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This study employs classical Density Functional Theory (cDFT) to investigate the adsorption
isotherms and structural information of H2 and CH4 fluids inside MOF-5. The results indicate
that the adsorption of both fluids is highly dependent on the fluid temperature and the shape of
the MOF-5 structure. Specifically, the CH4 molecules exhibit stronger interactions with the MOF-
5 framework, resulting in a greater adsorbed quantity compared to H2. Additionally, the cDFT
calculations reveal that the adsorption process is influenced by the fluid-fluid spatial correlations
between the fluid molecules and the external potential produced by the MOF-5 solid atoms. These
findings are supported by comparison with experimental data of adsorbed amount and the structure
factor of the adsorbed fluid inside the MOF-5. We demonstrate the importance of choosing the
appropriate grid size in calculating the adsorption isotherm and the fluid structure factors within
the MOF-5. Overall, this work provides valuable insights into the adsorption mechanism of H2 and
CH4 in MOF-5, emphasizing the importance of considering the structural properties of the adsorbed
fluids in MOFs for predicting and designing their gas storage capacity at different thermodynamic
conditions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The emergent global energy demand has resulted in a
pressing need for the efficient storage of fuel gases such as
hydrogen (H2) and methane (CH4). In response to this
challenge, one of the most promising solutions is the use
of nanoporous materials for gas adsorption. [1, 2] These
materials are characterized by their pore sizes that fall
within the nanoscale range. To achieve effective gas stor-
age, a detailed understanding of the adsorption processes
of these gases on nanoporous materials is essential.

Metal-organic frameworks (MOFs) are a class of porous
materials that emerged as promising alternatives for gas
storage [3, 4] and separation applications [5–7] due to
their high surface areas [8, 9], tailorable topologies, tun-
able functional groups, and chemical, mechanical and
thermal stabilities [10, 11]. MOFs consist of metal nodes
and organic linkers combined to form porous structures
with a wide range of geometries, sizes, and functionali-
ties, making them versatile materials for other applica-
tions, such as catalysis, sensing, and drug delivery.

Some experimental studies have reported on the ability
of MOFs to store H2 [12–14] and CH4 [15, 16], making
them attractive materials for gas storage applications.
For efficient gas storage, it is essential to model the ad-
sorption processes of these gases on MOFs. This involves
understanding the interaction between the gas molecules
and the material surface, and the factors that affect ad-
sorption, such as temperature and pressure. By model-
ing these processes, we can design MOFs with optimized
properties for gas storage.

∗ elvis.asoares@gmail.com
† tavares@eq.ufrj.br

The traditional technique to study gas adsorption
in MOFs or other materials is the Monte Carlo (MC)
method [17–20]. This method models the adsorption
process at the molecular level, taking into account the
complex interaction between the gas molecules and the
MOF structure. As an example, the adsorption amount
of H2 [21–23] and CH4 [24–27] in MOF-5 are well calcu-
lated from GCMC.

Another potential method to explore adsorption on
nanoporous materials is the classical Density Functional
Theory (cDFT) of fluids. In general, the formalism pro-
posed by the cDFT allows evaluating the density dis-
tribution of the fluid inside the porous material, from
which the absolute adsorbed amount can be easily ob-
tained. Recently, some works have presented the abil-
ity of cDFT to calculate the adsorbed amount in MOFs
materials. Liu et al. [22] utilized the weighted density
approximation (WDA) for both repulsive and attrac-
tive contributions, and they calculated the H2 adsorption
in MOF-5 and ZIF-8. They concluded that the WDA
approach for the attractive contribution is more accu-
rate than the Mean-Field Approximation (MFA). Fu et
al. [23, 26] used cDFT calculations to investigate H2 and
CH4 storage capacity in several MOFs. They used the
fundamental measure theory (FMT) to account for the
repulsion effects, and they compared four versions of ap-
proximations to describe the attractive contribution: an
MFA; a quadratic functional Taylor’s expansion method;
a full WDA; and an MFA corrected by WDA, the called
novel weighted density functional (WDFT) proposed by
Yu [28]. Their results demonstrate that WDFT is the
most accurate formulation for MOF adsorption calcu-
lations, even at high pressures and low temperatures.
Thereafter, FMT combined with WDFT has been uti-
lized for high-throughput screening of MOFs for H2 stor-
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age [29], CH4/H2 separation [30], and noble gas separa-
tion [31]. Trejos et al. [32, 33] have applied the SAFT-
VRQ to model selectivities and adsorption isotherms of
H2/CH4 mixtures onto MOFs using an approximation of
cDFT and semiclassical quantum correction. Very re-
cently, Sang et al. [34] and Kessler et al. [35, 36] have
combined the cDFT with PC-SAFT to calculate the ad-
sorption of more complex fluids and mixtures in MOFs
and COFs.

In this work, we use the cDFT of fluids to accurately
model the intricate fluid-solid interactions and fluid-fluid
correlations within MOF-5. Specifically, we investigate
the behavior of H2 and CH4 fluids within the MOF-
5 nanoporous material. According to the cDFT, the
grand thermodynamic potential and Helmholtz free en-
ergy are functionals of the local density distribution,
ρ(r). The interactions between the fluid particles can be
taken into account by the use of the excess free energy
functional. To achieve accurate predictions, we incorpo-
rate the FMT plus the WDFT as the excess free energy
functional. The WDFT involves a corrected mean-field
theory with a more accurate equation of state for the
Lennard-Jones (LJ) fluid from Johnson, Zollweg, and
Gubbins (JZG) [37], which improves the description of
fluid-fluid spatial correlations and bulk thermodynamic
properties. We investigate the grid size dependence of
the cDFT calculation on the MOF-5 3D geometry. Our
results show that the grid size slightly influences the H2
and CH4 adsorption isotherm calculation in MOF-5. We
also discuss the ability of the cDFT to calculate the struc-
ture of the fluid inside the MOF-5 at different thermody-
namic conditions. The grid size strongly influences the
calculated structural information of the fluid inside the
nanoporous material. Furthermore, we propose that the
structure factor must be obtained experimentally or by
GCMC simulation to be compared with our cDFT calcu-
lation in the future. Such information would be necessary
to formulate new excess free energy functionals.

Following this section, Section II presents a brief back-
ground regarding the implementation of the cDFT and
its application for describing gas adsorption in MOFs.
The discussion of the results from the proposed strat-
egy is performed in Section III and compared with the
experimental data of H2 and CH4 adsorption in MOF-
5 from the literature. Finally, Section IV presents the
conclusions of this work.

II. THEORY AND METHODS

A. Classical Density Functional Theory

According to the cDFT of fluids [38–41], the grand
thermodynamic potential, Ω[ρ(r)], and the Helmholtz
free-energy, F [ρ(r)], are functionals of the local density
distribution ρ(r). The grand potential functional Ω[ρ(r)]
is related to the free energy functional F [ρ(r)] by a ther-

modynamic relation given as

Ω[ρ(r)] = F [ρ(r)] +

∫

V

dr [φext(r)− µ]ρ(r), (1)

where µ is the equilibrium chemical potential and φext(r)
is an external potential acting on the fluid. The
Helmholtz free energy functional is determined by the
sum of two terms, in the form

F [ρ(r)] = Fid[ρ(r)] + Fexc[ρ(r)], (2)

where the first term is the ideal gas contribution and the
second term is the excess free energy parcel (excess of
ideal gas). The ideal-gas contribution F id is given by the
exact expression

F id[ρ(r)] = kBT

∫

V

dr ρ(r)[ln
(
ρ(r)Λ3

)
− 1], (3)

where kB is the Boltzmann constant, T is the absolute
temperature, and Λ is the well-known thermal de Broglie
wavelength. The grand potential Ω[ρ(r)] has a mini-
mum value when ρ(r) is the equilibrium density distri-
bution, i.e., the minimum value of Ω[ρ(r)] is the equilib-
rium grand potential of the system. Then, the equilib-
rium density profile should be calculated extremizing the
grand canonical potential, such that

δΩ[ρ(r)]

δρ(r)

∣∣∣∣
µ,V,T

= kBT ln
(
ρ(r)Λ3

)
+
δFexc[ρ(r)]

δρ(r)

+ φext(r)− µ = 0. (4)

Using the definition of the chemical potential in the form
µ = kBT ln

(
ρbΛ

3
)

+ µexc, where ρb is the uniform fluid
bulk density, we can write the simplified form of Eq. (4)
as

ρ(r) = ρb exp
[
−βφext(r) + ∆c(1)(r)

]
, (5)

where β = (kBT )−1 is the inverse of the thermal en-
ergy, and the term ∆c(1)(r) is related to the first-order
direct correlation function c(1)(r) through the relation
∆c(1)(r) = −β δFexc[ρ(r)]/δρ(r) + βµexc, which acts as
a correction for the external potential φext(r) due to the
fluid-fluid correlation.

The excess free energy functional Fexc[ρ(r)] contains
all the information about the interaction between parti-
cles given by the pair potential u(r−r′). In our problem,
the molecule-molecule interactions of the fluid can be well
described by the Lennard-Jones potential in the form

ulj(r) = 4ε

[(σ
r

)12
−
(σ
r

)6]
. (6)

To describe the Fexc generated by both the repulsive
short-range and the attractive long-range interactions of
the LJ potential, we use the frequent separation of this
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excess free energy into repulsive and attractive contribu-
tions [38, 40, 42, 43], Frep and Fatt, respectively, such
that

Fexc[ρ(r)] = Frep[ρ(r)] + Fatt[ρ(r)]. (7)

The repulsive term Frep in Eq. (7) can be modeled
by the free energy functional of a reference hard-sphere
fluid [44] defined by a short-range hard-sphere potential
given by

uhs(r) =

{
∞, r < d,

0, r > d,
(8)

where d is an effective diameter of the hard-core re-
pulsion. Barker and Henderson’s [45, 46] temperature-
dependent diameter, defined by d =

∫ σ
0

[1− e−βulj(r)] dr,
can approximate this effective diameter. This integral
can be approximated by the formula [47]

d

σ
=

1 + 0.2977T ∗

1 + 0.33163T ∗ + 1.0477× 10−3T ∗2
, (9)

where T ∗ = kBT/ε is the reduced temperature. The
modified fundamental measure theory (FMT) [48] ac-
curately describes the hard-sphere fluid structures and
can represent the hard-sphere free energy functional,
Fhs[ρ(r)]. In this work, we have applied the antisym-
metrized version of the White-Bear functional [49–51] for
the hard-sphere Helmholtz free energy contribution as

Frep[ρ(r)] = Fhs[ρ(r)] = kBT

∫

V

dr ΦFMT({n(α)(r)}),
(10)

where ΦFMT is the local reduced free energy density of a
mixture of hard-spheres, which is a function of the set of
weighted densities, n(α)(r).

The attractive term Fatt in Eq. (7) represents the
excess Helmholtz free energy contribution due to the
particle-particle attractive interaction defined by the po-
tential

uatt(r) =

{
0, r < σ,

−ε1 e
−λ1(r/σ−1)

r/σ − ε2 e
−λ2(r/σ−1)

r/σ , r > σ,

(11)

with ε1 = −ε2 = 1.8577ε, λ1 = 2.5449, and λ2 =
15.4641. The attractive parcel of the LJ potential was
mapped onto a Two-Yukawa potential, as proposed pre-
viously [52–54] to facilitate the Fourier Transform on the
numerical calculations as discussed in Supporting Infor-
mation. The free energy functional Fatt[ρ(r)] can be de-
scribed by the novel weighted density functional theory
(WDFT) [28] as the sum of a mean-field term and a cor-
relation contribution, respectively, in the form

Fatt[ρ(r)] =
1

2

∫

V

dr

∫

V

dr′ ρ(r)uatt(|r − r′|)ρ(r′)

+ kBT

∫

V

dr Φcorr(ρ̄(r)), (12)

where the weighted density field here is given by
ρ̄(r) =

∫
V

dr′ ρ(r′)ωwdft(r − r′) with ωwdft(r) = Θ(d −
|r|)/(4πd3/3), and Θ(x) is the Heaviside function. The
correlation free energy density is defined as

Φcorr(ρ) = β
FJZG(ρ)

V
− βFhs(ρ)

V
− βρ2amft, (13)

giving the appropriated free energy for the bulk LJ fluid.
The MFT parameter can be identified as the integral
amft = 2π

∫∞
0
uatt(r)r

2 dr = −(16/9)πεσ3.
Finally, the absolute adsorption quantity can be calcu-

lated by the definition as

Nabs =

∫

Vuc

ρ(r) dr , (14)

where the local density distribution ρ(r) is given by
Eq. (5). The excess adsorption quantity, Nexc, is related
to Nabs by

Nexc = Nabs − ρbVpore, (15)

where ρb is the fluid bulk density, and Vpore is the pore
volume obtained from a helium (He) pycnometry [55].
This pore volume also can be calculated by the relation

Vpore =

∫

Vuc

exp
[
−βφ(He)

ext (r)
]

dr , (16)

where here φ(He)
ext (r) is the fluid-solid interaction of a sin-

gle He atom (σHe = 2.58 Å, εHe/kB = 10.22 K) [56]. We
can note that the exponential in Eq. (16) is higher than
unity at the regions where φ(He)

ext < 0, and the exponential
goes to zero at the solid atoms’ positions. As Eq. (16) is
temperature-dependent, the pore volume is calculated at
the standard temperature of 298 K.

The cDFT also possesses a notable capability of pre-
dicting the structural characteristics of the fluid confined
within the porous material by utilizing the local density
field, ρ(r). In our specific case, the local density field is a
3D field, which necessitates the utilization of isosurfaces
to visualize our cDFT results. The structure factor S(q)
is related to the power spectral density by

S(q) ∝ |ρ̃k|2, (17)

where q = (k2x + k2y + k2z)1/2 is the magnitude of the
wavenumber. Here, ρ̃k is the Fourier transform of the
density profiles is computed as

ρ̃k = F{ρ(r)} =

∫

V

dr ρ(r)e−ik·r. (18)

B. Equation of state for the fluid phase

In this study, the Johnson, Zollweg, and Gubbins
(JZG) equation of state for LJ fluids was employed [37].
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TABLE I. LJ parameters of the fluid molecules.

Molecule ε/kB (K) σ (Å) Model
CH4 148.0 3.73 TraPPEa

H2 34.20 2.96 Buchb

a Ref. [57]
b Ref. [58]

While this equation has been shown to be highly accu-
rate, it is important to note that it is a semi-empirical
relation with 33 parameters. This EoS is written as

FJZG

V
= ρε

8∑

i=1

ai(ρσ
3)i

i
+ ρε

6∑

i=1

biGi, (19)

where ai and bi are coefficients functions of temperature
only. As reported in the original paper, the Gi functions
contain exponentials of the density and the one nonlinear
parameter.

The H2 and CH4 molecules are described with the LJ
potential, which the parameters are given in Table I. The
H2 parameters were taken from the Buch work [58] with-
out any quantum correction at low temperature. Other
works [59–62] have demonstrated the influence of quan-
tum corrections at low temperature and high pressure
conditions, calculated by the Feynman-Hibbs perturba-
tive approach [63, 64], which modifies the LJ potential
by adding a temperature-dependent term. The CH4 pa-
rameters are taken from the TraPPE force field [57], as
discussed in Supporting Information. The mapping of the
equation of state is presented by the solid lines in Fig-
ure 1 for H2 fluid and Figure 2 for CH4 fluid, where the
open symbols are experimental data from Refs. [65, 66].

0 20 40 60 80 100

Pressure (bar)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

H
2

B
u

lk
D

en
si

ty
(m

ol
ec

u
le

s/
Å
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FIG. 1. Equation of state of bulk H2 fluid over a broad pres-
sure range and five different temperature values. Open sym-
bols: experimental data [65]. Solid lines: JZG EoS with LJ
parameters from Table I.

Although the LJ approximation for the fluid made

of H2 molecules is sufficient at high temperatures, it is
noted that this approximation presents slight deviations
for temperatures below 100 K at higher pressure values,
as shown in Figure 1. However, making the quantum
correction for H2 fluid at the temperature and pressure
conditions presented here is unnecessary. Moreover, for
the CH4 fluid, the LJ approximation is satisfactory even
for the region below the critical temperature, as discussed
in Supporting Information.
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FIG. 2. Equation of state of bulk CH4 fluid over a broad
pressure range and four different temperature values. Open
symbols: experimental data [66]. Solid lines: JZG EoS with
LJ parameters from Table I.

Also relevant for adsorption calculations, the molar
mass of H2 is mH2 = 2.016 g/mol and the molar mass
of CH4 is mCH4 = 16.043 g/mol.

C. External Potential produced by the solid atoms

The total external potential produced by the solid
atoms on the fluid molecules is represented as a sum of
the Lennard-Jones interaction between the solid atoms
and the fluid molecules as defined following

φext(r) =
∑

i∈ solid

u
(lj)
if (|r − ri|), (20)

with the mixed parameters obtained by the Lorentz-
Berthelot mixing rules given by σif = 1

2 (σii + σff ) and
εif = (εiiεff )1/2. The LJ parameters for the MOF-5
atoms are taken from the DREIDING force-field [67] and
they are given in Table II.

To be consistent with the periodic boundary conditions
imposed by the Fourier Transform, we replicate the solid
in a 3x3x3 supercell with our unit cell in the center, where
we calculate the external potential, Eq. (20), generated
by the whole supercell. The CIF file from Ref. [68] was
used to generate the MOF-5 structure in our calculations.



5

TABLE II. LJ parameters of the MOF-5 atoms.

Model Atom ε/kB (K) σ (Å)
DREIDINGa H 7.649 2.846

C 47.856 3.473
O 48.151 3.033
Zn 27.677 4.045

a Ref. [67]

D. Numerical Methods

To speed up the numerical calculations, we used of
the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) to calculate all the
density convolutions. The analytical Fourier transform
of the density profiles is computed from Eq. (18), where
F represents the Fourier transform operator and F−1
represents the inverse Fourier transform operator given
by

ρ(r) ≡ F−1{ρ̃k} =
1

NxNyNz

∑

k

ρ̃ke
ik·r, (21)

where kx = {0, 2π/Lx, 4π/Lx, . . . , (Nx− 1)2π/Lx}, Lx is
the length of the box in the x-direction, andNx = Lx/∆x
is the number of gridpoints in the x-direction. And the
same approach is used in other directions. We imple-
mented the Fourier transform of the weight distribution
ω̃α(k) analytically in the reciprocal space. The weighted
densities are then calculated

n(α)(r) =

∫
dr′ ρ(r′)ω(α)(r − r′)

= F−1{F{ρ(r)}F{ω(α)(r)}}
= F−1{ρ̃kω̃(α)

k }. (22)

All these convolutions, i.e., Eqs. (22) were solved us-
ing the FFT functions from the Scipy package. [69] Our
group implements, the FMT and WDFT functionals in
Python code. [70] The Gibbs phenomenon was reduced
by multiplicating the analytical Fourier transform ω̃α(k)
by the Lanczos σ-factor, σ(k) = sin(k/kmax)/(k/kmax),
where kmax is the maximum wavenumber from the FFT
procedure.

The equilibrium condition for the cDFT, Eq. (4), is
solved using a fast inertial relaxation engine (FIRE) [71,
72] also implemented in Python by our group. [73, 74]
The FIRE parameteres used in this work are α = 0.2
and dt = 0.01. The algorithm convergence criterion is

1√
NxNyNz

∥∥∥∥
β δΩ/δρ(r)

(atol + rtol|ρ(r)|)

∥∥∥∥
F

≤ 1, (23)

with atol = 10−6 and rtol = 10−4, where ‖A‖F is the
Frobenius norm. The initial density was considered uni-
form and equal to ρb. In the highly repulsive region,
where φext(r)/kB > 1.6× 104 K, the initial density ρ(r)

was assumed to be zero. For the adsorption isotherm cal-
culations, the density profile obtained at low pressures is
used as the initial profile of the next step with higher
pressure. We have used a pressure step of 0.1 bar from
0.1 bar to 2.0 bar, a step of 1 bar from 2 bar to 10 bar,
and a step of 10 bar from 20 bar to 500 bar.

0 1 2 3 4 5

r/σ

0

1

2

3

4

5

g
(r

)

kBT/ε = 2.934

ρbσ
3 = 0.45

kBT/ε = 2.888

ρbσ
3 = 0.85

MD

cDFT-1283

cDFT-643

cDFT-323

FIG. 3. Radial distribution function of LJ fluid for two dif-
ferent densities and temperatures at supercritical conditions.
Open symbols: MD data. [75] Lines: our cDFT-3D results
with different grid sizes. The curves for ρbσ3 = 0.85 are
shifted by 2 units in the y-axis.

Figure 3 illustrates an example of the Radial Dis-
tribution Function (RDF) calculation using our algo-
rithm. The computation of the RDF, g(r), can be ef-
fectively conducted utilizing the Percus test-particle ap-
proach. This method hinges on the principle that the
system maintains invariance when a particle is stabilized
at the origin; the pair correlation function is equivalent
to the reduced density profile of the fluid around the
fixed particle. We made the calculations using a box
with a length of L = 11.2σ such that the grid size is
∆x = 0.35σ (N3 = 323), ∆x = 0.175σ (N3 = 643), and
∆x = 0.0875σ (N3 = 1283). An adequate number of
grid points is required to reproduce the fluid’s structural
information of the RDF compared to the MD simula-
tion results. For temperatures above the critical point,
a coarser grid size (∆x = 0.35σ) can be used to make
the cDFT calculations. Still, it presents small variations
in the density profile, as presented in Fig. 3. The finest
grid size (∆x = 0.0875σ) generates almost the same re-
sults as the medium grid size (∆x = 0.175σ). However,
this medium grid size has the advantage of lower time
consumption to calculate.

Our cDFT calculations are made using the number of
grid points N3 = 323 and N3 = 643. For the cases
studied here, the results with N3 = 1283 are identical
to the results with N3 = 643. As the MOF-5 has a
lattice length of L = 25.866 Å with the unit cell volume
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TABLE III. Grid size dependence of the Helium void fraction.

N3 He void fraction
323 0.804
643 0.806
1283 0.806

of Vuc = L3 = 17305.325 Å3, the corresponding grid
sizes are, respectively, ∆x ≈ 0.81 Å (N3 = 323) and
∆x ≈ 0.40 Å (N3 = 643). These grid sizes are related
to the molecule diameter as ∆x ≈ 0.27σ (N3 = 323)
and ∆x ≈ 0.14σ (N3 = 643) for the H2 molecule, and
∆x ≈ 0.22σ (N3 = 323) and ∆x ≈ 0.1σ (N3 = 643) for
the CH4 molecule. Our systematic evaluations indicate
that a grid size below 0.25σ is most suitable for the cDFT
calculations. For comparison, a grid size of 0.59 Å was
used in Ref. [22] and 0.5 Å in Ref. [23, 26].

As an example of grid size dependence, we made
calculations of the pore volume using Eq. (16) as an
Helium pycnometry. The Table III presents our cal-
culated void fraction of MOF-5 from He pycnometry,
He void fraction = Vpore/Vuc. This result demonstrates
that there is a convergence of the results from N3 = 643.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figure 4 presents our calculated cDFT results of the
excess amount of H2 in MOF-5 at 298 K over from 0.5
bar to 500 bar in a logarithm scale. We compare our
results with experimental data [15, 16, 21] and GCMC
simulation data [21–23]. As discussed before, the cDFT
calculations with N3 = 643 tend to perform better than
the cDFT calculations using N3 = 323 mainly at high
pressure region when compared to the GCMC simulation
data. Beyond that, our cDFT results and GCMC data
from Fu et al. [23] predict a peak of excess amount of H2
in MOF-5 at 298 K around a pressure of 300 bar. On the
other hand, the ideal gas approximation represented by
the dotted line in Fig. 4, with the local density given by
ρ(r) = ρb exp(−βφext(r)), cannot describe this behavior
of the H2 fluid inside the MOF-5 at pressures above 10
bar. We found considerable difference between the exper-
imental data from Kaye [16] and the other experimental
data and GCMC data.

Similarly, Figure 5 presents our calculated cDFT re-
sults of the excess amount of CH4 in MOF-5 at 298 K over
a wide pressure range in a logarithm scale. We also com-
pare our cDFT results with experimental data [15, 24]
and GCMC simulation data [24–27]. Here, the cDFT
calculations with N3 = 643 and N3 = 323 are similar
when compared to the GCMC simulation data. Again,
our cDFT results and GCMC data from Fu et al. [26] pre-
dict a peak of excess amount of CH4 in MOF-5 at 298 K
around 80 bar. The experimental excess amount of CH4
in MOF-5 reported in Ref. [15] is expected to increase
after 60 bar although our cDFT results and the GCMC

10−1 100 101 102

Pressure (bar)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

E
x
ce

ss
H

2
A

m
ou

n
t

(m
m

ol
/g

)

298K

Exp.-Zhou2007

Exp.-Yang2006

Exp.-Kaye2007

GCMC-Yang2006

GCMC-Liu2009

GCMC-Fu2015

Ideal

cDFT-323

cDFT-643

FIG. 4. Excess amount of H2 in MOF-5 at 298 K over a wide
pressure range. Open symbols: experimental data [15, 16,
21]. Closed Symbols: GCMC simulation data [21–23]. Dotted
lines: Ideal gas approximation. Lines: our cDFT results with
different number of grid points.

results from Ref. [26] present a different behavior. The
ideal gas approximation cannot describe the behavior of
the excess adsorption of the CH4 fluid inside the MOF-
5 at pressures above 10 bar. Thereby, the CH4 and H2
excess adsorption amounts are dominated by the fluid-
fluid correlations at pressure above 10 bar. These re-
sults demonstrate the importance of taking into account
fluid-fluid correlation effects in adsorption calculations in
nanoporous materials.
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FIG. 5. Excess amount of CH4 in MOF-5 at 298 K over a
wide pressure range. Open symbols: experimental data [15,
24]. Closed Symbols: GCMC simulation data [24–27]. Dotted
lines: Ideal gas approximation. Lines: our cDFT results with
different number of grid points.
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The total gravimetric uptake, Na (in wt%), is usually
reported in experimental measurements [76]. It can be
calculated from the absolute adsorption quantity, Nabs
from Eq. (14), by the relation

Na =
mfNabs

ρcrVuc +mfNabs
× 100, (24)

where mf is the fluid molecule mass, ρcrVuc is the mass
of the MOF unit cell, and the crystal density is ρcr =
0.593 g/cm3.

Fig. 6 shows the absolute isotherms of H2 adsorption
in MOF-5 at 77 K, 100 K, 125 K, 200 K, and 300 K in
a wide range of pressure values. The cDFT predictions
align well with the experimental data from Ref. [15, 16].
These isotherms demonstrate that the amount of H2 ad-
sorbed is significantly impacted by temperature. This
can be attributed to the local density dependence on the
external potential and temperature in Eq. (5). As a re-
sult, when the temperature increases, the effect of the
external potential on the local density decreases expo-
nentially.
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FIG. 6. Absolute adsorption isotherms of H2 in MOF-5 at
temperature values of 77 K, 100 K, 125 K, 200 K and 300
K and a wide pressure range. Open symbols: experimental
data [15, 16]. Solid lines: our cDFT results.

Similarly, Figure 7 shows the absolute isotherms of
CH4 adsorption in MOF-5 at 200 K, 240 K, 270 K, and
300 K and the same pressure range. Overall, the CH4
isotherms demonstrate higher adsorbed amount values
than the H2 isotherms in MOF-5. This can be associated
with the higher values of the LJ interaction parameter of
CH4. For instance, at 300 K and 60 bar, the amount of
H2 adsorbed in MOF-5 is approximately 0.6%, while the
amount of CH4 adsorbed is 20%.

An isosurface is a surface that represents points with
the same value of the field within a volume of space. Fig-
ure 8 presents the local density isosurface of H2 inside the
MOF-5 at the temperature of 300 K and three different
pressure values: (a) 10 bar; (b) 30 bar; and (c) 60 bar.
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FIG. 7. Absolute adsorption isotherms of CH4 in MOF-5 at
temperature values of 200 K, 240 K, 270 K and 300 K and a
wide pressure range. Open symbols: experimental data [15,
24]. Solid lines: our cDFT results.

The blue isosurface represents the region with density
values of 0.1 mol/L, the green isosurface with values of 1
mol/L, and the purple isosurface with values of 10 mol/L.
We can observe that for any pressure, the blue region en-
closes all the atoms of MOF-5, indicating the adsorption
of H2 molecules around those atoms. The green isosur-
face has a smaller area at 10 bar but increases in the area
at higher pressures, indicating an increasing concentra-
tion of H2 in the vicinity of MOF-5 atoms. Finally, the
purple isosurface starts to appear at 30 bar and increases
in the area at 60 bar, and appears mainly in the region
around the Zn atoms.

The concentration of H2 molecules near the Zn atoms,
as outlined in Fig. 8c, can be attributed to the stronger
interaction between H2 molecules and Zn atoms, as deter-
mined by their respective LJ parameters. Additionally,
the high-concentration isosurface grows due to the vol-
ume exclusion effects that arise in the vicinity of the Zn
atoms when H2 is present in high concentration. The
excluded volume correlations near the Zn atoms and the
organic linkers limit the physical space available to ac-
commodate additional H2 molecules in those regions.

Figure 9 illustrates the local density isosurfaces of CH4
within MOF-5 at 300 K and varying pressure values. The
yellow isosurface represents the region with a density of
10 mol/L, the red isosurface with a density of 20 mol/L,
and the purple isosurface with a density of 40 mol/L. At
10 bar, the yellow and red isosurfaces are just observed
around the Zn atoms. At 30 bar, the yellow and red
isosurfaces spread, and the purple isosurface begins to
appear in the vicinity of the Zn atoms. At 60 bar, the yel-
low and red isosurfaces have spread throughout the whole
box region, but the purple isosurface still surrounds the
Zn atoms, indicating the highest CH4 concentration in
this region.
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(a) 10 bar (b) 30 bar (c) 60 bar

FIG. 8. Density isosurfaces of H2 in MOF-5 with local density values of 0.1 mol/L (blue), 1 mol/L (green) and 10 mol/L
(purple) at the temperature of 300 K and three different pressures of (a) 10 bar, (b) 30 bar and (c) 60 bar (also see Movie S1).
Our cDFT results presented here were calculated using N3 = 1283.

(a) 10 bar (b) 30 bar (c) 60 bar

FIG. 9. Density isosurfaces of CH4 in MOF-5 with local density values of 10 mol/L (yellow), 20 mol/L (red) and 40 mol/L
(purple) at the temperature of 300 K and three different pressures of (a) 10 bar, (b) 30 bar and (c) 60 bar (also see Movie S2).
Our cDFT results presented here were calculated using N3 = 1283.

The preferential adsorption of CH4 molecules at low
and intermediate concentrations can be attributed to
their strong interaction with the Zn atoms, along with
the volume exclusion effects in the proximity of these
atoms, even at moderate pressures. Consequently, the
concentration of CH4 molecules tends to be higher in
other regions, such as in the vicinity of the organic link-
ers, as indicated by the negligible modification of the red
isosurfaces from 30 bar to 60 bar. The highest concentra-
tion isosurface of CH4 is larger than that of H2 at 60 bar,
owing to the differences in the molecular sizes of these
two species.

We calculate the structure factor derived from the lo-
cal density distributions to examine the spatial structure
information of the adsorbed fluids within MOF-5. The
structure factor S(q) is calculated from Eq. (17). Al-
though our calculations of adsorption isotherms using a

number of grid points of N3 = 643 or N3 = 1283 lead
to the same result, this is not the case for the structure
factor calculations. Because S(q) is obtained from the
Fourier transform of ρ(r), it strongly depends on the grid
size ∆x in each direction. Therefore, the structure fac-
tors are calculated using a greater number of grid points
of N3 = 1283.

The results presented in Figure 10 reveal the structure
factor of H2 in MOF-5 at 300 K and different pressures,
namely 10 bar, 30 bar, and 60 bar. Notably, the observed
peaks and valleys in S(q) are correlated to the position of
the MOF-5’s atoms by the relation q = 2π/l, with l being
the length scale. As example, the valley of S(q) around
q = 0.9Å−1 (represented by the dashed line, character-
ized by l ≈ 7.0Å) represents the radius of the cylindrical
regions around the organic linkers where the H2 cannot
penetrate, as illustrated in Fig. 8. The increase in the
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values of S(q) as we increase the pressure values is re-
lated to the compressibility of the fluid phase. Indeed,
the large-wavelength limit of the structure factor gives
the compressibility relation, S(q = 0) = (∂(βP )/∂ρb )−1T .
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FIG. 10. Structure factor of H2 in MOF-5 at 300 K and
three different pressure values. Dashed lines represent speci-
fied positions discussed in the text. These cDFT results were
calculated using N3 = 1283.

Figure 11 presents the structure factor of CH4 fluid in
MOF-5. We obtain higher values of S(q) of CH4 than
those values for H2. These higher values of S(q) directly
correspond to a greater amount of CH4 being adsorbed
within the MOF-5 structure. Again, we can note the
presence of a valley of S(q) around q = 0.9 Å−1 rep-
resenting the forbidden cylindrical regions for the CH4
molecules around the organic linkers, as presented in the
H2 S(q) curves. Moreover, we notice a significant change
in the profile of S(q) around q = 1.4 Å−1 (l ∼ 4.5 Å) at
60 bar. This change can be associated with the satura-
tion of CH4 molecules near the Zn atoms of the MOF-5,
vide Zn diameter value in Table II. The saturation effect
of fluid molecules near the Zn atoms is not present in the
H2 structure factor, as we can see in Fig. 10. In addi-
tion, at a temperature of 300 K, the absolute isotherm
curve for H2 exhibits a linear profile, while the absolute
isotherm for CH4 demonstrates a saturation tendency at
pressures approximating 60 bar. This outcome is corrob-
orated by the results of Fig. 5 and 4, which demonstrate
the saturation of CH4 adsorption occurring at 80 bar,
while for the H2 fluid, the saturation is observed at 300
bar. These findings are consistent with the fact that the
saturation of the adsorption process takes place near the
framework atoms.

In conclusion, the patterns observed in the S(q) curves,
as depicted in Figures 10 and 11, provide relevant in-
sights into the structural behavior of the fluid within
the nanoporous material. Our current cDFT calculations
are limited by the number of grid points used and can-
not resolve the entirety of the S(q) curves. This limita-

tion highlights the necessity of improvements on higher-
resolution cDFT calculations in future works.
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FIG. 11. Structure factor of CH4 in MOF-5 at 300 K and three
different pressure values. The caption is similar to Fig. 10.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The present study highlights the importance of tem-
perature and pressure in the gas adsorption of MOF-5
for storage applications. For MOF-5, our results indicate
that CH4 adsorption is more favorable than H2 due to
the higher LJ interaction parameter of CH4. At 300 K,
CH4 adsorption saturates at high pressures near the Zn
atoms and tends to occupy the region near the organic
linkers, while H2 concentration always increases near the
Zn atoms. The results suggest that the interaction pa-
rameters, volume exclusion effects, and the size of the gas
molecules influence the adsorption behavior.

By implementing of cDFT, the local density distribu-
tion of adsorbed fluids within MOF-5 can be precisely
computed, enabling insights into the adsorption mecha-
nisms of H2 and CH4 molecules in this material. Notably,
the adsorption mechanism is not directly dependent on
the pore description of MOF-5 as a spherical pore or its
pore size. Our calculated density isosurfaces suggested
that the adsorption behavior is strongly linked to the
spatial distribution of the constituent atoms within the
framework.

The fluid’s structure factor can be derived from the lo-
cal density distribution of adsorbed fluids within MOF-5.
The structure factor curves can provide valuable infor-
mation about the spatial distribution of fluid molecules
within MOF-5. The locations and concentrations of the
adsorbed molecules can be determined by comparing the
peaks in the structure factor curves with the geometrical
information of the MOF-5 framework.

The results presented here are significant as they pro-
vide insight into H2 and CH4 adsorption behavior in
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MOF-5 under different thermodynamic conditions for
storage applications. The latest GCMC and cDFT works
reported results at temperature values of 298 K for both
fluids and 77 K for hydrogen. There is a lack of simulated
data at intermediate temperatures. However, our cDFT
calculations are predictive at intermediate temperatures
without any additional adjustment of solid-fluid inter-
action parameters. Moreover, the combination of cal-
culated fluid structure factor and small-angle scattering
experiments (e.g. SAXS and SANS) [77–79] can provide
a comprehensive understanding of the adsorption behav-
ior of fluid molecules inside the MOF-5, which is essential
for developing efficient gas storage and separation tech-
nologies.
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We present the following files:

• Supporting Information: cDFT definitions and nu-
merical tools.

• movieS1.mp4 : presents the density isosurfaces of
H2 in MOF-5 with local density values of 0.1 mol/L
(blue), 1 mol/L (green) and 10 mol/L (purple) at
300 K and 60 bar, with the same visualization as
Fig.8c;

• movieS2.mp4 : presents the density isosurfaces of
CH4 in MOF-5 with local density values of 10
mol/L (yellow), 20 mol/L (red) and 40 mol/L (pur-
ple) at 300 K and 60 bar, with the same visualiza-
tion as the Fig.9c.
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The data and code that support the findings of
this study are available from the corresponding author
in the repository: https://github.com/elvissoares/
PyDFTlj.
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I. THE TWO-YUKAWA REPRESENTATION OF
LJ INTERACTION

The attractive contribution of the LJ potential in this
work is defined as

uatt(r) =

{
0, r < σ

4ε
[(
σ
r

)12 −
(
σ
r

)6]
, r > σ,

(S1)

This attractive contribution of the LJ potential can be
mapped into the sum of two Yukawa potentials as

uty(r) = −ε1
e−λ1(r/σ−1)

r/σ
− ε2

e−λ2(r/σ−1)

r/σ
, (S2)

and our set of parameters {εi, λi} was obtained by the
following constraints

1. LJ zero: uty(σ) = ulj(σ) = 0;

2. Derivative at zero: duty(r)
dr

∣∣∣
r→σ

=
dulj(r)

dr

∣∣∣
r→σ

=

− 24ε
σ ;

3. Integral of potential:
∫∞
σ
uty(r)4πr2 dr =∫∞

σ
ulj(r)4πr

2 dr = − 32
9 πσ

3ε;

4. Integral of squared potential:∫∞
σ

[uty(r)]24πr2 dr =
∫∞
σ

[ulj(r)]
24πr2 dr =

512
315πσ

3ε2.

These constraints are derived from the necessary condi-
tion to accurately reproduce the thermodynamic prop-
erties of a LJ fluid. Therefore, our parameters are
ε1 = −ε2 = 1.8577ε, λ1 = 2.5449, and λ2 = 15.4641.

The set of parameters reported by Kalyuzhnyi and
Cummings [S1](ε1 = 2.03ε, ε2 = 1.6438ε, λ1 = 2.69 and
λ2 = 14.7) and from Tang et al. [S2, S3](ε1 = −ε2 =
2.1714ε, λ1 = 2.9637 and λ2 = 14.0167) are quite dif-
ferent from our parameters. This is due to the different
constraints used and mainly the choice of the potential
length in Eq. (S1). Here we used σ as the potential length
in the attractive potential, and the previously cited works
used the hard-core Barker-Henderson diameter.

∗ elvis.asoares@gmail.com
† tavares@eq.ufrj.br

II. METHANE FLUID PARAMETERS

In this work, we used the JZG EoS to represent the
thermodynamics of LJ fluids.

For methane molecule can be approximated by a LJ
particle as reported by the TraPPE force-field [S4], with
the following parameters (σCH4 = 3.73 Å and εCH4/kB =
148.0 K. The PC-SAFT [S5] also represents the methane
molecule by a LJ particle with appropriate parameters
(mCH4 = 1.0000, σCH4 = 3.7039 Å, εCH4/kB = 150.03
K). However, the PC-SAFT dispersive contribution was
calculated using a 2-order Baker-Henderson perturbation
theory.

Figure S1 presents the Vapor-Liquid equibrium dia-
gram and the vapor pressure of CH4 calculated from the
JZG EoS in comparison with the experimental data. The
dashed ans solid lines represent the JZG EoS with the
PC-SAFT and TraPPE parameters, respectively. The
VLE curve, as determined by the JZG EoS using the
TraPPE parameters, shows a strong alignment with the
experimental data from NIST [S6]. However, the VLE
curve derived using the PC-SAFT parameters exhibits a
minor discrepancy, specifically in computing the density
of the liquid phase. The PC-SAFT results also overes-
timates the critical temperature when compared to the
TraPPE results.

The Figure S2 presents the vapor saturated pressure
of methane fluid. In this case, the two set of parameters
can represent well the saturation pressure.

III. THE FUNDAMENTAL MEASURE THEORY

The functional Fhs represents the excess Helmholtz
free-energy functional due to hard-sphere exclusion vol-
ume, which have been described by the modified funda-
mental measure theory (FMT) [S7]. In this work, we
apply the White-Bear functional [S8, S9] for the hard-
sphere Helmholtz free-energy contribution as

βFhs[ρ(r)] =

∫

V
dr ΦFMT({nα(r)}), (S3)

where the reduced free energy density of a mixture of
hard-spheres, ΦFMT, is a function of the set of weighted
densities, nα(r).

The free energy density based on the antisymmetrized
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eters (dashed line) and TraPPE parameters (solid line).

version of the Rosenfeld’s functional [S10] is

ΦFMT({nα(r)}) = φ1(n3)n0 + φ2(n3)(n1n2 − nv1 · nv2)

+ φ3(n3)n32(1− nv2 · nv2/n22)3, (S4)

where the first two terms of the binomial expansion of
(1 − nv2 · nv2/n22)3 recover the usual White Bear func-
tional. As reported by Kessler et al. [S11] the result-
ing antisymmetrized functional yields accurate results for
hard spheres in narrow cylindrical while retaining the full
three-dimensional properties and the bulk behavior of the
original White Bear functional.

The White-Bear mark I functions are defined as

φ1(n3) = − ln (1− n3), (S5)

φ2(n3) =
1

1− n3
, (S6)

φ3(n3) =
2n3 + 2(1− n3)2 ln(1− n3)

72πn23(1− n3)2
, (S7)

with the weigthed densities defined as

nα(r) ≡
∫

V
dr′ ρ(r′)ω(α)(r − r′), (S8)

whose the linearly independent weights are defined as

ω(3)(r) = Θ(d/2− |r|), (S9)

ω(2)(r) = |∇Θ(d/2− |r|)| = δ(d/2− |r|), (S10)

ω(v2)(r) = ∇Θ(d/2− |r|) =
r

r
δ(d/2− |r|), (S11)

and the dependent weights given by ω(0)(r) =
ω(2)(r)/πd2, ω(1)(r) = ω(2)(r)/2πd, and ω(v1)(r) =
ω(v2)(r)/2πd. Here, Θ(r) is the Heaviside step function,
δ(r) is the Dirac delta function, and d is the hard-sphere
diameter. We can note that
∫

V
ω(3)(r) dr = 4π

∫ ∞

0

θ(d/2− |r|)r2 dr =
π

6
πd3,

(S12)∫

V
ω(2)(r) dr = 4π

∫
δ(d/2− |r|)r2 dr = πd2, (S13)

∫

V
ω(v2)(r) dr = 4π

∫
r

r
δ(d/2− |r|)r2 dr = 0. (S14)

The Fourier transforms of these weight functions are
given in the form

ω̃(3)(k) =

∫
Θ(d/2− |r|)e−ik·r d3r

=

∫ 2π

0

dφ

∫ d/2

0

dr r2
∫ π

0

dθ sin θe−ikr cos θ

=
2π

ik

∫ d/2

0

dr r
[
eikr − e−ikr

]

=
πd2

k

[
sin(kd/2)

(kd/2)2
− cos(kd/2)

kd/2

]
=
πd2

k
j1(kd/2)

(S15)

and

ω̃(2)(k) =

∫
δ(d/2− |r|)e−ik·r d3r

=

∫ 2π

0

dφ

∫ ∞

0

dr r2δ(d/2− r)
∫ π

0

dθ sin θe−ikr cos θ

=
2π

ik

∫ ∞

0

dr δ(d/2− r)r
[
eikr − e−ikr

]

= πd2
sin(kd/2)

kd/2
= πd2j0(kd/2) (S16)
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and

ω̃(v2)(k) = − 1

id/2

d

dk

[
ω̃(2)(k)

]
= −ikω̃(3)(k) (S17)

The chemical potential is obtained by the bulk compo-
sition as

βµhs =
∂Φ

(b)
FMT

∂ρ(b)
. (S18)

IV. THE WEIGTHED DENSITY FUNCTIONAL
THEORY

The term Fatt represents the excess Helmholtz free-
energy contribution due to the particle-particle attractive
interaction, which can be described by the novel weighted
density functional theory (WDFT) [S12] as the sum of a
mean-field term and a correlation contribution, respec-
tively, in the form

Fatt[ρ(r)] =
1

2

∫

V

dr

∫

V

dr′ ρ(r)uatt(|r − r′|)ρ(r′)

+ kBT

∫

V

dr Φcorr(ρ̄(r)), (S19)

where the weighted density field is given by

ρ̄(r) =

∫

V

dr′ ρ(r′)ω̄(r − r′) (S20)

where ω̄(r) = Θ(d−|r|)/(4πd3/3), and Θ(x) is the Heav-
iside function. The Fourier transform of this weight func-
tion can be calculated using Eq. (S15) but changing d/2
to d. The correlation free-energy density is defined as

Φcorr(ρ) = β
FJZG(ρ)

V
− βFhs(ρ)

V
− βρ2amft, (S21)

such that the excess Helmholtz free-energy of the bulk
fluid coincides with the appropriated free-energy for the
LJ fluid. The MFT parameter can be identified as the
integral amft = 2π

∫∞
0
uatt(r)r

2 dr = −(16/9)πεσ3.
The chemical potential is obtained by the bulk compo-

sition as

µatt =
∂(FJZG(ρb)/V )

∂ρ(b)
. (S22)

V. THE GRAND-POTENTIAL FUNCTIONAL
DERIVATIVES

For a LJ fluid enclosed by a volume V, with temper-
ature T , and chemical potential µ specified, under the
action of an external potential φext(r), the grand poten-
tial, Ω, is written as

Ω[ρ(r)] = F id[ρ(r)] + F exc[ρ(r)] +

∫

V
dr
(
φext(r)− µ

)
ρ(r),

(S23)

where

F id[ρ(r)] = kBT

∫

V
dr ρ(r)[ln

(
ρ(r)Λ3

)
− 1], (S24)

and

F exc[ρ(r)] = F hs[ρ(r)] + F att[ρ(r)] (S25)

The variations are obtained keeping constant the chem-
ical potentials µ, the external potential φext(r), the tem-
perature T and the volume V .

Ω[ρ+ δρ] = F id[ρ+ δρ] + F hs[ρ+ δρ] + F att[ρ+ δρ]

+

∫

V
dr
(
φext(r)− µ

)
[ρ(r) + δρ(r)],

(S26)

where the ideal gas term is given by

F id[ρ+ δρ] = kBT

∫

V
dr [ρ(r) + δρ(r)]{ln[(ρ(r) + δρ(r))Λ3]− 1}

= F id[ρ] + kBT

∫

V
dr {δρ(r) ln

(
ρ(r)Λ3

)
+O(δρ(r)2)},

(S27)

the HS term is given by

F hs[ρ+ δρ] = F hs[ρ]

+ kBT
∑

α

∫∫

V
dr dr′ δρ(r)

∂nα(r′)
∂ρ(r)

∂Φhs

∂nα(r′)
+O(δρ(r)2),

(S28)

the WDFT term is given by

F att[ρ+ δρ] = F corr[ρ] + kBT

∫∫

V
dr dr′ δρ(r)

∂ρ̄(r′)
∂ρ(r)

∂Φcorr

∂ρ̄(r)

+
1

2

∫∫

V
dr dr′ [ρ(r) + δρ(r)]uatt(|r − r′|)[ρ(r′) + δρ(r′)]

= F corr[ρ] +
1

2

∫∫

V
dr dr′ ρ(r)uatt(|r − r′|)ρ(r′)

+ kBT

∫∫

V
dr dr′ δρ(r)

∂ρ̄(r′)
∂ρ(r)

∂Φcorr

∂ρ̄(r)

+

∫∫

V
dr dr′ δρ(r)uatt(|r − r′|)ρ(r′) +O(δρ(r)2),

(S29)

and the weighted densities functional derivatives being

∂nα(r′)
∂ρ(r)

=

∫

V
dr′′ δ(r′′ − r)ω(α)(r′ − r′′) = ω(α)(r′ − r)

(S30)
∂ρ̄(r′)
∂ρ(r)

=

∫

V
dr′′ δ(r′′ − r)ω̄(r′ − r′′) = ω̄(r′ − r)

(S31)

Therefore,
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δΩ = Ω[ρ+ δρ]− Ω[ρ]

= kBT

∫

V
dr δρ(r) ln

(
ρ(r)Λ3

)
+ kBT

∑

α

∫∫

V
dr dr′ δρ(r)ω(α)(r′ − r)

∂Φhs

∂nα(r′)

+

∫∫

V
dr dr′ δρ(r)uatt(|r − r′|)ρ(r′) + kBT

∫∫

V
dr dr′ δρ(r)ω̄(r′ − r)

δF corr

δρ̄(r)
+

∫

V
dr
(
φext(r)− µ

)
δρ(r). (S32)

Grouping the variational terms of δρ(r),we get

δΩ =

∫

V
dr δρ(r)

[
kBT ln

(
ρ(r)Λ3

)
+ kBT

∑

α

∫

V
dr′ ω(α)(r′ − r)

∂Φhs

∂nα(r′)
+

∫

V
dr′ uatt(|r − r′|)ρ(r′)

+kBT

∫

V
dr′ ω̄(r′ − r)

δF corr

δρ̄(r)
+ φext(r)− µ

]
, (S33)

Finally, the functional derivative is given as follows

δΩ

δρ(r)
= kBT ln

(
ρ(r)Λ3

)
− kBTc(1)(r) + φext(r)− µ,

(S34)

where we define the 1st direct correlation function in the

form

c(1)(r) = −
∑

α

∫

V
dr′ ω(α)(r′ − r)

∂Φhs

∂nα(r′)

− β
∫

V
dr′ uatt(|r − r′|)ρ(r′)

−
∫

V
dr′ ω̄(r′ − r)

δF corr

δρ̄(r)
. (S35)

The thermodynamic equilibrium condition is obtained
by making

δΩ

δρ(r)

∣∣∣∣
µ,V,T

= kBT ln
(
ρ(r)Λ3

)
− kBTc(1)(r)

+ φext(r)− µ = 0, (S36)

where the equilibrium value of the grand potential is a
minimum with respect to the density profile. Using the
definition of the ideal chemical potential such that the
total chemical potential is µ = kBT ln

(
ρbΛ

3
)

+ µexc, we
can rewrite the Eq. (S36) in the form

ρ(r) = ρbe
−βφext(r)+c(1)(r)+βµexc . (S37)
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