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A bstract
A Iattice gas m odel of adsorption inside cylindrical pores is evaluated with M onte C arlo sin —
ulations. The m odel ncorporates two kinds of site: (@ line of) \axial" sites and surrounding
\cylindrical shell" sites, in the ratio 1:7. The adsorption isothemm s are calculated in either the
grand canonical or canonical ensembles. At low tem perature, there occur quasitransitions that
would be genuine therm odynam ic transiions in m ean— eld theory. C om parisonsbetween the exact

and m ean— eld theory resuls for the heat capacity and adsorption isothemm s are provided.
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I. NTRODUCTION

One of the m ost exciting elds In condensed m atter physics is the study of gases inside
porous media [I, 2]. Tts inportance stem s from questions of fundam ental physics (9.,
din ensional crossover and the role of disorder) and a num ber of relevant technologies 9.
catalysis, gas separation and storage) that utilize porosity. In som e systam s, the pores
are fully interconnected so that a gas atom entering at one point will eventually di use
throughout the porous dom ain. In other cases of Interest, ndividual pores are distinct, so
that the problem can be thought of as essentially independent pores, w ith perhaps weak
Interpore interactions. M any m odel calculations of this adsorption have been presented. A
large fraction ofthese consider the adsorption dom ain to consist of independent pores, either
for sim plicity or because that represents an accurate description of the geom etry.

In a recent paper (denoted I), we posited a particularly sin ple m odelofa nanoporous en—
vironm ent B]. T hat isa Jatticegasm odelw ith two kinds of site. O ne was a one-din ensional
(1D ) Iine of sites, which we call \axial" sites. Surrounding each axialsite isa st of 7 \cylin—
drical shell" sites. The number 7 is chosen as an estim ate of the ratio of shell to axial
densities for atom s of diam eter 3:5A In a carbon nanotube of radiis 7 A . Each shell site
has four shell neighbors and one axial neighbor. In the m odel, there are four Interaction
energies. V, is the potential energy of an axial atom due to its interaction w ith the host
m aterial, Vg is that ofa shellatom , is the interaction energy between ad-pcent occupied
sites ofthe sam e type, where > 0; o, isthe Interaction between axialand shell sites, w hich

could have either sign. T hus, the H am iltonian is
H =N_,V,+ NVs+ Hi @)

Here N, N ) is the number of occupied axial (shell) sites and the tem H i, involves both
nearest neighbor interactions of the sam e species (axialaxial and shellkshell) and the axial-
shell Interactions, w ith their respective couplings.

In I, the adsorption isothermm swere evaluated w ith m ean— eld theory M FT).That is, the
num ber of adsorbed particles (henceforth called atom s) was com puted for speci ed reduced
tamperature T = kg T= as a function of the reduced chem ical potential = = . The
resulting behavior found in I inclides a set oftransitionsassociated with  1ling the respective
sites. IfV, << Vg, the axial sites are occupied st @s Increases), whike the reverse is

the case If V, >> V. If, instead, the energies are sin ilar, there arises a \cooperative



transition", in which both sites are lled sinulaneously at low T and su ciently high
These transitions, however, are artifacts because true them odynam ic transitions cannot
exist in 1D .N evertheless, the behavior in the exact solution is here found to be very sim ilar
to that ofM F'T, in that the coverage rises very rapidly near a threshold value of . W enote,
however, that if there exists a transverse coupling between sites in neighboring pores such
a genuine transition does occur (@t a relatively high T —usually m uch higher than m ight be
expected from the strength of the the interpore interaction) [,4,45,'4,7,81.

In this paper, we consider the sam e Jattice gasm odel as that treated In I. The di erence
is that we here evaluate the systam ’s properties with the M onte Carlo M C) sinulation
technigque. M C sinulations of the lattice gas m odels have been em ployed In studying a
variety of adsorption and di usion problkms 1,:2,18,19,110]. Our method is discussed
In Section IT along with a test of its sensitivity to the assum ption of periodic boundary
conditions. Section ITI presents our results and Section IV sum m arizes and com m ents upon

them .

IT. MONTE CARLO METHOD

In the them odynam ic lim it, a nanotube is a 1D system from the perspective of phase
transition theory (only one length approaches in nity). Thus, it is expected that gases ad—
sorbed In isolated nanotubes should behave them odynam ically like 1D system s. In M onte
Carlo simulations, one represents the system with a uni cell of sites that is repeated peri-
odically. In order to test the accuracy of the sin ulations for various periodic cell sizes, we

rst perform G rand CanonicalM onte Carlo (GCM C) caloulations for a purely 1D line of
sites. Figl (@) show s a com parison between isothem s cbtained wih GCM C (for di erent
cell sizes) from M FT, and the exact solution for an in nite Ising lattice gas[[2]. Note rst
that a spurious sngularity (@n in nite slope) appears in theM FT curve, while no singularity
ispresent in the exact and M C results. GCM C yields resuls very close to the exact results
for cells consisting of 3 sites, replicated w ith periodic boundary conditions. W e conclude
that one does not need large cell sizes to sim ulate isothemm s for such a 1D system . A sin ilar
conclusion was found by Swift et alwhen m odeling adsorption in a porousm edium [Gl. A's
seen In Figl (o), speci c heat results obtained from CanonicalM onte Carlo sim ulations are
sim ilar to the exact ones (at half occupancy) for cells of about 50 sites (25 particlkes). The



variation w ith number of sites In the cell is consistent w ith the them odynam ic relation:
z 1
. Cy I)NdT = € Q) E Q)N @)
At half occupancy, the energy per particle at T = 1 is the sam e for any cell size; but at
T = 0, it depends on the num ber of particls present in one cell N ) because the ground
state of the periodic system at half occupancy consists of periodic islands of occupied sites:
E ©) = (] 1). Thus the heat capacity increaseswih N asseen In Figld.

To m ake contact with our previous M F calculations for the system nvolving axial and
shell sites, we take the unit cell of the system to consist of one axial and seven shell sites.
T he cell replicated periodically In sim ulations is ten lattice constants long, m eaning eighty
sites In total. W e perform sin ulations In the grand canonicalensamble to nd the evolution
of N wih , and sinulations in the canonical ensemble to nd the speci ¢ heat G (T)
when the total (axial + shell) number of particles is xed. The soeci ¢ heat is obtained

from energy uctuations according to the formula:
Cy=WNks)= KE*> <E>%)=ksT) 3)

N ote that, In the canonical ensemble, even though N is xed, the axial and shell densities
vary with T as particles m igrate from one shell to the other. This transfer process m akes

an Interesting contridoution to the speci ¢ heat, as described In the next section.

ITIT. RESULTS

Figures 2a, 2b and 2c com pare resuls from M F and exact calculations of adsorption
isothemm s In three cases which di er in either the rlation between V, and Vg or the sign of
the axialshell interaction, .. The case illustrated in F ig2a isone forwhich the shellphase
is energetically favored relative to the axialphase (Vg < V) and the axialshell nteraction
is attractive (.5 < 0). At T = 035, the shell 1ls In a nearly discontinuous way in the
exact calculation; this m ight be called a \quasitransition" because of that behavior. The
M FT, in contrast, exhbis behavior characteristic ofa rst-order transition (discontinuity)
at T = 0:5. In fact, the exact solution is num erically quite close to that ofthe M FT, so
that a transition m ight be (Ihcorrectly) nferred from experin entaldata that looks like this.
At the higher value, T = 1, the M FT shows crtical behavior (a divergent slope at half-
occupancy ofthe shell sites) while the exact result show sa sm oother shell- lling behavior. In



Fig. 2a, the exact results show the axialphase form ation tobe gradualat T = 05, while the
M FT behavior isthat ofa critical transition, shoe T = z J=2= 2 =4 = (05 isthe critical
tam perature of the axial phase transition Where z is the e ective coordination num ber, 2
for this transition) . Under these circum stances, the shell phase provides a spectator eld,
which a ectsthe crtical value of but not the critical tem perature In the M FT .

Fig. 2b digplays rather di erent behavior of the isothem s, a consequence of the fact
that V, and Vg are very sin iar Vo, = 20 and Vg = 18). As a resul, as discussed in I,
there occurs a cooperative transition, In which both axialand shell sites 1l together at the
quasitransition . M oreover, because of the higher coordination num ber (including axialkshell
attractions) In this case, the M FT crtical tem perature is pushed to a higher value than In
the case (discussed above) of very di erent values ofV, and V4. This feature ofthe M FT is
shared w ith the quasitransition of the exact solution. Evidence for this statem ent is seen In
the sin ilar steepness of the isotherm at T = 12 m Fig. 2b and thatat T = 10 in Fig.
2a; both have 10 90% widths "1,

Fig. 2c presents resuls that may seem ocounterintuitive at rst sight. This behavior is
a oconsequence of a repulsive axialshell interaction, wih V, < Vg. In this case, the axial
phase form sat a Iow value of , llowed at higher Dby the appearance of the shell phase.
T he arrival of the shell phase, however, drives out the axial phase because of their m utual
repulsion, so that the net increase in N isthe di erence between shell and axial occupancies
(6=7-1). Eventually, at even higher , the axial phase nally r=tums to the pore. This
behavior is precisely what is predicted n Twih the MFT, as isseen In  gure 2c. This
represents a situation where the two phasesdon’t \ t" particularly com fortably in the pore,
but su cient noentive, provided by , can induce their coexistence. A sociological analogy
to this behavior is a \m arriage of convenience".

Figure 3 digplays the speci cheat Cy (T) under the circum stances corresoonding to F ig.
2a, ie. V4 < V5 and an attractive axialshell Interaction. O ne cbserves two bum ps In the
data, nearT = 03 and T = 29, reypectively. At Iow T , all of the particles occupy shell
sites (not 1ling them complktely). The T = 0:3 peak isassociated w ith the loss of ordering
am ong these partickes; it would be a discontinuity mn M FT (due to reaching the coexistence
curve forthe transition found in thatm odel). The origin ofthehigh T (oroad peak) behav—
Jor can be appreciated from a com parison n Fig. 3between Cy (T) and s E )N =dT.

Here, the energy di erence E; E.) equals the site energy di erenceVy; V., plusa snall



correction due to the m utual Interactions in the shell and axial phases. Q uantitatively, the
peak region is described by the expected relation based on this Interpretation:

Cy"*(@T )=0kg)= E, E_)EN.=dT ) @)

T he broad peaks in both curves have maxina near T = 3. This sim jlarity indicates that

the peak is a kind of desorption peak, fam iliar in  In adsorption data. The di erence here
is that \desorption" m eans a transfer of particles from the the lower energy shell to the axial
phase as T increases. This happens, as expected, when kg T is of order the site’s energy

di erence,V; V.. The axialshell transfer heat capacity peak is analogous also to the peak

found in a recent study of adsorption on the outside of a bundle, attrbuted to the transfer
ofm olecules from the groove to the quasi- 2D surface of the tubes [11].

Figs. 4a and 4b ocom pare the behavior for two exam ples that di er in the size of the
axialshell energy di erence, V; V.. One st of curves corresponds to the case of a large
di erence, Justdiscussed, featuring thehigh T peak. T he other set describes the cooperative
quasitransition case, where the di erence is anall. The latter has its ordering peak at a
higher T than the fom er, as discussed earlier; in addition, there is no partick transfer peak,
as expected.

Fig. 5 compares two situations di ering in the sign of the axialshell interaction. As
expected, the transfer peak occurs at a Iower T when this interaction is attractive than
when i is repulsive; the reason isthat the axialparticlkeshave a low er energy In the attractive
case, s0 that the required excitation energy is an aller than in the repulsive case.

Fially, n g. 6 we explore the e ects of varying shell occupancy fraction, at xed
Interaction strength. A big di erence between the curves appears in the Iow T peak. For
shell 1ling fraction 2/3, the peak occursnear T = 04, lower than the other Ilings’ peak
value, T = 06. Thisdi erence can be understood from theM FT predictions. In that case,
the in—shell transfer term is due to evaporation from the condensed to the dilute phase. This
process stops when the condensed phase is evaporated com pltely, ie. when the systam
reaches the coexistence curve of the In—shell transition. The tam perature at which that
occurs is Iower at 2/3  1ling than near 1/2; the other curves shown are at 1/2 and 5/12,
resoectively. T he other notable feature in F ig. 6 is that the transfer peak occurs at lower T
In the 2/3 1ling case. This is probably due to the fact that the axial phase particles have

a lower energy in this case because of the attractive axialshell nteraction energy, which is



larger In m agnitude at high occupancy than at low occupancy.

Iv. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have presented results from M C simulations of a number of cases
Involving di erent energies and interactions. A comm on feature is that properties com puted
\exactly" bear a close ressmblance to those obtained from the M FT predictions. This

ndingm ight be surprising in view ofthe fact that the systam isessentially one-din ensional,
m eaning that the transitionsin M F T are sourious. N evertheless, as found previously in other
system s @], the MFT yields very reasonable predictions away from the transition points.
This nding suggests the broad utility of the M FT, a convenient situation because of its
sim plicity. From the experim ental point of view , the di erence between the two approaches
m ay not even be visbl. O ne should not, therefore, be surprised to see M F T -lke behavior
In such experin ental results.

In closing, we note an obvious Ilin itation ofthe lJattice gasm odel-isin exibility. Particlkes
can occupy only a set of predetermm ined sites prescribed by the m odel. Thism eans that a
user of the m odel should think carefiilly about the choices of site and interaction energies.
As Indicated in I, a wide varity of behaviors can be found that depend on this st of
param eters. P resum ably, this re ects the variety seen in the m any porous system s we are
trying to describe.

This research is supported by NSEF . W e are gratefil to Silvina G atica for helpfiil com —
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V. FIGURE CAPTIONS

1. Fractional site occupancy at T = 035 for a purely 1D array of sites: (@) O ccupancy as a
function of reduced cheam icalpotential. T he exact analytic solution (fullcurve) is com pared to
GCM C sinulations w ith various sin ulation cell sizes (1 and 3 sites), and to the M FT resuls
(dotted curve). ) Speci c heat as a function of reduced tem perature. Results of canonical
M C sin ulations w ith various num bers of sites (at half occupancy) are com pared to the exact
solution for an in nie system at half occupancy.

2.Mean Field isothem s are com pared to GCM C isothem s for three cases: a) shell and
axial energies di er appreciably Vg = 20;V, = 12:5) and axiakshell nteraction is attractive
(sa < 0) b) shell and axial energies are sin ilar Vg = 20;V, = 18) and axialkshell interaction
is attractive (sa < 0); and c) shell and axial energies di er by an Interm ediate am ount
(Vs = 20;V, = 24) and axialshell interaction is repulsive (g5 > 0)

3.Speci cheat (fullcurve, keft scak) and the transfer heat capacity (dashed curve, right scal)

from shellto axialsites asa function of reduced tem perature T , obtained w ith the param eter
st (@) ofFig. 2

4.\C ooperative" (fullcurve, Vg = 20;V, = 19) vs. \nom al" (dashed curve, Vg = 20;Vs = 10)

behavior in a) speci c heat calculations, and b) axial and shell densities

5. Speci ¢ heat com parison between attractive (53 < 0) and repulsive (g5 > 0) axialshell
Interaction. T he param eters used are: Vg = 20;V,y = 10;N N = 1=2 wWhereN, and N are
the num ber of particles and sites, respectively).

6. Speci c heat results for various number of particles: N =N = 1=2 (full curve), NN =

5=12 (dotted curve), and N N4 = 2=3 (dashed curve). The param eters used are: Vg =

20;vV, = 10.
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