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A correlation between the equilbbrium and transport properties
of intercalation system s.
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Em ploying the lattice gas m odel, com bined w ith the linear elasticity theory, a cor-
relation between the equilbrium and transport properties of intercalated species is in—
vestigated. It is shown that the m apr features of the intercalation isothemm s and the
concentration dependence of the chem ical di usion coe cient can be well understood in
tem s of the change of the host volum e in the course of Intercalation. T heoretical predic—
tions are com pared to the experin entalobservationson P dH 4, LixW O3 and Ligraphite

system s.
PACS numbers: 68.35Ct, 6835Rh

I. NTRODUCTION

Intercalation processes nd their application in
many technologically im portant dom ains, such
as the design of hydrogen-storage systems [1],
rechargeable high-energy batteries, electrochrom ic
devices, (see Ref. R] for a review ), and supercon—
ductors 3].

The Insertion process can be viewed (at least,
in som e agpects) as an adsorption of guest parti-
cles on the host lJattice. For charged particles the
Jonic charge inside the m atrix is com pensated by
the electrons. For that reason the electrochem ical
Intercalation is also sin ilar to a three-dim ensional
adsorption of neutral species. Based on this anal-
ogy the intercalation is traditionally described
within the lattice gas (LG ) model. In this ap—
proach allthe properties (Intercalation isothem or
capacity-concentration dependence) are connected
w ith an ordering the guest on di erent adsorption
sites of a rigid host lattice — the con gurational
transitions.

H owever, the host response to the accom m oda—
tion of the guest species is not negligble. For in—
stance, the Insertion induces the stress into the
host m atrix. Thism ay lead to segregation e ects
4] oreven to Instabilities B] of the host-guest sys—
tem . Also a loading path is shown [6] to In u—
ence the guest uptake e ciency. D ue to this the
host m ay undergo an expansion or local distor—
tion. Typical exam ples are the hydrogen sorption
by metals [6{9], or the intercalation ofL i ions into
layered m aterials [L0{13]. Q uite often the host un—
dergoes structural transform ations [14{17] due to
Intercalation. T hese are the structural transitions.
In such cases the standard LG approach also oper—
ates w ith several sublattices [10,17] corresponding
to each con guration of the host. However, such
a restructuring suggests that the elastic e ects
should be taken into account. A general them o—
m echanical theory of the stress-com position in—
teraction is developed by Larche and Cahn [18].
This in plies the existence of a coupling between

the elastic properties of the host m aterial and the
structure and/or the dynam ics associated w ith the
guest species. In other words the con gurational
and structural transitions should be considered to
be coupled. In our previous papers we have inves—
tigated such a coupling for tw o-din ensional [19] as
well as for three-din ensional system s R0{22]. The
m an advantage of our approach is is capabiliy
In describing various (m icroscopically di erent) in—
tercalation system s wihin a comm on fram ework.
D espite of the fact that som e m icroscopic details
are om ited, the theory agrees well with exper-
In ental data on layered Li, T iS, and crystalline
Li,W O3 and N ayW O3 com pounds at equilbbrium
conditions.

In this study we focus on a correlation between
the equilbriim properties (isothem s and di er-
ential capaciy) and the concentration dependence
of the chem ical di usion coe cient. O ur purpose
is to detem ine the in pact of the them odynam —
ics to the kinetic properties. Follow iIng our previ-
ous works we combine the LG m odel, describing
the con gurationaltransitions and the linear elas—
ticity theory that accounts for the loading m ech—
anism and the volum e dilatation in the course of
the structuraltransitions (expansion or restructur—
ng). Thisallow sus to derive an e ective chem ical
potential, nvolving the concentration dependent
stress and strain elds. Then, assum ing that the
di usion ux isproportionalto the gradient ofthe
chem ical potential, we investigate the behavior of
the chem icaldi usion coe cient.

II.MODEL

A .M icroscopic form ulation

The host material is descrbbed as a three—
din ensional lattice of adsorbing sites w ith their
positions given by a set vectors (rj). Due to
the elastic properties of the real host each site
(for instance, an interstitial site) of this "auxilk
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lary" lattice m ay deviate from its equilbrium po-—
sition r?, such that we dealw ith the displacem ents
uj= 1r; 1. Therefre, the host properties are de—
scribed by the Ham iltonian Hy [fuigl. Note how —
ever that a connection between the elastic proper—
ties of the realm atrix and those of the adsorbing
lattice, is not straightforward R0,21].

A distribution of the intercalants on the host
sites is given by a set of occupation num bers ftig,
wihti= Oorty = 1. Theqguest subsystam is char-
acterized by the chem icalpotential and the near-
est neighbor interaction param eter W (at equilib—
rium posiions). For the electrochem ical insertion,
chem icalpotential gives a deviation of the elec—
trode potential &V from its standard value Eg.
In this way an arrangem ent of the intercalants on
a rigid host lattice is govemed by the LG Ham i~
tonian

X X
H G = W titj t‘l (1)

ij i

that describesthe con gurationaltransitionsofthe
Intercalated species. These could be the droplt
form ation for attractive interactions W < 0) or
the order-disorder transition for repulsive interac—
tions W > 0). In the latter case one introduces
the sublattice concentrationsas appropriate forthe
symm etry of a given system .

T he coupling betw een the host and the guest is
given by Ham ilftonian H . [fuig;ftig] which takes
Into acocount a dependence of the binding energy
on the site digplacem ent and also the paimw ise In—
teraction between the guest particles through the
host lattice. The overallH am ittonian is now w rit—
ten as

H = Hy [fuigl+ Hg [ftgl+ Hce [fusig;fhg]l @)

The free energy F corresponding to the above
Ham iltonian is given by

F=Fyg +Fe ®+Fc x) @)

where x is the intercalant concentration. Here Fy
is the host free energy in the absence of intercala-
tion, Fg is the guest free energy in a case of the
rigid host lattice. The latter tem can be calcu—
lated using them ean eld approxin ation to obtain
the welkknown relation 2,10] for the chem icalpo—
tential

X

1
o®)= &V Eg=d x+ — @)

X

where ¢ is the coordination number of the host
Jattice and = 1=kT . The coupling termn F. =

hie "cig,)iq,,) requires the averaging over
the displacem ents and the occupation num bers,
calculated w ith the reference tetm s Hy and Hg .
In fact, this is an In nite serdes including the

correlations of all orders in the reference state.
The mah problem is to specify H [fu;g;ftigl
coherently wih the host symm etry and elastic
properties. It is known that real host m ateri-
als have rather com plicated elastic properties eg.
a strong anisotropy). T herefore, only som e sin —
pli ed model calculations are expected to give
tractable results. O n the other hand, such predic—
tions (eg. a rigid plane m odel R3]) do not exhbit
quantitative agreem ent w ith experin entaldata.

B . A pproxim ation

T he perturbative schem e developed previously
R0,21] has shown that the coupling tem is con—
cemed w ith a concentration dependence ofthe host
response to the intercalation. T his nvolvesat least
two e ects. First is a renomm alization 2,24] ofthe
net pair interaction betw een the intercalantsdue to
their indirect interaction through the m atrix. The
second is a change of the host volum e upon nser-
tion of the guest species. D epending on the host
nature, a stress eld m ay resul if the lattice isnot
totally free to relax. In this situation it seem s rea—
sonable to estin ate the coupling term based on the
continuum theory ofelasticity w ith the concentra—
tion dependent stress and strain elds. Then the
host-guest free energy is a sum of the lattice gas
and elastic part

F &)= Frc &)+ Fe1 () ©)

where F1 ¢ (X) is the con gurational (lattice gas)
part, In which the pairw ise interaction is renor-
m alized R]due to the interaction through them a—
trix. This gives the chem ical potential ( (X) (see
eq. (4)) wih a new interaction constant W . The
elastic part is approxin ated by the free energy of
a strained isotropic body under a loading stress

(). Since the strain is assum ed to be purely di-

latational, we operate w ih traces " and of the
corresponding tensors.
Fal = "6 &)"® ®)

wih being the e ective elastic constant, inde-
pendent of the concentration. The total stress
S = S (x) is given by

S (X) _ dFel _
4a” (X)

" (x) () (7)

T herefore, we have two stress contributions. The
Intemal, or selfstress " (x) corresponds to the
host reaction to the guest insertion. The second
term  (x) describes a loading procedure, thatm ay
Include the sam ple clam ping or other e ectswhich
are not directly related to the strain. It is in por-
tant that, In general, ) is a function ofx (ot



a function of " (x)). For instance, if the sampl
is clam ped such that ") = 0, then we have a
stress accum ulation proportionalto the concentra—
tion &)/ x.

ITII.EQU ILBRIUM PROPERTIES

T he guest chem icalpotential (x) isgiven by the
concentration derivative of the total free energy.

d"w)  d @
" 8
dx dx &) ®

Here the second tem involves the so-called chem —
ical expansion coe cient d" (x)=dx, while the last
tem isassociated w ith the loading path. It is seen
that the intercalation level depends on an inter-
play of the intemal stress and the loading stress.
The latter could be sn all, but is concentration
derivative is not necessary am all, so that the load—
Ing path m ay induce serious consequences [6]. In
particular, for a given m aterial ( ) and a suiable
loading path  (x), there m ay be a cancellation of
the last two tetm s In eg. (8) In a given dom ain
of x. This explains why In som e cases the purely
con gurational description ( (X) = (X)) works
well

For com parison to other theoretical approaches
it is convenient to express the strain finction in
term s of other relevant quantities. T he strain can
bem easured as a volum e dilatation or as a change
of the interlayer spacing in the course of insertion.
IfV (x) isa com position dependent sam ple volum e
(or iInterlayer spacing for layered com pounds), then
by de nition

0 )+ S x)

x) =

ny= LW VO ©)
ST vo F
where = [V (1) V (0)FEV () is the relative vol-

um e variation and px) = V ®x) V O)FV @)
V (0)] is a m odulating fiinction. The latter varies
In between 0 and 1. Ifp &) is a lnear function,
then the system is said to obey the Vegard’s law
25].

If the host-guest system fom s a solid solution,
then the guest partialm olar volim e V; (x) is re—
Jated to the totalvolum e

V &)= xVn &)+ V (0); 10)

where V (0) is the initial host volume (@t x = 0).
Then we can nd the follow ng relation for the
strain, the volum e variation and partialm olar vol-
um e

Vi X)

V x) V)
= x
VvV ©)

®) = v 0)

11)

Ifthe lbading is com position independent (xX) =
and the sam ple volum e changes lihearly V, =

const;"x) = xV, =V (0), lke In the PdH, -
phase), then we recover the wellkknown result ]

Vin Vin

0 &) V0 Vo

®) = 1z)

The temm liner in the concentration can be viewed
as an additional interaction which can be com —
binedwih di xin ¢ ). A lthough thisadditional
term is proportionalto the elastic constant , it is
physically di erent from the interaction of elastic
dipoles R,24] which is already absorbed into W
(see the discussion after equation (5)). This nter-
action takes place even if the sam ple is perfectly
clamped (") = 0), whilk our temm represents a
cooperative e ect due to "x) € O.

In order to analyze the role of elastic e ects In
the phase behavior of the guest species it is n—
structive to consider a sin ple exam ple of vanish—
Ing lobading stress k) = 0, Sx) = "x). In
this case there isno di erence betw een the volum e
expansion or contraction. Then we arrive at

d
x) = p (x)

0 x)+

p &) @3)

where = 2. Tn addition, p (x) is taken to be
that In the so—called layer rigidity m odel R5]which
describes a deviation from the Vegard’s law n lay—
ered com pounds

pxk)=1 @ x)? (14)

where g is related to the rigidity of the host lay—

ers. The rst order phase transition (of liquid-gas

type) is m anifested by a singularity in the di er-

ential capacity C = dx=d( )

" # 1
do&) Pk d*p x)

C =
ax dx dx?

15)

Tt is clear that or g < 1 both derivatives of p (x)
are positive and the only possbility for the criti-
cal behavior is the case of attractive Interactions
W < 0, ie. when the con gurationalpart

do(x)_1+ av x1 x)
ax x1 x)

16)

becom es negative. Then the last two tem s In
the denom inator of (15) rescale the critical tem —
perature and shift the critical com position from
X = 1=2. Forqg > 1 the temn d?p=dx® becom es
negative and the criticality m ay appear due to the
elastic e ects even if W = 0. The coexistence
curves for this case, obtained by a num ericalanal-
ysis of the divergence In C, are plotted in Fig. 1.



Tt is seen that the critical tem perature (the m axi-
mum ) increases w ith Increasing g. Sin ultaneously
the critical concentration decreases. T he elastic ef-
fectsbreak the holeparticle sym m etry ofthe prob—
lem and consequently the curvesare not sym m etric
and are not centered around x = 1=2.

In our previous works R0{22] we have ana-
Iyzed anotherextrem e case ofvanishing totalstress

S x) ! 0 and the loading stress proportional to
the concentration &)= (¢x.Then

®)= o&) p &) a7
where = o - Note, however that, for = const,

the above result is valid only for a linear behavior
ofp k) = px, whilk is an approxin ation for an ar-
bitrary p ). In reality the elastic constants could
depend on the concentration, for nstance the bulk
m odulus of P d is reduced B]up to 20% due to the
hydrogen sorption. Thus one can easily n agihe
a situation when &)"(x) (%) and then the
approxin ation (17) is applicable for a nonlinear
p ). In general, or a non-Vegard’s behavior and
the linear lbading &)= (x wedealwih

dp (x)

®)= o&x)+ pk&) X px) (18)

T he strain can be m easured as a volum e dilata—
tion or as a change ofthe Interlayer spacing during
the transitions between di erent phases (staging
iIn graphite, restructuring n Li;W O3, tran—
sition In PdH 4, etc). In any case the lattice pa—
ram eters do not obey the linear Vegard’s law [R5],
exhbiting a sharp change near the transition com —
positions x? . This can be described by the Hllow -
Ing approxin ation R0{22].

" #

1 X
pk)= 7 1+ pytanhln & x0)] 19)

n

where n counts the num ber of phase boundaries.
In LigW O3, n = 1;2 corresponds to m onoclinic—
tetragonal and tetragonalcubic transitions, re—
Soectively. For L i-graphite system s, n corresponds
to the stage transferboundaries [12,13]. The set of
rigidity param eters , controls a local slope and
Pn are thegv eights corresponding to each phase,
such that | p, = 1. This is consistent with
experin ental observations [14] indicating that the
structures are not com pltely pure, but contain
som e features that indicate a m ixing of phases.
The present form of p(x) corresponds to contin—
uous structural transitions, but can be easily m od—
i ed to take into account the jum p-lke behavior
(lke for the staging R]) . N evertheless, in that case
the concentration derivatives ofp (x) would be sin—
gular, inducing the singularities n the them ody—
nam ic quantities (as it should be in the neighbor-
hood ofa phase transition) . N ote how ever that the

experin ental dependencies are usually an oothed
due to a nite concentration resolution. Then it is
di cult to distinguish between the step-w ise vari-
ation and a sharp (but continuous) transition. For
that reason the criticality criteria, determm ined on
the ground of rigorous statisticalm echanicalargu—
ments ( k) loops or a divergent capacity C (x)),
only approxim ately conform to experim entaldata.
T herefore we stay w ith the continuous p (x), per-
form ing the tting to the experim ent.

Follow ing thism ethodology, in F ig. 3 we display
the intercalation isothermn (inset) and the capaciy
curve, com paring them to the experim ental data
[14] or LixW O3. The tting (eg. (18)) is per—
form ed assum Ing that the e ective pair interaction
inside the m atrix is repulsive for any x. T he curve
m odulation results from the strain behavior p x),
associated w ith the volum e dilatation. A s is dis—
cussed previously R1,22], the peculiarities (in ec—
tion points and the peaks In C x) = dx=d( ))
m ark the boundary between di erent host sym —
metries. From the experim ental point of view,
the peak height is usually associated w ith a tran-—
sition sharpness. Nevertheless, as we have dis—
cussed above, the critical behavior of the m odel
itself should be studied separately.

IV.CHEM ICALDIFFUSION COEFFICIENT

In m any cases there are two m obile species in—
side hostm atrices: the host electrons and the guest
particles. T herefore, the transport is characterized
by their ux densities J. and Jg , related to the
gradientsofthe corregponding chem ical (orelectro—

chem ical) potentials ¢ and ¢ .
Je= LeeX ¢+ Legr ¢ (20)
Je = Leggr g t+ Lger o (21)

where L, are phenom enological transport coe —

cients, which are scalar quantities if the host is
spatially isotropic. In m atrices with a m etallic
conductivity the electrons are much m ore m obile
than the guest species. D ue to this the guest ionic
charge is com pensated by the electrons. For the
sam e reason the electrons reach a uniform (equi-
lbrium ) distrbution much faster than the inter—
calants (r = Oon thetinescalewhenr ¢ 6

0). In addition, usually Lgg >> Leg RI. There—
fore onem ay focus on the guest ux

J= M ®X)xr = D &®)rx 22)

where M (x) is the m obility coe cient that must
contain a blocking factorM (x) = Do (1 x),deter-
m inhing the concentration-dependent chem ical (or
collective) di usion coe cient D (x). A com pre—
hensive review of theoretical approaches to the



determ ination of the chem icaldi usion coe cient
can be found in Ref. 26]. In the sin plest approx—
In ation we dealw ith
d
D X)=Dogx(1 x)g =Dox (1 x)=C (x) (23)
Under the assum ptions above, the intercalant
transport is described by the di usion equation
wih an e ective di usion coe cient D k). The
latter requires an inform ation on the intercalation
isothem ). Then, based on the equilbbrium
properties, at a given concentration gradient, one,
at least in principle, can solve the kinetic problem .
N ote, that such a sin ple schem e should bem od-
i ed when the host conductivity changes rem ark—
ably upon the intercalation. Then the electronic
im pact should be taken into account. Also, we
do not consider other driving forces, lke extemal
eld or stress gradients, assum ing that the guest
concentration, x, is the only independent variable.
And nally, near the phase coexistence (g, stag—
ing) a system becom es non-uniform because of the
phase boundaries. T hen the form ulation ofthe ki-
netic problem m ust be coherent w ith the theory of
critical phenom ena (see B0] for a recent review ).
Starting from (8) and (23) we obtain

D ®)=Do&)+ Delx) @4)

where the rst temn is the standard LG part
Do®)= Dogx(1 x)@@xO and the elastic contribu-—
tion is given by
" #
d2 1] 4a" 2 d"d d2
Dea1= B S + — 2—— —0"
ot & S5 dx dx dx  dx?

wih B x) = Dgx(1 x). The diusion coe —

cient involves several com peting factors (strains,
stresses and their concentration derivatives). In
general it is not trivialto see whether D increases
or decreases w ith x. The situation is even m ore
com plicated for system s in which the lattice spac—
Ing does not obey the linear Vegard’s law , but has
In ection points separating di erent phases (eg.
staging in graphite or restructuring n Li,W O3).
Then the derivatives above m ay change sign w ith
the concentration. A 1so we see again that the load-
ing path has a signi cant contribution.

ForP dH , ( -phase) we recover the wellknown

result B,9]. The concentration induced intemal
stress Sp X) = XV, =V Increases the di usion
v,
D =Dy&®)+ B X) — ; (26)
Vo

where D ( (xX) is the stress free contribution (it cor—
regoonds to ¢ (), ie. the lattice gas description,
see above). Note that the non—-local stress e ects
[7,8] are not discussed here.

(Zgr:iyjng force r

Since, according to (23), the di usion coe cient

is jast an inverse of C x), D as a function of x
hasm inina Fig. 3), corresponding to the peaks
In the capacity curve. ForW O3 Fi. 3) the the-
ory workswellnearthe rstm ininum , but overes—
tin ates the di usion at higher x. A ssum Ing that
eq.(23) isvalid, we have also Inverted the capacity
data Fig.2) In oxrder to dem onstrate that there is
no "hidden" errors in the t for C x). Since the
equilbriim characteristics Fig. 2) are predicted
w ith a reasonable accuracy, then one of the source
forthe discrepancy could be our sin pli ed assum p—
tions on them obility. For instance, onem ight sup—
pose that eq.(23) does not work for higher x be—
cause the hoping D ¢ depends on the elastic prop—
erties. By the analogy w ith the two-din ensional
di usion R6], D ¢ is related to the lattice spacing.
T he latter decreases with x forW O3 [15], so that
the resulting D (x) would also decrease. Never—
theless the volum e change does not exceed several
percents R,15]. This cannot explain the two or—
ders of m agniude di erence in Fig. 3. T he lattice
anisotropy seem s also to be irrelevant because the

nal high x) structure is cubic, so the isotropic
approxin ation for the di usion and elastic proper-
ties is reasonable.

Tt is known R7]that LiW O3 changes is elec—
tronic conductiviy near the structural instability
com position. Then the ionic transport m ust cor-
relate w ith the transport of the neutralizing elec—
trons. Sin ilare ects occur n superconductors [B].
T herefore, the electronic m obility in pact (that is
absent from our approach) to the current should

? taken into acoount by incliding the additional
e = d ¢=dxr x. This contrioution
can be inclided into our approach, assum ing som e
m odel for the electronic structure, eg. —the rigid
band m odel. This would correct our predictions
forasmn allx (@ccording to R7], orx 0:1),butour
high-x estin ation would rem ain unchanged. W e
believe that the electronic e ects are not resoonsi-
ble forthe decrease ofD (x) at high concentrations.
Based on the fact R7]that the electrical properties
of LixyW O3 becom e m ore and m ore m etallic w ith
Increasing L i content, we m ay expect that our ap—
proxin ation r . = 0 becom esm ore reliable w ith
Increasing x. M oreover, if the conductivity e ects
were In portant, then the ionic di usion would in—
crease like this occurs In am orphous W O3 Imns
R8l.

On our opinion we dealw ith an interplay of sev—
eral facts. A lthough the m odelworks well In pre—
dicting the equilbrium properties, nevertheless it
is probably too sinple for the description of the
kinetics. In fact, the transport is assum ed to take
place In an In nite lattice through the hoping of
neutral species (Lit + e), ignoring the kinetics
other relevant phenom ena, like the charge transfer
(m etal/host, guest/host), the exclusion (perm se-



lectivity) e ect R0], the form ation of the passive
Jayer at the host/electrolyte boundary, etc. O n the
other hand, the experin entaldata on the di usion
are extracted from directm easurem entsem ploying
a theoretical m odel, which could dier (in some
details) from the one introduced here. Concem-—
ing the order of m agnitude estin ations, i should
be noted that the experim entaldata for the sam e
substance are usually di er signi cantly depend-
ing on the sam pl preparation, is size and the
scanning tim e interval. Therefore, the quantita—
tive description of the lonic transport is a delicate
problem requiring m utual theoretical and experi-
m entale orts. N evertheless, our estin ation of the
elastic e ects is qualitatively correct In predicting
that the system characteristics changes coherently
w ith the strain p x), and therefore, positions ofthe
minima Fig.3) x? are predicted correctly, in ply—
Ing a correlation between the D (x) behavior and
the strain developm ent.

Sin ilar siuation takes place for Ligraphite.
In Fig. 4 the nom alized interhyer spacihg for
graphite in the presence of ntercalated L1 is plot—
ted as a function of the guest com position. The

tting is preform ed using eq. (19) under a suiable
choice of the param eters p,, n, XJ. T he experi-
m ental data are taken from Refs. [12,13]. Our t
is rather reasonable, "catching" the fact that the
stage transfer com positions xg approxin ately cor-
resoond to the in ection points in p (x), where the
average Interlayer spacing changes sharply. Note
that we do not discuss the ne structure of the
phase diagram [12], such as dilute and liquid-like
phases for the sam e stage. T hese features are re—
lated to the the guest in-plane ordering which is
indistinguishable in the behavior of the interlayer
spacihg.

Having a reliable approxin ation forp x) we cal-
culate the di usion coe cient In the fram ework
outlined above. The tting to the experim ental
data [B1l] is shown In Fig. 5. It is seen that the
di usion slows down signi cantly near the stage
transfer com positions xg . Although the magni-
tude ofD (x) is close to the experim ental resuls,
the width ofthe m Inim a is underestim ated. N ote
that the tting isnot optin ized, that is, we did not
try to nd an optin alset ofthe param eters, which
givesequally good agreem ent forthe isotherm  (x)
and D (x). Nevertheless, as in the case of Li;,W O3
Fig. 3), there is a clear correlation between the
di usivity and the strain behavior.

V.CONCLUSION

In sum m ary, our approach in pliesthat them ain
equilbrium and transport features ofthe intercala—
tion system s which di er In theirm icroscopic de—
tails) can be wellunderstood in termm s ofa concen—

tration dependence of the hydrostatic parts of the
stressand strain elds, associated w ith the intemal
and loading e ects [6]. It is shown that the elastic
e ectsm ay Induce the criticalbehavior even ifthe
"direct" interaction between the guest species is
absent. A though the ionic transport is supposed
to be equivalent to the di usion ofneutral (ion plus
electron) species, the approach is exdble enough
to incorporate other transport m echanism m igra—
tion, or electronic m obility e ects).

The theory gives a quantitative description of

di erent Insertion processes, involring the volum e
(L igraphite) or restructuring (LixW O3). For all
these processes the theory in plies a correlation be—
tween the Intercalation isothemn and a concentra-—
tion dependence of the di usion coe cient. The
latter exhibit a set of characteristic m inim a, re—
lated to the boundaries between di erent phases
(like di erent sym m etry phasesofLi;W O3,
transition in P dH , etc) . H ow ever the experin en—
tal dependencies are usually sm oothed due to a
nite concentration resolution. For that reason
the criticality criteria, detem ined on the ground
of rigorous statistical m echanical argum ents (eg.
D (x) = 0 at the transition concentrations) only
approxin ately conform to the experim ental data,
exhibiting a sharp (put nie) decrease ofD .

Fora nonVegard’s strain variation the di usion
coe cient isa nonlinear (and nonm onotonic) func—
tion of the concentration 25). T herefore the dif-
fision equation for the concentration pro lewould
be strongly nonlinear. Then one can expect a
rather com plicated space-tim e variation, including
, for instance, oscillations [6] and other nonlinear
e ects.

O ur resulsm ay have in plication in various do—
m ans related to the insertion process, lke hydro—
gen sorption [1], electrochem ical intercalation, im —
purities in alloys, Jayered superconductors [3], vol-
um e transitions in hydrated gels 32], etc.
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FIG .1. Ligquid-gas coexistence curves for the layer
rigidity m odel in the absence of the direct interaction
W = 0.

FIG .2. D i erential capacity and the voltage (inset)
for crystalline LixW O3. The symbols corresoond to
the experim ental data [12]. The param etersp; = 0:7,
pz = 03, 1 = 5, = 15 %) = 005, x5 = 027,

=18, =001, W = 22.

FIG .3. The chem ical di usion coe cient for crys—
talline LikW O3. The symbols (up triangles) corre—
soond to the experin ental data R4]. T he param eters
are the sam e as for the previous gure.

FIG. 4. The average interlayer spacing for
Ligraphite. T he experim entaldata are extracted from
[12,13]. Thetheoretical tting isperform ed using equa—
tion (19), where p; = 028, 1 = 30, x) = 0:04,
pz = 022, , = 20,%x) = 025, ps = 05, 3= 10,
x3 = 075

FIG. 5. The chemical diusion coe cient for
Ligraphite. T he experin entaldata are extracted from
B1l]. The tting is done using equations (18) and (23)
where dv = 01, =05 = 01
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