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Abstract

A lattice gas m odelofadsorption inside cylindricalpores is evaluated with M onte Carlo sim -

ulations. The m odelincorporates two kinds of site: (a line of) \axial" sites and surrounding

\cylindricalshell" sites,in the ratio 1:7. The adsorption isotherm s are calculated in either the

grand canonicalor canonicalensem bles. At low tem perature,there occur quasi-transitions that

would begenuinetherm odynam ictransitionsin m ean-�eld theory.Com parisonsbetween theexact

and m ean-�eld theory resultsforthe heatcapacity and adsorption isotherm sareprovided.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

One ofthe m ostexciting �eldsin condensed m atterphysicsisthe study ofgasesinside

porous m edia [1,2]. Its im portance stem s from questions offundam entalphysics (e.g.,

dim ensionalcrossoverand the roleofdisorder)and a num berofrelevanttechnologies(e.g.

catalysis, gas separation and storage) that utilize porosity. In som e system s, the pores

are fully interconnected so that a gas atom entering at one point willeventually di�use

throughoutthe porousdom ain. In othercasesofinterest,individualporesare distinct,so

that the problem can be thought ofas essentially independent pores,with perhaps weak

interpore interactions.M any m odelcalculationsofthisadsorption have been presented.A

largefraction oftheseconsidertheadsorption dom ain toconsistofindependentpores,either

forsim plicity orbecausethatrepresentsan accuratedescription ofthegeom etry.

In arecentpaper(denoted I),weposited aparticularly sim plem odelofananoporousen-

vironm ent[3].Thatisalattice-gasm odelwith twokindsofsite.Onewasaone-dim ensional

(1D)lineofsites,which wecall\axial"sites.Surrounding each axialsiteisasetof7\cylin-

dricalshell" sites. The num ber 7 is chosen as an estim ate ofthe ratio ofshellto axial

densitiesforatom sofdiam eter� 3:5�A in a carbon nanotubeofradius7 �A.Each shellsite

has fourshellneighbors and one axialneighbor. In the m odel,there are fourinteraction

energies. Va is the potentialenergy ofan axialatom due to its interaction with the host

m aterial,Vs isthatofa shellatom ,�� istheinteraction energy between adjacentoccupied

sitesofthesam etype,where� > 0;�sa istheinteraction between axialand shellsites,which

could haveeithersign.Thus,theHam iltonian is

H = N aVa + N sVs + H int (1)

Here N a(N s)isthe num berofoccupied axial(shell)sitesand the term H int involves both

nearestneighborinteractionsofthesam especies(axial-axialand shell-shell)and theaxial-

shellinteractions,with theirrespective couplings.

In I,theadsorption isotherm swereevaluated with m ean-�eld theory (M FT).Thatis,the

num berofadsorbed particles(henceforth called atom s)wascom puted forspeci�ed reduced

tem perature T� = kB T=� asa function ofthe reduced chem icalpotential�� = �=�. The

resultingbehaviorfound in Iincludesasetoftransitionsassociated with �llingtherespective

sites. IfVa << Vs,the axialsites are occupied �rst (as � increases),while the reverse is

the case ifVa >> Vs. If, instead, the energies are sim ilar, there arises a \cooperative
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transition",in which both sites are �lled sim ultaneously atlow T and su�ciently high �.

These transitions,however,are artifacts because true therm odynam ic transitions cannot

existin 1D.Nevertheless,thebehaviorin theexactsolution isherefound to bevery sim ilar

tothatofM FT,in thatthecoveragerisesvery rapidly nearathreshold valueof�.W enote,

however,thatifthere existsa transverse coupling between sitesin neighboring poressuch

a genuinetransition doesoccur(ata relatively high T -usually m uch higherthan m ightbe

expected from thestrength ofthetheinterporeinteraction)[3,4,5,6,7,8].

In thispaper,weconsiderthesam elatticegasm odelasthattreated in I.Thedi�erence

is that we here evaluate the system ’s properties with the M onte Carlo (M C) sim ulation

technique. M C sim ulations ofthe lattice gas m odels have been em ployed in studying a

variety of adsorption and di�usion problem s [1, 2, 8, 9, 10]. Our m ethod is discussed

in Section II along with a test ofits sensitivity to the assum ption ofperiodic boundary

conditions.Section IIIpresentsourresultsand Section IV sum m arizesand com m entsupon

them .

II. M O N T E C A R LO M ET H O D

In the therm odynam ic lim it,a nanotube isa 1D system from the perspective ofphase

transition theory (only onelength approachesin�nity).Thus,itisexpected thatgasesad-

sorbed in isolated nanotubesshould behave therm odynam ically like 1D system s.In M onte

Carlo sim ulations,one representsthe system with a unitcellofsitesthatisrepeated peri-

odically. In orderto testthe accuracy ofthe sim ulationsforvariousperiodic cellsizes,we

�rst perform Grand CanonicalM onte Carlo (GCM C) calculations fora purely 1D line of

sites. Fig.1(a)showsa com parison between isotherm sobtained with GCM C (fordi�erent

cellsizes)from M FT,and theexactsolution foran in�niteIsing latticegas[12].Note�rst

thataspurioussingularity (an in�niteslope)appearsin theM FT curve,whilenosingularity

ispresentin theexactand M C results.GCM C yieldsresultsvery closeto theexactresults

for cells consisting of3 sites,replicated with periodic boundary conditions. W e conclude

thatonedoesnotneed largecellsizestosim ulateisotherm sforsuch a1D system .A sim ilar

conclusion wasfound by Swiftetalwhen m odeling adsorption in a porousm edium [6].As

seen in Fig.1(b),speci�cheatresultsobtained from CanonicalM onteCarlo sim ulationsare

sim ilarto the exactones(athalfoccupancy)forcellsofabout50 sites(25 particles).The
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variation with num berofsitesin thecellisconsistentwith thetherm odynam ic relation:

Z
1

0

CN (T)=N dT = (E (1 )� E (0))=N (2)

Athalfoccupancy,the energy perparticle atT = 1 isthe sam e forany cellsize;butat

T = 0,itdepends on the num ber ofparticles present in one cell(N )because the ground

stateoftheperiodicsystem athalfoccupancy consistsofperiodicislandsofoccupied sites:

E (0)= ��(N � 1).Thustheheatcapacity increaseswith N asseen in Fig.1.

To m ake contactwith ourpreviousM F calculationsforthe system involving axialand

shellsites,we take the unitcellofthe system to consistofone axialand seven shellsites.

The cellreplicated periodically in sim ulationsisten lattice constantslong,m eaning eighty

sitesin total.W eperform sim ulationsin thegrand canonicalensem bleto �nd theevolution

ofN with �,and sim ulations in the canonicalensem ble to �nd the speci�c heat CN (T)

when the total(axial+ shell) num ber ofparticles is �xed. The speci�c heat is obtained

from energy 
uctuationsaccording to theform ula:

CN =(N kB )= (< E
2
> � < E >

2)=(kB T)
2 (3)

Note that,in the canonicalensem ble,even though N is�xed,the axialand shelldensities

vary with T asparticlesm igrate from one shellto the other. Thistransferprocessm akes

an interesting contribution to thespeci�c heat,asdescribed in thenextsection.

III. R ESU LT S

Figures 2a,2b and 2c com pare results from M F and exact calculations ofadsorption

isotherm sin threecaseswhich di�erin eithertherelation between Va and Vs orthesign of

theaxial-shellinteraction,�as.Thecaseillustrated in Fig:2aisoneforwhich theshellphase

isenergetically favored relative to the axialphase (Vs < Va)and the axial-shellinteraction

is attractive (�as < 0). At T� = 0:5,the shell�lls in a nearly discontinuous way in the

exact calculation;this m ightbe called a \quasitransition" because ofthatbehavior. The

M FT,in contrast,exhibitsbehaviorcharacteristicofa �rst-ordertransition (discontinuity)

atT� = 0:5. In fact,the exactsolution isnum erically quite close to thatofthe M FT,so

thata transition m ightbe(incorrectly)inferred from experim entaldata thatlookslikethis.

Atthe higher value,T� = 1,the M FT shows criticalbehavior (a divergent slope athalf-

occupancyoftheshellsites)whiletheexactresultshowsasm oothershell-�llingbehavior.In
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Fig.2a,theexactresultsshow theaxialphaseform ation tobegradualatT� = 0:5,whilethe

M FT behavioristhatofacriticaltransition,sinceT� = z� J=2= 2� �=4= 0:5isthecritical

tem perature ofthe axialphase transition (where z isthe e�ective coordination num ber,2

forthistransition). Underthese circum stances,the shellphase providesa spectator�eld,

which a�ectsthecriticalvalueof� butnotthecriticaltem peraturein theM FT.

Fig. 2b displays rather di�erent behavior ofthe isotherm s,a consequence ofthe fact

that Va and Vs are very sim ilar (Va = 20 and Vs = 18). As a result,as discussed in I,

thereoccursa cooperativetransition,in which both axialand shellsites�lltogetheratthe

quasitransition.M oreover,becauseofthehighercoordination num ber(including axial-shell

attractions)in thiscase,theM FT criticaltem perature ispushed to a highervaluethan in

thecase(discussed above)ofvery di�erentvaluesofVa and Vs.ThisfeatureoftheM FT is

shared with thequasitransition oftheexactsolution.Evidenceforthisstatem entisseen in

the sim ilarsteepness ofthe isotherm atT� = 1:2 in Fig. 2b and thatatT� = 1:0 in Fig.

2a;both have10� 90% widths���
’ 1.

Fig. 2c presents resultsthatm ay seem counterintuitive at�rstsight. Thisbehavioris

a consequence ofa repulsive axial-shellinteraction,with Va < Vs. In this case,the axial

phaseform sata low valueof��,followed athigher�� by theappearanceoftheshellphase.

The arrivalofthe shellphase,however,drivesoutthe axialphase because oftheirm utual

repulsion,so thatthenetincreasein N isthedi�erencebetween shelland axialoccupancies

(6=7-1). Eventually,at even higher �,the axialphase �nally returns to the pore. This

behavior is precisely what is predicted in I with the M FT,as is seen in �gure 2c. This

representsa situation wherethetwo phasesdon’t\�t"particularly com fortably in thepore,

butsu�cientincentive,provided by �,can inducetheircoexistence.A sociologicalanalogy

to thisbehaviorisa \m arriageofconvenience".

Figure3 displaysthespeci�cheatCN (T)underthecircum stancescorresponding to Fig.

2a,i.e. Vs < Va and an attractive axial-shellinteraction. One observes two bum psin the

data,nearT� = 0:3 and T� = 2:9,respectively.Atlow T�,allofthe particlesoccupy shell

sites(not�llingthem com pletely).TheT� = 0:3peak isassociated with thelossofordering

am ong theseparticles;itwould bea discontinuity in M FT (dueto reaching thecoexistence

curveforthetransition found in thatm odel).Theorigin ofthehigh T� (broad peak)behav-

iorcan beappreciated from a com parison in Fig.3 between CN (T)and (E s � E a)dN a=dT.

Here,theenergy di�erence(Es � E a)equalsthesiteenergy di�erenceVs� Va,plusa sm all
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correction dueto them utualinteractionsin theshelland axialphases.Quantitatively,the

peak region isdescribed by theexpected relation based on thisinterpretation:

C
trans
N (T�)=(N kB )= (E �

s � E
�

a)(dN a=dT
�) (4)

The broad peaksin both curveshave m axim a nearT� = 3. Thissim ilarity indicatesthat

thepeak isa kind ofdesorption peak,fam iliarin �lm adsorption data.Thedi�erence here

isthat\desorption"m eansatransferofparticlesfrom thethelowerenergy shelltotheaxial

phase as T increases. This happens,as expected,when kB T is oforder the site’s energy

di�erence,Vs� Va.Theaxial-shelltransferheatcapacity peak isanalogousalso to thepeak

found in a recentstudy ofadsorption on theoutsideofa bundle,attributed to thetransfer

ofm oleculesfrom thegrooveto thequasi-2D surfaceofthetubes[11].

Figs. 4a and 4b com pare the behavior for two exam ples that di�er in the size ofthe

axial-shellenergy di�erence,Vs � Va. One setofcurvescorrespondsto the case ofa large

di�erence,justdiscussed,featuringthehighT� peak.Theothersetdescribesthecooperative

quasitransition case,where the di�erence is sm all. The latter has its ordering peak at a

higherT than theform er,asdiscussed earlier;in addition,thereisnoparticletransferpeak,

asexpected.

Fig. 5 com pares two situations di�ering in the sign ofthe axial-shellinteraction. As

expected,the transfer peak occurs at a lower T� when this interaction is attractive than

when itisrepulsive;thereason isthattheaxialparticleshavealowerenergyin theattractive

case,so thattherequired excitation energy issm allerthan in therepulsive case.

Finally,in �g. 6 we explore the e�ects ofvarying shelloccupancy fraction,at �xed

interaction strength. A big di�erence between the curvesappearsin the low T� peak. For

shell�lling fraction 2/3,the peak occursnearT� = 0:4,lowerthan the other�llings’peak

value,T� = 0:6.Thisdi�erencecan beunderstood from theM FT predictions.In thatcase,

thein-shelltransferterm isduetoevaporation from thecondensed tothedilutephase.This

process stops when the condensed phase is evaporated com pletely,i.e. when the system

reaches the coexistence curve ofthe in-shelltransition. The tem perature at which that

occurs is lower at2/3 �lling than near1/2;the othercurves shown are at1/2 and 5/12,

respectively.Theothernotablefeaturein Fig.6isthatthetransferpeak occursatlowerT�

in the 2/3 �lling case. Thisisprobably due to the factthatthe axialphase particleshave

a lowerenergy in thiscase because oftheattractive axial-shellinteraction energy,which is
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largerin m agnitudeathigh occupancy than atlow occupancy.

IV . SU M M A RY A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper, we have presented results from M C sim ulations of a num ber of cases

involving di�erentenergiesand interactions.A com m on featureisthatpropertiescom puted

\exactly" bear a close resem blance to those obtained from the M FT predictions. This

�ndingm ightbesurprisingin view ofthefactthatthesystem isessentially one-dim ensional,

m eaningthatthetransitionsin M FT arespurious.Nevertheless,asfound previouslyin other

system s [6],the M FT yields very reasonable predictions away from the transition points.

This �nding suggests the broad utility ofthe M FT,a convenient situation because ofits

sim plicity.From theexperim entalpointofview,thedi�erencebetween thetwo approaches

m ay noteven bevisible.Oneshould not,therefore,besurprised to see M FT-like behavior

in such experim entalresults.

Inclosing,wenotean obviouslim itation ofthelatticegasm odel-itsin
exibility.Particles

can occupy only a setofpredeterm ined sitesprescribed by the m odel. Thism eansthata

userofthe m odelshould think carefully aboutthe choicesofsite and interaction energies.

As indicated in I,a wide variety ofbehaviors can be found that depend on this set of

param eters. Presum ably,thisre
ectsthe variety seen in the m any poroussystem s we are

trying to describe.

This research is supported by NSF.W e are gratefulto Silvina Gatica forhelpfulcom -

m ents.
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V . FIG U R E C A P T IO N S

1.Fractionalsite occupancy atT� = 0:5 fora purely 1D array ofsites: (a)O ccupancy asa

function ofreduced chem icalpotential.Theexactanalyticsolution (fullcurve)iscom pared to

G CM C sim ulationswith varioussim ulation cellsizes(1 and 3 sites),and to the M FT results

(dotted curve).(b)Speci�c heat as a function ofreduced tem perature.Results ofcanonical

M C sim ulationswith variousnum bersofsites(athalfoccupancy)are com pared to theexact

solution foran in�nitesystem athalfoccupancy.

2.M ean Field isotherm s are com pared to G CM C isotherm s for three cases: a) shelland

axialenergiesdi�erappreciably (Vs = 20;Va = 12:5) and axial-shellinteraction isattractive

(�sa < 0)b)shelland axialenergiesare sim ilar(Vs = 20;Va = 18)and axial-shellinteraction

is attractive (�sa < 0); and c) shelland axial energies di�er by an interm ediate am ount

(Vs = 20;Va = 24)and axial-shellinteraction isrepulsive (�sa > 0)

3.Speci�cheat(fullcurve,leftscale)and thetransferheatcapacity (dashed curve,rightscale)

from shellto axialsitesasa function ofreduced tem peratureT�,obtained with theparam eter

set(a)ofFig.2

4.\Cooperative" (fullcurve,Vs = 20;Va = 19)vs.\norm al" (dashed curve,Vs = 20;Va = 10)

behaviorin a)speci�cheatcalculations,and b)axialand shelldensities

5.Speci�c heat com parison between attractive (�sa < 0) and repulsive (�sa > 0) axial-shell

interaction.The param etersused are:Vs = 20;Va = 10;N p=N s = 1=2 (where N p and N s are

the num berofparticlesand sites,respectively).

6.Speci�c heatresults forvarious num berofparticles: N p=N s = 1=2 (fullcurve),N p=N s =

5=12 (dotted curve), and N p=N s = 2=3 (dashed curve). The param eters used are: Vs =

20;Va = 10.
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