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Abstract

Thecom pressibility equation ofstatefora m ulticom ponent uid ofparticles

interacting via an in� nitely narrow and deep potential,is considered within

the m ean sphericalapproxim ation (M SA). It is shown that for a class of

m odelsleading to a particularform ofthe Baxterfunctionsqij(r)containing

density-independentstickiness coe� cient,the com pressibility EO S does not

exist,unlike the one-com ponent case. The reason for this is that a direct

integration ofthecom pressibility at� xed com position,cannotbecarried out

dueto thelack ofareciprocity relation on thesecond orderpartialderivatives

ofthepressurewith respectto two di� erentdensities.Thisis,in turn,related

to the inadequacy ofthe M SA.A way out to this drawback is presented in

a particularexam ple,leading to a consistentcom pressibility pressure,and a

possiblegeneralization ofthisresultisdiscussed.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0205146v1


I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Baxter’s‘sticky hard sphere’m odel[1,2](hereafterreferred to asSHS1 m odel)hasoften

been em ployed in studieson colloidalsuspensionsofadhesive particles. Itspotentialadds

to a hard sphere (HS) repulsion an in�nitely strong surface adhesion,de�ned by taking

an attractive square-welltailwith vanishing width and in�nitely increasing depth,giving

a �nite non-zero contribution to the second virialcoe�cient(‘sticky lim it’)[1]. The SHS1

m odeladm itsanalyticalsolution iftheOrnstein-Zernike(OZ)integralequationsoftheliquid

state theory are coupled with the Percus-Yevick (PY)approxim ation [1{3]. The resulting

expression forauid with pcom ponentsrequirestheknowledgeofasetofdensity-dependent

param eters f�ijg,whose values have to be determ ined by solving num erically p(p+ 1)=2

coupled quadratic equations [2]. The applicability ofthe SHS1-PY solution is,therefore,

lim ited to system swith a sm allnum berofcom ponents[4].

On theotherhand,colloidalsuspensionsarerathercom m only polydisperse.Polydisper-

sitym eansthatm esoscopicsuspended particlesofasam echem icalspeciesarenotnecessarily

identical,butsom eoftheirproperties(size,charge,etc.) m ay exhibita discreteorcontinu-

ousdistribution ofvalues.Even when allm acroparticlesbelongtoauniquechem icalspecies,

apolydisperseuid m ustthereforebetreated asam ulticom ponentm ixture,with very large

p values-oforder101 � 103 orm ore(discretepolydispersity)-orwith p! 1 (continuous

polydispersity).

The above-m entioned shortcom ingsofthe SHS1-PY solution o�era strong m otivation

forinvestigating an alternative sticky hard sphere m odel,proposed by Brey etal.[5]and

M ier-y-Teran etal.[6],and hereafterreferred to asSHS2 m odel. The adhesive partofits

potentialisde�ned starting from an attractive Yukawa tail,which,in the sticky lim it,has

both am plitudeand inverserangetendingtoin�nity,with theirratiorem ainingconstant.In

thiscase,theOZ equationsareanalyticallysolvablewithin them ean sphericalapproxim ation

(M SA) [6,7]. Although the SHS2-M SA solution is sim pler than the SHS1-PY one,it has

received m uch lessattention,especially in them ulti-com ponentcase.
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In two previouspapers[8,9]we investigated structuralpropertiesofpolydisperse uids

using a version ofthe SHS2 m odelin which the coupling (stickiness) param eters,which

de�ne the strength ofthe Yukawa attraction,are factorizable. Thischoice isthe sim plest

one [10,11]. In fact,a slightdi�erentversion ofthe SHS2 potential(with non-factorizable

coe�cients),proposed by Tutschka and Kahl[12{14]leadsto m ore com plicated analytical

results,withoutany increase ofthephysicalinsight.

Once thatthe structuralproperties ofa m odelare known,the next naturalstep is to

study thecorresponding therm odynam ics.Unfortunately,neitherforSHS1 [3]norforSHS2

(seebelow),thisisa sim pletask.

In thisshortcontribution wefocusin particularon thecom pressibility equation ofstate

(EOS)ofthe SHS2 m ulti-com ponentm odel,since the com pressibility route representsthe

sim plestm ethod forobtainingthepressure,given an analyticalexpression forBaxter’sfactor

correlation function qij(r).Underrathergeneralconditions,weshow thatnocom pressibility

EOS can existforthe SHS2 m ulti-com ponentm odel,within the M SA.W e argue how this

inconsistency stem sfrom the M SA closure,and show a possible way outto overcom e this

di�culty,by using a sim pleillustrative exam ple.

Afterthiswork hasbeen com pleted,we becam e aware ofGinoza’srecentanalysis[15],

where the authordiscusses a factorizable m odelessentially identicalto the one considered

in ourpreviouswork [8],butfailsto recognizetheM SA inconsistency,and thusreportsan

incorrectexpression forthecom pressibility EOS.

Our �ndings agree with those by Tutschka and Kahl[13,14],who observed the sam e

inconsistency within theirparticularversion oftheSHS2 m odel.

II.T H E SH S2 M O D EL

The starting point ofthe SHS2 m odelis a uid with particles interacting via a HS

repulsion plusa particularYukawa (HSY)attraction,i.e.
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u
H SY

ij (r)=

8

>><

>>:

+1 ; 0< r< �ij = (�i+ �j)=2

�zA ije
�z(r�� ij)=r; r� �ij:

(1)

Here,�i denotestheHS diam eterofspeciesi(whosenum berdensity is�i),z istheinverse

range ofthe Yukawa tail,allA ij = A ji stickinessparam etersare � 0,and the welldepth,

"ij = zA ij=�ij,dependson z linearly.TheOZ equationsforHSY m ixtureshavebeen solved

analytically [16],forany �nitez;within theM SA closure,i.e.,cij(r)= ��uij(r)forr> �ij

(cij(r)isthe directcorrelation function,and � = (kB T)
�1 ). The M SA solution forSHS2

can thusbeobtained by taking thesticky lim it,z ! 1 ,ofthesolution qH SY �M SA

ij (r)forthe

HSY uid.Theresultis

qij(r)=

8

>><

>>:

1

2
ai(r

2 � �2ij)+ bi(r� �ij)+ K ij; Lij � r� �ij

0; elsewhere

(2)

ai=
1

�
+
3�2�i

� 2
�
X i

�
; bi= �

3�2�
2
i

2� 2
+
X i�i

2�
; (3)

X i=
�

6

X

m

�m �m M im ; M im = 12K im ; (4)

whereLij = (�i� �j)=2, �n = (�=6)
P

l�l�
n
l;and �= 1� � 3:Thecoe�cientsK ij = qij(�

�
ij),

given by

K
SH S2�M SA

ij =
A ij

kB T
; (5)

aredensity-independent,and havedim ensionsof[length]2:

Tutschka and Kahl’sversion oftheSHS2m odel[12{14]hingesupon non-factorizablepa-

ram eters,K SH S2�M SA

ij = ij�
2
ij,with ij obeying a Berthelot-typerule,i.e.,ij = (iijj)

1=2
:

Ourversion with factorized coe�cientsassum esthatA ij = "0G iG j,where "0 isan energy

and G m hasdim ensionsoflength.Thus

K ij = YiYj ; (6)

where Ym = 0G m ; 
2

0
=

"0

kB T
=

1

12T�
; (7)
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with T� being a reduced tem perature (asin Baxter’sm odel,the factor1/12 isintroduced

forlaterconvenience. In ourprevious papers [8,9]it was absent,and the correspondence

between thetwo reduced tem peraturesis:T� = T�
old
=12):

Irrespectively ofthe choice forthe coe�cients A ij,the SHS1 and SHS2 potentials are

di�erentand should notbe confused even in the sticky lim it. An intuitive way ofunder-

standing thispointisto notice that,asthe wellwidth goesto zero,the area ofthe square

wellin Baxter’s SHS1 m odelvanishes,whereas the area under the Yukawa tailin SHS2

rem ains�nite[5].Thisdi�erence becom esim portantwhen evaluating therm odynam ics.In

fact,itcan beshown thatthe virialpressure dependsnotonly on theqij(r)resulting after

thesticky lim it,butalso on thefunctionalform ofthetailaswellason theway thesticky

lim it is taken [17]. Furtherm ore,the SHS1 m odelis analytically solvable within the PY

closure,butnotwithin theM SA one,whereastheoppositeistrueforSHS2.

At the levelofapproxim ate solution for qij(r),the di�erence between the SHS2-M SA

and SHS1-PY expressionsliesonly in thecoe�cientsK ij;which in thelattercaseread

K
SH S1�PY
ij =

1

12�ij
y
PY

ij (�ij)�
2

ij �
1

12
�ij�

2

ij; (8)

wherethedim ensionlesspositiveparam eter�ij;thatappearsin theSHS1potential,isrelated

toboth thetem peratureand thestickinessbetween particlesofspeciesiand j,whileyij(�ij)

is the contact value ofthe cavity function. Note that K SH S1�PY
ij is non-factorizable and

density-dependent,sinceyij(�ij)dependson thedensitiesofallcom ponentsin them ixture.

Thisdi�erence,albeitseem ingly harm less,hasfarreachingconsequences,asitwillbeshown

in thefollowing.

III.C O M P R ESSIB ILIT Y EQ U AT IO N O F STAT E

Onceqij(r)isknown,onecan calculatederivativesofthecom pressibility (c)pressureby

m eansoftwo generalrelations,obtained from uctuation theory in thegrand-canonicalen-

sem bleand from Baxter’sfactorization ofthethree-dim ensionalFouriertransform ofcij(r),

i.e.,
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@�P

@�i

!

T;�k

= ai� 2�
X

m

�m am bqm i(0); (9)

�
�1
T =

 

@�P

@�

!

T;x

=
X

i

xi

 

@�P

@�i

!

T;�k

=
X

m

xia
2

i ; (10)

where bqij(k) is the one-dim ensionalFouriertransform ofqij(r),while �T = �kB TK T de-

notes the isotherm alsusceptibility (K T being the isotherm alcom pressibility), and ai =

1� 2�
P

l�lbqil(0):Note thatthe pressure isa function of(T;�1;:::;�p)in Eq. (9),and of

(T;�;x)in Eq.(10),wherex = (x1;:::;xp�1 )representsthecom position in term sofm olar

fractions.

W e can apply the previousrelationsto SHS m odelsforcolloidaluids,afterobserving

thatEq.(2)yields bqm i(0)= 12�1 (am �
3
i + 3� �1 �m �

2
i � M m i�i).Inserting thisterm and the

ai given by Eq.(3)into Eqs.(9)-(10),onegetsan expression for(@�P=@�i)T;�k and

 

@�P

@�

!

T;x

=

 

@�P

@�

! H S�PY c

T;x

�
2hX i

� 2
�
6�2h�X i

� 3
+
hX 2i

� 2
; (11)

where we have introduced com positionalaverages,such as hfi �
P

m xm fm and hfgi �

P

m xm fm gm ;and thederivativewith superscriptHS-PYcrefersto thecom pressibility pres-

sure ofthe corresponding HS m ixture,evaluated within the PY approxim ation. Note that

the two resultshold forboth the SHS2-M SA and SHS1-PY solutions,ifthe corresponding

K ij’sareused.

In order to obtain the com pressibility pressure,it m ight now be spontaneous to per-

form im m ediately the integration ofEq. (11) with respect to �;at �xed com position x;

i.e. �P(T;�;x) =
R�
0
�
�1
T d� :W hen applied to the �rst term on the r.h.s. ofEq. (11),

(@�P=@�)
H S�PY c
T;x

,thisproceduredoesindeed lead totheknown PY c -EOS forHS m ixtures.

Forthe SHS m odels,the integration requires the knowledge ofthe dependence (ifany)of

thecoe�cientsK ij on density.

In the SHS1-PY case,the aforesaid calculation is nevertheless practically im possible,

due to the lack ofan explicit expression for�ij(�). This di�culty hasbeen by-passed by

exploiting a furtherresultby Baxter,which directly providesthe PY pressure itselfrather
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than theinversesusceptibility [2,3].On theotherhand,in theSHS2-M SA casethedensity-

independence ofK SH S2�M SA

ij m ightsuggestthatthe integration of��1T isa straightforward

operation.Unfortunately,thisisnotso.

In fact,to ensure thatthe whole procedure iscorrect,one m ust�rst testwhether the

di�erential
P

i(@�P=@�i)d�i;constructed with the partialderivatives given by Eq. (9),is

exact,sinceP m ustbea statefunction.Forthisto occur,itisnecessary that

@

@�j

 

@�P

@�i

!

=
@

@�i

 

@�P

@�j

!

; (12)

forany pairiand j:Thissym m etry condition,obeyed by any exacttheory,m ay notbem et

when using an approxim ate closure. In thiscase,no com pressibility EOS can existwithin

the considered approxim ate theory. Now,we show that the equality (12) ofthe m ixed

second-orderpartialderivativesisnotnecessarily satis�ed forSHS m ixtures.

Letusassum e,rathergenerically,thata certain SHS m odelwith an appropriateclosure

hasa solution qij(r)given by Eqs.(2)-(4)with density-independent,sym m etric,coe�cients

M ij = 12K ij = M ji:InsertingthissolutionintoEq.(9)andtakingthederivativeof@�P=@�i

with respectto �j yieldsa ratherlengthy expression for@2�P=@�j@�i:Upon discarding all

term swhich are apparently sym m etric with respectto an exchange ofindices iand j,we

areleftwith thefollowing sum

S1(ij)� �
1

�
�iM ijX j +

6�2

� 3
�
3

i�jX j

+
1

� 2

"

�
3

i

�

X j � X
2

j

�

+ 3�2i�jX j + �
3

i�j

 

X
(0)

j �
�

6

X

l

�lX lM jl

! #

; (13)

whereX
(0)

i � (�=6)
P

l�lM il:A com pressibility EOS can exist,within an approxim atetheory

oftheconsidered kind,only iftherelevantcoe�cientsM ij aresuch thatS1(ji)= S1(ij):

Tutschka and Kahl’schoice [12,14]doesnotm eetthisrequirem ent.On theotherhand,

it is easy to verify that even any choice with factorized coe�cients,M ij = M 0G iG j;fails

to satisfy the necessary condition (M 0 isa density-independentfactor,which in ourm odel

de�ned byEqs.(6)-(7)coincideswith 1=T �).S1(ij)cannotbesym m etricforagenericchoice

ofG m ’s,butthesam eoccursifweassum ethepower-law relationship between stickinessand
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sizeem ployed in Refs.[8,9],i.e.G m = ��m =h�i
��1

;whereh�idenotestheaveragediam eter

and � � 0:In thiscase,thevalue� = 1ishoweverindicated aspreferable,sinceitrepresents

theonly way ofm aking the�rstterm ,�� �1 �iM ijX j,sym m etric.

As a �rst result,one can thus state thatno com pressibility EOS can exist within the

SHS2-M SA theory with coe�cientsgiven eitherby any factorization ruleM ij = M 0G iG j;or

by Tutschkaand Kahl’sunfactorized choice[12,14].W enotethatin Ginoza’srecentanalysis

[15],such a crucialfeature isfailed to be recognized,and the corresponding expression for

thecom pressibility EOS isthereforeincorrect.

Itisclearthattheviolation oftherelation (12)can betraced back to theinadequacy of

the M SA closure,which isresponsible forthe density-independence ofthe coe�cientsM ij

(orK ij).M ore generally,onem ightsuspectthatno com pressibility EOS can existforany

solution qij(r)given by Eqs.(2)-(4)aslong astheM ij’saredensity-independent.

Let us now assum e that the M ij’s depend on the densities (�1;:::;�p). In this case,

@2�P=@�j@�i contains further contributions stem m ing from derivatives. Again discarding

thosethatareclearly sym m etric,onegetsthefollowing term s

S2(ij)�
1

�

X

l

�l

 

�i+
3�2

�
�i�l+ �l

!

@M il

@�j

+
1

� 2

�

6

X

l;m

�l�m

 

2�3i +
6�2

�
�
3

i�l+ 3�2i�l

!

�m
@M m l

@�j

�
1

�
�i

�

6

X

l;m

�l�m �m
@(M ilM m l)

@�j

�
2

� 2
�
3

i

�
�

6

�2 X

l;m ;n

�l�m �n �m �n
@(M m lM nl)

@�j
; (14)

which m ustbeadded toS1(ij);toform anew sym m etrycondition forS(ij)� S1(ij)+ S2(ij):

W eem phasizethefactthatthedensity-dependentcoe�cientsoftheSHS1-PY solution,

as given by Eq. (8),should satisfy the requirem ent S(ji) = S(ij),but a direct test of

this feature proves to be a highly non-trivialtask. However, this observation prom pts

thesuggestion thata sim pledensity-dependentm odi�cation ofthebestSHS2-M SA choice,

M ij = M 0�i�j;along the linesofthe SHS1-PY solution,m ightlead to a ful�lm entofthe

sym m etry condition.Indeed,we�nd thatthechoice
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M ij = M 0

1

�
�i�j ; with M 0 = �

�
1

T�

�

; (15)

(where� isan arbitrary function vanishing asT� ! 1 )leadsto a com pressibility pressure

P satisfying thecondition (12).

Next,we discuss a possible physicalorigin ofthe factor 1=� appearing in the above

solution. First,we note thatin K
SH S1�PY
ij ofEq. (8)one could relate �2ij to a m easure of

adhesive interaction surface (since the centre ofa particle iwhich m ovesaround a particle

j;butrem ainsin contactwith it,m ustlieon a sphericalsurfacewith radius�ij),whilethe

density-dependentfactoryij(�ij)representstheprobability of�nding a particleofspeciesi

touching any given particle ofspeciesj.On the otherhand,in the corresponding m odi�ed

expression (15),onecould im agine�i�j asrepresenting thearea ofan interaction spherical

surfacewithradius(�i�j)
1=2

;while1=�m aybereckoned asacrudeapproxim ationtoy ij(�ij)

(1=� isindeed the sim plestterm ,independentofthe speciesindicesiand j,appearing in

theexpression ofcavity functionsatcontact).

There are (atleast)two ways to relate the result(15)to som e possible closure,which

should representan im provem entovertheM SA one.First,onem ightconsiderageneralized

m ean sphericalapproxim ation (GM SA)[18]instead ofthe M SA.This am ountsto replace

the M SA,cij(r) = ��uH SYij (r) = z�Aije
�z(r�� ij)=r for r > �ij;with the Yukawa closure

cij(r)= zK ije
�z(r�� ij)=rforr> �ij,with param etersK ij notgiven by Eq.(5),butdensity-

dependentand initially undeterm ined.TheGM SA hasoften been used in thepast,and its

unknown coe�cientsK ij haveusually been determ ined by em ploying som etherm odynam ic

consistency condition. In the present case,one could regard the sym m etry condition (12)

asan alternative condition forthe GM SA closure. W ithin thisconceptualfram ework,Eq.

(15)isthesim plestsolution.

Alternatively,werecallthatthePY approxim ation m ay bewritten in theform cij(r)=

fij(r)yij(r);while the M SA m ay be derived from it under the approxim ation fij(r) ’

��uij(r),with yij(r) ’ 1;for r > �ij:Hence one could de�ne a new density-dependent

closure for SHS potentials,assum ing cij(r) = �yij(�ij) �uij(r) for r > �ij:The use of
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uH SYij (r) with factorized coe�cients,along with the rough approxim ation y ij(�ij) ’ 1=�;

would then lead to theM ij coe�cientsexpressed by Eq.(15),with � (1=T
�)= 1=T�:

Finally,it is worth reporting that the solution corresponding to Eq. (15) yields the

following com pressibility EOS

�P
c
V =

�

1� �
+ (3� M 0)e1

 

�

1� �

! 2

+
1

3
(3� M 0)

2
e2

 

�

1� �

! 3

; (16)

where V = (�=6)h�3idenotestheaverage volum e ofa particle,� � �3 = �V isthepacking

fraction,whilethedim ensionlessparam eterse1 � h�ih�2i=h�3i, e2 � h�2i
3
=h�3i

2
depend

on them olarcom position x and reduceto e1 = e2 = 1 forone-com ponentsuids.Notethat

M 0 = � (1=T�)m ay orm ay notcoincidewith 1=T�,butitm ustvanish asT� ! 1 ,so that

thePYc-EOS forHS m ixturesisrecovered.

Thesim plicity ofEq.(16)isdueto thefactthatnow X i= M 0�2�i=�;and thusweget

ai=
1

�
+ (3� M 0)

�2�i

� 2
; bi= � (3� M 0)

�2�
2
i

2� 2
; (17)

which di�erfrom theirHS counterparts only in having the HS factor3 replaced with the

tem perature-dependentcoe�cient3� M 0:

In spite ofitsplainess,Eq.(16)represents an analyticaland consistent com pressibility

EOS fora m ulticom ponentsystem ofparticleswith both repulsive and attractive interac-

tions.Furtherm ore,itbearsinteresting connectionswith theSHS1-PY m odelwhich willbe

discussed elsewhere.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S

ThePY com pressibility EOS ofBaxter’sSHS1 m odelispractically inapplicabletouids

with a large num ber ofcom ponents. This di�culty urges to search for either alternative

closuresordi�erentm odels.

In thispaperwehaveinvestigated theSHS2 m odel,which isanalytically solvablewithin

the M SA,and whose therm odynam ics is stillrather unexplored,especially in the m ulti-
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com ponentcase. In particularwe have focused on the com pressibility EOS,since itisthe

sim plestrouteto getthepressurefrom qij(r).

M ixturesrequiream orecarefulanalysisthan pureuids,and oneshould alwaysconsider

thepossibility thatan approxim atetheory su�ersfrom som etherm odynam icinconsistencies

notpresentin theone-com ponentcounterpart.In particular,in ordertoensuretheexistence

of thecom pressibility EOS,wehavepointed outthenecessity ofan explicitcheck ofabasic

therm odynam icconsistency requirem enthinging on theequality ofthem ixed second-order

partialderivativesofP with respectto the densities,which ,in turn,can be expressed in

term sofqij(r):Thiscrucialfeatureisoften overlooked in theliterature,perhapsbecauseit

would beautom atically ful�lled in an exacttheory.In an approxim atetheory,on theother

hand,thisisnotthe case,and the reciprocity condition (12)isone ofthe sum -rules that

m ustbeexplicitly checked for.

Two arethem ain resultsofthepresentwork.A �rst�nding isthat,although an M SA

com pressibility EOS isknown forpure SHS2 uids[6],itsextension to m ixture isnotpos-

sible,since the SHS2-M SA solution violatestheaforesaid sym m etry condition.Asa direct

consequence,the com pressibility EOS recently reported by Ginoza [15]isawed. W e have

discussed how thisinconsistency occursforany choiceoffactorized stickinesscoe�cients,as

wellasforTutschkaand Kahl’sunfactorized ones[12,14],and argued thatithasitsorigin in

thede�ciency oftheM SA closure.Thereason appearstobethedensity-independenceofthe

M SA coe�cientsK ij = qij(�
�
ij):Second,we have presented an illustrative exam ple,where

the inclusion ofa sim ple and plausible density-dependence in the m atrix K ij;produces a

ful�lm entoftherequired condition,and generatesa possiblecom pressibility EOS.

Thisresultseem sto suggestthatno com pressibility EOS can existforany closurelead-

ing to a solution qij(r) ofthe form given by Eqs. (2)-(4) with density-independent K ij

coe�cients.Thisalso prom ptsthenecessity ofabandoning theM SA and resortto density-

dependentclosures. W e have attem pted to do thisby interpreting ourresultforthe com -

pressibility EOS,asoriginating from a di�erent,m oresophisticated,approxim atetheory.

Although itisclearthatourresultcannotbeconsidered asthecorrect�nalsolution to
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ourproblem ,itnevertheless represents,nota sim ple academ ic exercise,but a usefulstep

towardsa satisfactory EOS forSHS m ixtures.
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