the concentration 1/ VM. We
can also find g, with a mass-action approach as
the sum of the chemical potentials of all the consti-
tuents of the droplets (Eq. (18)). Elimination of g,
between the two equations (17) and (18) then solves
our problem, at least in principle. Combination of
Eqgs. (3), (8), and (13) leads to

= Z Mokl £ Z Myl
i i

4
an 2 Ay + Z_S_ nal
L }

2c; :
X (0'}. + —j> fy + L nkT
i 7

ndj K o— J'Z’ﬂ',-

3 1 e
+ —In
2 16»:?

(14)

The difference between g, and A, of the con-
tinuous medium is found by differentiation of G"
with respect to n,, at constant n,, (k #i) and n,:

acMy _
anim l

2. n kT
A — _’_.i_, oV
7
n kT -
= A — -—ZV—,.\;-— Vi, (1)

where T}, is the molar volume of i. And thus,
Z Myl = Z nim im

— (X ngkT) x (1— ), (16)

where p is the volume fraction of the droplets. From
Egs. (14) and (16) it follows then that

A, 2¢,
By =2 D%, 4 ad (g, + —L) + kT
i 3 %

T My

. 4
Hy X — W&,

i 3 1

%X \ln 7 —
3 Uy

+ —1In , (17
2 16a?

and from mass action,
n!
Hy = Z__J"ﬂ; - (18)
i nd.,.

¢ might be dropped from Egs. (16) and (17) with
the argument that other terms also proportional to
¢ would appear in these equations as soon as
droplet interaction is not neglected. The conditions
(16) through (18) also guarantee that GM is at a
minimum for constant p, T, and all n,.

It is awkward that in Eq. (17) each particle
category, ], has its own values for 4, g;, and c;.
However, in a system with a given composmon of
the water and the oil regions ¢ and ¢ are fairly
simple functions of the radius of curvature, 4. As
has been argued in [3], ¢ has a more or less
parabolic shape with a minimum when plotted
against 1/2 and ¢ is an increasing function of 1/a
when g is called positive for interfaces curving
around the agueous medium. In [3] a linear relation
between ¢ and 1/a gave satisfactory resuits. Fig. 1
gives a sketch of the sitnation.

We thus write:

d

c=—b+ — (19)
a
and, using Eq. (12)
2b d
o, — =24+ 4 20
A 2 (20)

In these relations 4 was shown to be practically in-
dependent of salt- and cosurfactant concentrations
in W/O microemulsions consisting of water, cyclo-
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Fig. 1. Interfacial tension, o, and bending siress coeffi-
cient, ¢, plotted against the curvature (= reciprocal
radius, 1/a). The drawn lines refer to a W/O situation
where the preferred curvature is around the water, The
broken lines refer to O/W. The three values for the inter-
facial tension all lead to the same line for ¢, showing that
for fixed ¢, ¢ can still vary greatly

hexane, NaCl, sodium dodecylsulphate (SDS), and
1-pentanol. b is positive for W/O, increases with
NaCl and cosurfactant concentrations, and it is zero
for conditions where W/O goes over into O/W. g,
is adapted to equilibrium conditions by changes in
the small SDS concentration. The droplets consist
of bulk, of volume 4/3z4° and an adsorption layer
of area 4n4;. The bulk contains all water, the ionic
surfactant minus its adsorption, and the NaCl plus
the negative adsorption of the coions (we neglected
the solubilities of oil and cosurfactant in the
aqueous medium). In the surface layer all adsorbed
surfactant and cosurfactant are present, with the
negative adsorption of the salt and, to obtain zero
volume, the negative adsorption of the oil. Writing

X = L Vs + TV s (21)

(where sa stands for the surfactant ion) for the
equivalent thickness of the adsorption layers of sur-
factant and salt, we find the components, water,
surfactant, and salt in the volume

fy 4

iy, = — 7@ + 4na’x .
water ?’ld 3
SDS 4
Na(Cl

(22)

For these components, A, being the chemical
potential at the pressure p + Adp, in a stagnant
droplet, can be written

- 20, 2c.N -
hp= o+ MgV = p+ [ ———- )V, (29)
i i P 2
i i
where V, is the partial molar volume of component
i and g is its chemical potential at the ambient
pressure p. Since the bulk composition of the
droplets may be assumed not fo depend on their
size, ! does not depend on j. It differs from the
chemical potential g; in the microemulsion as a

" whole, since g/, does not contain a contribution

from G,,, and g, does. The adsorbed cosurfactant
and the negatively adsorbed oil belong to the
droplet but their chemical potential is the same as
in the continuous medium at pressure p.

By elimination of u; from Eqs (17) and (18) and

- use of Egs. (19)—(23), Eq. (24) is obtained.

oS4 B4 4nd — 8axb
|48 v kT
na, nal
+ ——(b—x0)——o,
kT

.. !
+ (Z By M A ”‘) . (24)
i My kT = water, SDS, NaCl

The term with g, — 4; does not contain contribu-
tions from oil and cosurfactant, since for these com-
ponents u, and y{ differ by a factor proportional to
the droplet concentration that should be neglected
for small volume fractions (say < 0.05).

In [3] it was shown that (g, — u)/V, does not
depend on i. Therefore, we may write

n‘} . — i
Z i vi .qu H; — _(4:75 a +47Eﬂx MU

T n, VAT 3
(25)

— u)(VKT), (i = water, SDS,

where MU = (g
NaCl).

MU, being proportional to g — u for the
aqueous components, is zero for saturated micro-
emulsions, for at the Winsor II equilibrium the com-
position of the bulk of the droplets and the
equilibrium aqueous phase are identical, and the
chemical potentials g and g, are both at ambient
pressure.
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For unsaturated microemulsions, MU is positive,
because such microemulsions will spontaneously
take up a solution, that has the composition of the
bulk of the droplets and, thus, 4! > u,.

Values for I, d, and x are known from our
previous work [3]. For the system water, cyclo-
hexane, SDS, pentanol, and NaCl, I, varies from
2.0 x 10~° mol m* for 4.11% pentanol in cyclohex-
ane and 0.3 M NaCl, to 1.56 x 107 mol m~? for
19% pentanol and 0.1 M NaC], 4, the slope of the
cvs Ualine (Eq. (19)) is about 2.5 to 3.0 kT and x (Eq.
(21)) = 0.4 nm.

On the assumption that the influence of the
hydrocarbon tails on ¢ is constant at constant cosur-
factant activity, —b, the cut-off of ¢ for 1/z = 0 is ob-
tained from the influence of NaCl on the Winsor II
equilibrium and varies from —0.51 « 1072 N for
19% pentancl and 0.3 M NaCl to zero for 19% pen-
tanol, and 0.15 M NaCl or for 7.65% pentanol and
0.3 M NaCl.

These values have been found from an analysis in
which all drops were assumed to have the same
size, but they should also be good approximations
if a size distribution is present.

Furthermore, as mentioned before, g (Eq. (20))

must adapt itself by changes in the small SDS con-

centration to the volume (in essence the amount of
water) and the interfacial area (given by the amount
of SDS) of the droplets.

Finally, MU, reflecting the difference between ]
and y; that is due to the free energy of mixing,
changes even at constant composition of the oil and
water media by changes in the volume fraction and
interfacial area and, thus, in the sizes and numbers
of the droplets.

Results in terms of calculated size distributions

"On the basis of Eqgs. (24) and (25) a simple com-
puter programm can be set up for calculatmg the
size distribution, ndJ/VM vs. 4; o1, easier vs | = 47z(g
+ E¥I,N,, since each 1nteger j corresponds to one
size category of droplets.

I, and x are known from experiments. When &
is chosen (within narrow limits, see [3]), b follows
from experiments. Then MU is set equal to zero, so
as to obtain a microemulsion in Winsor 1I
equilibrium, and preliminary values of d and o,
are chosen, d being slightly larger than the value
found for uniform droplets (the concentrations of
the categories j are much smaller than the concen-

tration of particles if all are uniform) and o based
on the condition for internal equilibrium in an
emulsion with uniform droplets (Eq. (33) in [3]).

After calculating r,/ VM from Eq. (24) for all rele-
vant values of g; or j (nd is small for smail and for
large values of j with a smgle maximum in between)
the total area (T 4many), the total amount of sur-
factant (T 4n(a, + EVT,n,) and the total droplet
volume (X 4xa; ﬂd]!?)) can be found. An important
average vadius, (), comparable to “the” droplet
radius of Eq. (2) is

3
2 Anan,
2 4l + $Yony

Z d]SB il

(@) =

(26)

The values obtained can be compared with ex-
perimental data. If necessary, a better fit can be
reached by adapting ¢_ and, to a lesser extent, 4,

. until the droplet volume and the total amount of

surfactant agree with experiments,

In a next step the calculation is repeated for an
unsaturated microemulsion, keeping the composi-
tion of water and oil regions constant, and thus
keeping I, b, d, x and ¢ constant, but choosing
finite positive values for MU and adapting o,,, so
that, for example the total droplet volume is halved,
the total amount of surfactant in the interface is kept
constant, and thus the average droplet radius is
about halved too. Good fentative values for MU and
o, can again be obtained from the results in [3] for
uniform droplets (esp. Egs. (33) and (46)).

In Figs. 2 and 3 and in Table 1, we show a few
typical results obtained in this way.The size distribu-
tions are fairly wide. They become narrower (relative-
ly narrower) for smailer average droplet size, ir-
respective of whether the smaller droplets are
obtained by making the microemulsions un-
saturated at constant composition of the water and
oil regions, or by increasing salt and/or cosurfactant
concentration, but keeping at the Winsor II boun-
dary, where MU is zero.

Another obvious application consists in checking
how droplet size is affected by changing the surfac-
tant concentration (or, equivalently, the volume
fraction, ¢) in Winsor II equilibria. It is found that
the average droplet size decreases with decreasing
concentration as might be expected on qualitative
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Fig. 2. Number of droplets of category j per cm? (n,/V™)
according to Eq. (24) plotted against j (linear scale) or a,
(non linear scale). The units on the horizontal and vertica
axis have been chosen so as to give the curves about the
same maximum height and about the same width. The
data correspond to microemulsions of 0.2 M NaCl in
water in 19% (w/w) 1-pentanol in cyclohexane. Detailed
data are collected in Table 1

arguments. At high dilution the entropy of mixing
becomes relatively more important and favors a
larger number of smaller droplets. The effect is
quite marked, especially at low concentrations, but
not as pronounced as with uniform droplets.

Table 2 compares the average radius (@) (Eq. (26))
for a series of volume fractions @, with radii ¢ of
uniform droplets at corresponding values of
V,/V™, where V. is the total volume of hard
spheres. V, ./ VM is larger than ¢ in the ratio (1 + 24
Al{@)) (See [3], Egs. (31) and (35)), because V,, also
contains the adsorbed layers of surfactant and
cosurfactant. No attempt has been made to match
() and a for a particular volume fraction. This could
have been easily achieved by simultaneous small
changes in d and & .
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{h=5732 ’,\ fr\‘() 275
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Fig. 3. As for Fig. 2, except that the data correspond to
0.3 M Nacl

Discussion

It may be useful to discuss qualitatively the size
distribution following from Egs. (24) and (25). If the
free energy of mixing is neglected the droplet size
would tend to be uniform atc = 0, ie., ata = d/b
and ¢ would adapt to zero, too. The free energy of
mixing causes the droplets to be smaller than 4 =
d/b, because that implies a gain in entropy. Very
small droplets are unfavorable, since for them the
surface free energy (in particular the (dia®) x 4nd*
X #, term) becomes too high. Somewhat larger
droplets are present in larger numbers, in the first
instance due to the 2*? term, which reflects the fact
that the center of mass of a larger droplet gains
more freedom in being dispersed in the volume V*
than a smaller droplet. This idea is due to Reiss [11,
12} and also explained in [3]. At further increase of
the droplet size the advantage given by the a*
term is offset and more than offset by the increase
in the surface free energy, in particular by the 474’
X @, term and still more strongly by the MU
term, which is proportional to the droplet volume
and which reflects the fact that more material has to
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Table 1. Data used for the calculation of the size distributions in Figs. 2 and 3 with Eq. (24) and results from these

calculations

For all curves: £ (Bq. (5)) = 0.3 nmy; x (Bq. (1)) = 04 nw; d (Bq. (19)) = 28 KL B jng/V™ = 103443 x 105 mol

SDSfem® = 2.982 g SDSIL.

For curves at 0.2 M NaCl: I'_ {(Eqs. (1) and (5)) = 173 p mol m™2 b (Eq. (19)) = 18 x 10-¥ N.

MUmm—2 o mN m~! Alm? cm—3 ] {aMnm
Eq. (25) Eq. (20) Eq. (2) Eq. (16) Eq. (26)
No. 1 Saturated 0 0.0225 5.643 0.02028 10.782
No. 2 1/2 Saturated 0.01516 —0.13367 5.3647 0.009856 5512
No. 3 1/4 Saturated 0.18 —1.02758 48500 0.004472 2.766
Max. (rn,; X omP)/ VM at a,/nm Width = (2(0.9 ¢) — 2(0.1 ¢})/a(0.5 ¢)
No. 1 3003 x 1012 8.837 0.532
No. 2 4934 x 10% 5.207 0.356
No. 3 7640 x 104 2.64 0.308
For curves at 03 M NaCl: I, = 182 pmol % b = 51 x 10-® N
MUnm— O /mN m— Am? cm—® @ {@Inm
No. 4 Saturated 0 0.104763 5.109 0.009764 5732
No. 5 1/2 Saturated 0.132 —0.607087 4,602 0.004218 2.750
Max. (n, x cm®) VM at @;/nm Width = (1(0.9 ¢) — 2(0.1 ¢))/a(0.5 @)
No. 4 3.261 x 101 4,946 0482
No. & 6.555 x 1014 2627 0.334

Table 2. Influence of the droplet conceniration on the
{average) radius of the droplets

Volume Average Hard sphere Radius of
fraction radius, Volume fraction mono-
@ Eq. 26) V, VM dispersed
{@nm  corresp. to g droplets,
alnm, [3]
0.080383 6.552 0.10983 6463
0.037114 6.246 0.051374 6,015
0.018249 5.970 0.025584 5.656
00097641 5733 0013852 5361
0.0017292 5.096 0.0025436 4,593
(.00066199 4,756 0.00099603 4,186

be brought from g, to u! (4, < g)) in the building of
larger droplets. Or, in other words, the standard
chemical potential of larger droplets is higher than
that of smaller droplets as a consequence of surface
effects and volume effects, but the reverse is the
case, due to the Reiss effect connected with the for-
mation of individual droplets from a bulk phase.

Very little experimental information on the droplet
size distribution in the system studied here (water,
cyclohexane, SDS, l-pentanol, NaCl) is available,
but preliminary SAXS measurements show that the
WiO microemulsions are not monodispersed, but
have a size distribution with a width of at least 20%
in the radius [13].
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A change in the average size with the droplet con-
centration has not been found experimentally, but
the size range tested was higher than corresponds
to Table 2, and at the higher concentrations in that
table hard sphere interactions are probably already
not negligible.

Finally, I want to point out that after I had
presented a preliminary version of this paper in
April 1989, Prof. H.-F Eicke showed me the
typescript of his paper (meanwhile published [14])
treating droplet-size distribution in microemul-
sions. In general the two approaches are similar,
but many important details are different. In [14] a
fairly wide size distribution is also found.

Acknowledgement

T express my gratitude to Mrs. Marina Uit de Bulten and
Margaret de Groot for preparing the typescript and to Mr.
Theo Schroote for drawing the figures.

References

1. Friberg S (1977) Ir:: Prince Leon M (ed) Microemul-
sions, Theory and Practice. Academic Press, New
York, pp 133—146

2. Hoar TP, Schulman JH (1943) Nature 152:102—103

3. Overbeek JTG, Verhoeckx GJ, de Bruyn PL, Lek-
kerkerker HNW (1987 ] Colloid Interface Sci
119:422—441]

4. de Bruyn PL, Overbeek JTG, Verhoeckx GJ (1989) ]
Colloid Interface Sci 127:244—255

5. Winsor PA (1948) Trans Faraday Soc 44:376--398 .

6. Robbins ML (1977) In: Mittal KL (ed) Micellization,
Solubilization and Microemulsions. Plenum, New
York, Vol 2, pp 713—754

7. Verhoeckx GJ, de Bruyn PL, Overbeek JTG (1987) ]
Colloid Interface Sci 119:409—421

8. Bowcott JE, Schulman JH (1955) Z Elektrochemie
59:283—288

9. Miller CA, Neogi P (1980) AIChE] 26:212—220

10. Mukherjee S, Miller CA, Ford T Jr (1983) J Colloid In-
terface Sci 91:223—243

11. Reiss H (1975) T Colloid Interface Sci 53:61—70
12. Reiss H (1977) Adv Colloid Interface Sci 7:1—66

13. van Aken G (1989), private communication

14. Borkovec M, Eicke H-E Ricka J (1989) ] Colloid Inter-
face Sci 131:366—381

Received November 27, 1989;
accepted December 27, 1989

Author’s address:

Prof. J. Th. G. Overbeek

Van't Hoff Laboratory

University of Utrecht

Padualaan 8

3584 CH Utrecht, The Netherlands




