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A bstract

W e study the polydisperse Baxter m odel of sticky hard soheres (SHS) in the modi ed
M ean Spherical A pproxin ation M SA ). This closure is known to be the zero-order ap—
proxin ation (C0) ofthePercusYevik PY ) closure in a densiy expansion. T he sin plicity
of the closure allow s a full analytical study of the m odel. In particular we study stabil-
iy boundaries, the percolation threshold, and the gasliquid coexistence curves. Various
possbl sub-cases of the m odel are treated In details. A though the detailed behavior
depends upon the particularly chosen case, we nd that, In general, polydispersity in—
hiits instabilities, Increases the extent of the non percolating phase, and din inishes the
size of the gasliquid coexistence region. W e also consider the rst-order m provem ent of
themM SA (CO0) closure (C1l) and com pare the percolation and gasliquid boundaries for
the one-com ponent system with recent M onte C arlo sim ulations. O ur resuls provide a
qualitative understanding of the e ect of polydispersity on SH S m odels and are expected
to shed new light on the applicability of SH S m odels for colloidalm ixtures.
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I Introduction

In sterically stabilized colloidalm ixtures, particles are coated w ith polym er brushes to prevent
irreversble occulation due to van der W aals attraction ﬂ,‘]. If the solvent is a m oderate one,
a lowering of the tem perature yields very strong attraction with a range mudch kss than the
typical colloidal size. In m icroem ulsions of polydisoersed spherical w ater droplets each coated
by a m onolayer of sodium diZ-ethyhexylsulfosuccinate dispersed in a continuum of oil, the
droplkts Interact w ith each other via a hard core plus a short range attractive potential, the
strength of which increases w ith tem perature P]. For these system s, a very usefiil theoretical
m odel is the sticky hard sphere (SHS) m odel proposed by Baxter 3] Iong tin e ago for atom ic
liquids. In the original B axter solution [3,4] the one-com ponent O rsteinZemike (0 Z) integral
equation was analytically solved within the PercusYevick (PY) approxin ation. Successive
extension to m ixtures 'ﬁ], however, proved to be a form idabl task in view of the fact that a
large (in nite §) num ber of coupled quadratic equations ocught to be solved num erically in order
to have a com plete understanding ofboth them odynam ics and structure ofthem odel. This is
the reason w hy, to thebest ofourknow ledge, only binary m xtureshave been explicitly discussed
so far in this fram ework [§]. M oreover it has been proven by Stell [] that sticky spheres of
equal diam eter In the Baxter Iim it are not them odynam ically stable and size polydispersity
can be expected to restore therm odynam ic stability.

M otivated by this scenario, it was recently proposed {]] a sin pler approxin ation (mM SA
closure) having the advantage that also the m ulticom ponent case could be worked out analt—
ically g, 9]. Further analysis and com parison with both M onte Carlo M C) and PY results
{7,10,11] in the one-com ponent case, have shown that themM SA closure for Baxterm odel is
a reliable one up to experin entally signi cant densities. T he price to pay for this sin pli cation
is that only the energy equation of state gives rise to a critical behavior, the other two routes
yielding either a non-criticalbehavior (com pressbility), or a diverging equation of state (viral).

In this work we pursue this investigation by studying the m ulticom ponent version of the
m odel proposed in Ref. [1], and analyzing various consequences. W e rst solve the muli
com ponent version of Baxter m odel w thin the mM SA closure, and show that the solution is
equivalent to the one derived in Ref. B] ora com panion SHS m odel. T he solution, derived in
termm s of an auxiliary fiinction called B axter factor correlation, tums out to be form ally sim ilar
to that derived w ith the PY closure. However, and this is the crux of the m atter, the m atrix
function representing the stickiness param eters is unconstrained, unlke the PY ocounterpart.
In oxder to m ake further progress and derive the m ulticom ponent energy equation of state, a
further assum ption is necessary on the m atrix representing the stickiness param eters. A s dis—
cussed previously (see Ref. B] for details) a rem arkable sin pli cation ooccurs when the general
elem ent of this m atrix has the form of a sum of dyads (ie. it is dyadic). In these cases the
necessary m atrix nversion can be carried out analytically and all m easurable quantities can
then be com puted. Physically, this reduction to a dyadic form am ounts to assum e a relation
am ong polydispersity In size and polydispersity in stickiness, that is on the adhesion forces. In
addition to the two cases proposed In Ref. [8] (denoted asCase I and IT In the follow ing) and

IStrictly speaking we should distinguish between discrete polydispersity (m ulticom ponent m ixture with a
large number of componentsp 102 10°) and a continuous polydispersity correspondingtop ! 1 with a
continuous distrdbution of sizes or other properties. T his distinction w illbe speci ed in m ore details in Section
=1
V 1.



that proposed in Ref. [12] Case IV), we shall consider two further cases. The rst one (Case
ITT) is a physically m otivated variant of C ase I, w hereas the second one (Case V) has itsm ain
Justi cation in the sim plifying features occurring when one attem pts to go beyond themM SA
closure w ith a density perturbative approach (to rst order thiswillbe called C1, as in Ref.
{11, for reasons which w illbecom e apparent in the rest of the paper) .

Them ain results of our analysis are the follow ing. W e derive the instability curves in three
of the considered cases (Case I-II) within themM SA approxin ation and analyze the e ect of
polydispersity in som e detail. In order to test the reliability ofthemM SA approxin ation, we
also consider the rst-order correction (C1l) in the one-com ponent case and com pare w ith the
PY result.

Next we consider the e ect of polydispersity on the percolation threshold. This is an
Interesting phenom enon on is own right and has attracted considerable attention recently
fi3,14,15,10,11], being a paradigm atic exam ple of occulation instability. Tn particular, recent
M onte C aro sin ulations {10,11] on m onodisperse (one-com ponent) spheresw ith sticky adhesion
have clearly tested the perfom ance of analytical calculations based on the PY approxin ation
14, 15]. W e then study the percolation transition as a function of polydispersity in all above
m entioned cases within mM SA . Again we can discrin lnate the e ect of polydispersity on the
percolation line, and also com pare it with the rst-order correction C1, the PY approxin ation
and M C sim ulations in the one-com ponent case.

N ext we consider phase equilbbriim . A m apr obstack to the analysis of phase transition
In polydisgperse system s is posed by the fact that, in principle, one has to dealwih a large
(In nite) num ber of integral non-linear equations corresponding to the coexistence conditions
am ong various phases. In thism odel, however, as it also occurs In other sin plerm odels such as
hard spheres #S) [L§], van derW aals uids 7] and in m ore com plex cases such as factorizable
hard-sphere Yukaw a potentials 1§, 19], the task can be carried out in fulldetail in view ofthe
fact that the (excess) free energy depends upon only a nite number of m om ents of the size
distrbution function. In the particular case of two-phase coexistence, we derive the cloud and
shadow curves ofallCases In the mM SA approxin ation. W e com pare the resuls w ith those
derived earlier for a polydisperse van derW aals uid [17], and discuss analogies and di erences
In this respect. Finally we com pare the results of the mM SA one-com ponent case w ith the

rst-order correction, the PY approxin ation, and the results ofM C sinulations.

The pln ofthe paper is as ollow s. In Section Tl we de ne the m ulticom ponent SH S m odel,
give the solution for B axter factor correlation function In themM SA (C0) approxin ation, and
de ne the various C ases of polydispersion m odels taken under exam ; In Section I we give the
solution for B axter factor correlation finction in the C 1 approxin ation and show how CaseV is
particularly suitable to study the polydisperse system analytically; in Section V! we analytically
derive the instability boundaries; in Section Vi we nd analytically the percolation thresholds;
In Section [V T we derive num erically the two phase coexistence curves; In Section ¥ If we lay
dow n our conclusions and further developm ents.



IT Baxtermodeland modi ed M SA solution

In Baxter m odel of sticky hard spheres (SH S1), one starts adding to the hard sphere #HS)
potentiala squarewell tailw ith Q]

W= kTh — 8 R @1)
;5 () = —_— i3 r .
y 12 4Ry y ’ y 3 s
where 45 = (;+ 3)=2 (; being the HS diam eter of species i), R; ;3 denotes the well

w idth, kg isBolzm ann constant, T the tem perature, and the din ensionless param eter ijl 0
m easures the strength of surface adhesiveness or Stickiness’ between particles of species i and
J (i3 is also an unspeci ed Increasing function of T). The sticky lin it corresponds to taking
fRyg! £ y9.
The Baxter form of the O msteinZemike (O Z) integral equations for this m odel adm is a
very sin ple analytic solution if one uses the ollow ng m odi ed M ean Spherical A pproxin ation
(mM SA)

Cy () = fi5(x) for r 7 22)
where ¢ (r) and fi5 (r) = exp [ i3 (0] 1 are the direct correlation function and the M ayer
fiinction, respectively [ = (s T) ' ]. This can be easily inferred by using the form alisn

Introduced In Ref. [_7.]. A spointed out In that reference, themM SA closure can be reckoned as
a zero-order approxin ation In a perturbative expansion, and hence i w ill also be denoted as
C 0 henceforth. In term s of B axter factor correlation fnctions g (r), its extension to m ixtures
reads
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w ith p being the num ber of com ponents, ; the num ber density of soecies i, and

1
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W e rem ark that although Egs. £:3)-05) are form ally identicalto theirP Y counterpart, this

result is in fact sin pler In such they di er in the quantity K ;5 which in the PY approxin ation
reads 0]

1
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where yif ) ( i3) isthe contact value ofthe PY cavity function. In general, the param eters
can be detem Ined only num erically by solving a sst of p o+ 1)=2 coupled quadratic equations
20, 81, and thism akes the m ulticom ponent PY solution of lin ited interest from the practical
viewpoint. In particular a global analysis of the phase diagram proves to be a form idabl task
within the PY approxin ation B]. On the other hand, in view of the sinplicity ofEq. ©.6)
with respect to s PY counterpart Eq. @:7), this is indeed possble within themM SA (C0)
approxin ation. T he above resuls is, m oreover, fiilly equivalent to a parallelbut di erent sticky
H S model (SH S3) studied by us in previouswork [, 9]. Hence, asdiscussed in those references,
this analysis can be pursued analytically provided that K ;; has a dyadic form . To thisain ,we
consider polydisperse uidsw ith H'S diam eters distrbuted according to a Schulz distribution .

A s regards stickiness, we choose to kesp it either constant or related to the particke size.
T here are two m aln reasons for this. F irst, one expects the adhesion forces to depend upon the
area of the contact surface between two particles (see F ig. :]I), and hence on their sizes. Second
and m ore practical reason, is that this is a sim ple way of obtaining the required factorization.
A s the stickinesssize relation is not clearly understood, we consider ve di erent possbilities,
denoted as Case IV henceforth. T he three sin plest choices are

. h i
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where h i is the av?,rageHS diam eter (F i F ;xiF;, here x; = ;= isthemolar fraction of
speciesiwih =, ; the totalnumber density) and  is assum ed to depend only on the
tem perature, whilke the ram aining factor in ijl isam easure of stickness strength and is related
to the particle sizes. T he physical interpretation ofthese choices is the follow Ing. In Case Ithe
stickiness is assum ed to be proportional to the surface contact area of two colloidal particles
having average size h i, whereas In Case IT the adhesion of each partick is linearly related to
its size. Case ITI, nally, is a variant of C ase Iwhere one considers an average stickiness rather
than the stickiness of an average particle.

In allthese cases the K i(;.“M **) m atrix can be factorized as

Ko o = vy ; @ 11)

p— pP—
with Y, having dinensions of kngth (¥, = ~ 12 hi, Y= = 12 = 4, and Y; =
pP— =
12 ' h2i™ 1 Case I, II, and III, respectively). Note that Case I and IT have already
been exploited by us in previous work [B].
W e also consider a case sin ilar to that proposed by Tutschka and K ahl {12] (henceforth
denoted asCase IV)

1 1

= 7 (2.12)
i
2Here, or sin plicity, we disregard possible com plicancies ar_is:irlg from the fact that unphysically large par-
ticles are included in this analysis. T hese were discussed In Ref. I;Lg‘]




InthjscasetheKi(ijSA) m atrix can be written as a sum of three factorized temm s (as it can

be mm ediately inferred by expanding the square izj = (;+ j)2=4) and has the interesting
physical Interpretation of being proportional to the area of the actual contact surface 4 izj
betw een particles of species 1 and j. Finally, and for reasons related to the C1 approxin ation
that w ill be further elaborated below , we consider Case V de ned by the lnear (rather than
quadratic) dependence

1 l1hi

= ; @13)

ij ij

(mM SA)

in this case the K param eters can be w ritten as a sum oftwo factorized temn s.

IIT The C1 approxim ation

Tt was recently argued []] in the one-com ponent case, that themM SA (C 0) approxin ation can
be m proved by including the next order term In the density expansion of the direct correlation
function. Tts extention to m ulicom ponent m ixtures reads

X
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isthe rst-order coe cient in the density expansion of the partial indirect correlation fiinctions

i (r) . Asdiscussed in Ref. {11, ifwe retain In the PY clsure only the tem s corresponding to
the zero and rst-order expansion in density we recover the C1 approxin ation 3.0). & tums
out that Baxter factor correlation function can stillbe cast in the form , Egs. @3)-.5) but
the K ;5 param eters have the form

C1 C1
€1 _ go €D
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where the partial cavity finctions at contact for this closure are

v D) =1+ oo () (34)

Using n Eq. B4) fi; @) = (36b D+ (@€ i) 35=02 ), we nd after som e algebra



the follow ng result
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Because of the presence of the factor 1= 5 in Eq. B5), K l(jc " cannot be expressed as a sum

of factorized temm s if we use any of the Cases I, I, or ITI. Case IV, on the other hand, would
be tractable, but i would yield K l(jc Y asa sum of 14 factorized tem s (proportionalto [ §
wih n;m = 0;1;2;3 except n = m = 0;3) which is unm anageabl In practice. In Case V, on

the other hand, a great sim pli cation occurs and we nd

K=kt (i+ kit i ko s 3.6)
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where = 3 isthe packing fraction. The expression (3.6) is slightly m ore com plicated than
the Ki(;.“M %) treated with Case IV, because of the kg tem . This noteworthy feature is the

main jasti cation for the particular form ofCase V.

IV P hase instabilities

Our rst task is the analysis of the phase instabilities for the polydisperse system only in the
mM SA using Cases I, IT, and IIT.

T he next level of approxin ation (C1) is considerably m ore Jaborious (since the calculations
for the C1 approxin ation even in the sinpl case of Case V requires determm inants of n-dyadic
m atrices wih n > 4) and we shall lim it oursslves to the one-com ponent case for sin plicity.

IVv.l mM SA approxin ation for the discrete polydisperse system
For p-com ponent m ixtures, one can de ne the follow ing generalization of the Bhatia-T homton
concentration-concentration structure factor 21, 22, 23]
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where B (k)]jdenotes the determ lnant of the m atrix S (k) whose elam ents are the A shcroft—
Langreth partial structure factors 4. Furthem ore, the S ijl (k) functions are the elam ents of
the nverse of S k), which can be expressed as

X
S5 k=5 P Teyk=  Eni( K&k ; @2)

m

with ey (k) threedin ensional Fourier transform of ¢ (), &5 k) = 5 2 (5 )72 k) ;
and &; k) being the unidin ensional Fourier transform of g (r) (k is the m agnitude of the
exchanged wave vector, ;; the K ronecker delta).

Phase Instability corresoonds to the divergence of the long wavelength lim it S &k = 0),
which is related to the concentration uctuations. Taking into account the relations
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Wwhere K ¢ is the isothem al com pressbility, I the uni m atrix of order p, and C has elam ents
(3 j)lzzej_j k)1, Sce k= 0) can be reexpressed as
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For a one-com ponent system the divergence ofK ; signalsm echanical instability, associated
w ith a gasliquid phase transition or condensation. H owever, a m ulticom ponent uid usually
becom es unstable whilke K¢ remains nite and di erent from zero. In this case, it is the
vanishing of ® (0) which causes the divergence of Sc¢ (0) and produces a phase instability
£2, 23]. Ideed if one tries to caloulate the Iocus of points in the phase diagram ( ; ) where

ixiai = 0, using Cases I, II, or III, discovers that such curves disappear (the quadratic
equations N have a negative discrin inant) as soon as we sw itch on the size polydispersity
kttingh 2i6 h i°. W e rem ark that the exact nature ofthis instability requires am ore involved
analysis and it w ill be deferred to a future work.

T he com putation of ® (0) ; which usually becom es a form idable task w ith increasing p; is
rather sinple rthemM SA solution of Baxterm odelwhen K 5 is factorized as in Eq. £.11).
In fact, @ (k) becom es a n-dyadic (or Jacobi) m atrix

X (
®y= 5+ A B ;3= 1i:::5p) ; (4.6)
=1
w ith the rem arkabl property that its detem inant, which is of order p, tums out to be equal

to a detem lant of order n ( p for polydisperse uids) B]. The necessary expressions are
reported in A ppendix V Ii.



For factorized K i3's, one nds

®y 0= 5+ Z (1 j)l:2 : 33-+ ii 2i 33"‘ ? 12y 1;1i ]3-+ 55 i @)
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mn= ¢ BTYTL; 48)
h i denotes a com positional average, ie. b GPiixiFiG i).Notethat p,0= n:

W e em phasize that the decom position of Eq. {@.7) intoA |’ andBj( " isnot unique. H owever,
(?ij (0) ofCase I and IIT is 3-dyadic (ie. it containsn = 3 dyadic tem s), whik (?ij (0) ofCase
IT is sin ply 2-dyadic. A s a consequence, one has to calculate at m ost a determ inant of order 3.
The general result for all three cases is

1 2
S0 == AL+23)Q 12,0+ 3635, 4.9)

2

Physically adm issble states must satisfy the inequality & ) > 0 RJ] and the stability

boundary is reached when & (0) = 0, which yields

h 1 h ih2i * 32
% - - CaseI;
3 h 3i h 31 1+ 2
_ 1 )
= 175 Case II; (4.10)
§ h ih %1 h 2i3 372
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Ifthe HS diam eters ollow a Schulz distribbution, then the stability boundary ofC ases T and IIT
can be expressed as

8
3 1 1 3
< M M MZ21+ 2 Cae 1;
_ 1M o2 2 411)
3 1 M]_ 3
: —_— — Case I1T;
M, MZ21+2

whereM ;= 1+ js? withs= h 2 h { on i m easuring the degree of size polydispersity.

The uid is stablk at tem permtures’ higher than those given by the previous equations
(sihce ﬁ 0)3> 0). Let us now com pare two m ixtures with the sam e packing fraction but
di erent polydispersity degree s. Asdepicted n Fig. 2iat snall values, increasing s at xed

Iowers the stability curve of Case I and III. A s shown by the keft branch of the curve (the
opposite trend on the right hand side of the gure is not acosptable, since themM SA closure
can be a reasonabl approxin ation only in the low density regine) the onset of instability
occurs at ower . A s expected, polydispersity renders the m ixture m ore stabl w ith respect to
concentration uctuations. Q uite surprisingly, on the other hand, the stability boundary does
not depend on s at xed In Case IT, and allm ixtures w ith di erent polydispersity have the
sam e stability boundary as the one-com ponent case (s= 0).



Iv 2 C1 approxin ation for the one com ponent system

A s rem arked, the C 1 approxin ation yields ratherm ore com plex expressions and here we restrict
to the one-com ponent case. Yet, thisexam pk providesa avorofhow thisapproxin ation would

work In the m ulticom ponent case and could be com pared w ith the resul given by ® ©) = o.

For the one-com ponent system phase instability coincides w ith the divergence ofK 1 . A s from
Eq. (43)

o, 1+ 2 1 ey
= = - - = — =0 412
(ks TK ) a m 3 vy )l 0 “412)
where [see Egs. 34) and B5)]
v ()= 1+ w () ; @.13)
with
(=2 1, L. (4.14)
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T he curve for the onset ofm echanical instability is shown in Fig. 2 and com pared w ith the
PY one

10 9=@ )+ 14
= : (4.15)
2@+ 2 )

O ne clkarly sees that the C1 stability boundary lowers and shifts to the left in agreem ent w ith
thePY resul.

V  Percolation threshold

In view of the sin plicity ofthemM SA (C0) solution, one m ight expect that other quantities,
besides those discussed so far, can be com puted analytically. W e now show that this is indeed
the case. The problm we address in this section is continuum percolation. Thisproblem is far
from being new R6]. Howevernew activity along this line hasbeen stirred by recent and precise
M onte Carlo results for the one-com ponent case {10, 11], and it is then rather interesting to
consider its m ulticom ponent extension. For the sake of com plteness we now recall the basic
necessary fom alisn {3, 14,15].
In the sticky lm it the partial Boltzm ann factors read
o
ey = @ )+ lj T ) (GNY)
1]
where isthe Heaviside step function and the D irac delta function.
W hen studying percolation problem s in the continuum is usefiil to rew rite the Bolzm ann
factor as the sum of two term s 26,131 e @) = e (r) + € (r), where

ey = @ ) (52)
K
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The corresponding M ayer functions w illbe fi5 (r) = £ @) + £ (r), with

fij ) = = (r) 1; G4
f,0 = e @ : G .5)

T he procedure to obtain equations of connectedness and blocking functions from the usual
pair correlation functions and direct correlation fiinctions is best describbed through the use of
graphical language. Ifwe substitute f;; and ffj bonds for f;5 bonds in the density expansions
for these functions, then the connectedness fiinctions, which we will indicate with a cross
superscript, are expressed as the sum s of those tem s that have at least one ffj bond path
connecting the two root vertexes. T he sum s of the ram aining tem s In the expansions give the
blocking functions.

T he percolation threshold corresponds to the existence ofan in nite cluster of particles and
is given by the divergence of the m ean cluster size P8, 13]

X Z
Sc]uster = 1+ Xin drh; (r)
1] X =
= Syy k= 0) ®:x3) 7S5 k= 0) ; 56)

i3

where hJ.lrj (r) is the pair connectedness fiinction (rlated to the pint probabiliy of nding a
particle of species i and a particle of species j at a distance r and that these two particles are
connected) and

Si+j k) g+ (197 sz k) : 6.7)

Since hflrj (r) is related to the so called direct connectedness function cij (r) through an O Z
equation, one can use Baxter form alism again, Introducing a factor function qu (r). Ifwe now

dene®, k)= 5 2 (;9)7H, k), then i results that

X

spk) = @0 @ (k) 5.8)

and thus

X
Scmser = S5 0) ; (5.9)
w here
X p_

Sn (0) = x® 5 0 : (5.10)

i

C learly @f;jm (0) divergesto In niy when j§+ (0)j= 0, and this relation de nes the percolation
threshold.

A nother Interesting and related quantity is the average coordination number

X Zi'

J
z = 4 ;X3 hi, (r)r’ dr : (5411)
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V.1l mM SA approxim ation

ThemM SA closure for & (r) is

c,)=f,@®=0 r> 4; 5.12)
On the other hand when r 13 we have = (r) = 0 and fi+j (r) = ey (r), so we must have
exactly
hi; ) = e;@yy @+ £ @y @)

= ey ()yiy ()
0

= Il_jYij( ) @© gy r it (613)

1J

W ithin themM SA we have for the cavity function at contact [7,]
vis(35) =1 foralli;j: (5.14)

Follow ing the sam e steps of Chiew and G landt [I4, 13] we then nd (see Appendix V I for
details)

CII]- =Ky @ Ly (5 1) :° (5.15)
From whith i ollow s
&, 50)= 5 2 (137K 5 (5.16)
W ithin Cases I, IT, and IIT
&, 4300 = 5+ a) b; ; 517)
& = 2wy (5.18)
5 = Pxyy g (5.19)

Now from Eq. (6.17) ollowsthat ®, ;i3 (0) isa 1-dyadic form . U sing the properties of dyadic

m atrices (see Appendix ¥V IJ) we then nd

Bl )= —— 5] ; (520)
T P & tral b
where
#, 03=1+a" b=1 12;,: 521)

From Eq. (5.10) we nd
" X #
1 _ _
§ 0= —— "% a+a b B pxia; ; 522)
£, 03 ;
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and from Eq. .9)
24 o o 144 H 2-
171 071 22 051

S =1+ —_— 523
clster ol 124, o I 121,)? ©23)
T he percolation transition ooc%rs when
h i 1
% - = Cas=e1I;
< hidi M lM 2
= Case IT; (524)
2 hih?i 1
: - = — Case ITT :
h 3i M 2

The threshold is independent of s at xed for Case II, but lowers with ncreasing size
polydispersity In Cases I and ITI. The curve is sin ply a straight line, as a consequence of the
m ean— eld character ofthemM SA (C0) closure. T he qualitative result found w ith C ases I and
I1T is however interesting. For the average coordination number we nd from Egs. ¢.II) and
613)

T X
Z = 4 Xj_XjK ij i
i
24
= —— 11 ox ©25)
80
% h i
2—h 3 Case1I;
_ i
B 2 h ih %i
2— T Case IT,IIT
i
At the percolation transition we then nd
2 C IIT ;
7 = ase LIII ; (526)

2=M , CassII:

Usinhg Case IV &, ;5 0) tums out to be 3-dyadic; the percolation transition occurs when
. 0)3= 0, ie.

s @+ 7%) 2 s® 3
- -+ - =0: 527)
81+ 3s%+ 2s%) 161+ s2) 1+ 252)?
The solution = = p(s) such that p(0) = 1 is a m onotonously decreasing function w ith
Jir} p(s) = 0:756431 ::: : 528)
s!

Then wih this Case we nd that increasing the polydispersity the non-percolating region of
the phase diagram dim inishes.

W ith CaseV C]?+ i3 (0) tums out to be 2-dyadic, and the percolation transition occurs when
s !

hjl12i+ h i3
h 3i h3i 2
r

1 1
— + —; (529)
M, MM, 2

which has the physical behavior already found w ith Cases I, IT, and III.
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V 2 C1l approxin ation with Case V

A s ramarked, In Case V we can work out the percolation threshold equation even w ithin the
C1 approxin ation. From Eq. $.I3) we have exactly
K e
ij__C
him=—lyS () € 9 r oy (5.30)
ij

C1)

where y;; ' ( i) is given by Egs. (3.4). For the closure condition of the direct connectedness

function we nd again

1)
m  in

L+

;@ = f£5@+ £ (r) + £, (@) n i (@)

= 0 r> 4 ©31)

since £ () = f;(0) = 0 orr> 4. To determ ine g (r) we then ollow the sam e steps as for
themM SA cass and we nd

(G

G, =Kyy () € Iy (5 10: (5.32)

W hen we msert K ;; from Eq. (3.8) ito the expression for ®, ;;0) e Eq. §.16)] this
becom es a 4-dyadic m atrix whose determm inant is

X6 ,
£, 03=1+ s )»=1; 5 33)

=1

where the coe cients q; (s; ) are given in A ppendix'V II.

T he percolation threshold is the solution of ﬁJr (0)j= 0. This is an algebraic equation of
order6In .W ecan plotthe correct root ( ) fordi erent values ofpolydispersity, as reported
in Fig. 3. W e see that increasing the polydispersity increases the non-percolating phase. O ne
can clarly observe a clear Inprovem ent from the mM SA (C0) approxin ation although the

! 0 lmm it is still qualitatively di erent from the PY onecomponent case. It would be
Interesting to study if the \true" percolation threshold passes through theorigin ( = 0; = 0)
(@s occur in the CO or C1 approxin ations) orhasa nie lmi ( = 0; = ) (@s i occur for
m onodisgperse uidsn thePY approxin ation wih = 1=12). Even iftheM onte Carl results
ofRef. [LU, 1] are nconclusive in this respect, physically it is plausible to assum e that at very
Iow density the average num ber of bonds per partick is not su cient to support large clusters
at alland we would tend to favour the rst scenariv 7.

For the one-com ponent system the average cluster size is

1 1
Semster = 1+ H' (0)= =
e T T 20 B or
1
= : 534
L ¥O()=1 639

3In this respect both C 0 and C 1 would be m ore precise than the PY closure and this is a rem arkablke feature.
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T he percolation transition occurswhen y©Y ()= or

2 3?2+ 3% 1 9 + 302
N 1 12 + 302 : ©35)

In Fig. 4 we com pare our result for the onecom ponent (s = 0) system with the PY resuk of
Chiew and G landt {[4] and the M onte C arlo sin ulation ofM iller and Frenkel 10, 17].
T he average coordination num ber becom es

7z =2-y°V(); (5.36)

and at the percolation transition we nd Z2 = 2.

VI Phase equilibrium

Phase equilbriim is another interesting aspect which can be analyzed in full details w thin
ourm odel. Tt was pointed out in Ref. [¥] that the equation of state derived from the energy
route for a one-com ponent system of sticky hard soheres in the mM SA approxin ation is van
der W aals lke. The sam e holds true for the system studied w ith the C1 approxin ation. Ik is
worth stressing that the equation of state derived from the com pressibility route cannot yield a
van derW aals Joop since from Ed. @:.5) R(P)=@ >0 :f:. O n the other hand the equation of
state derived from the virial equation hasbeen shown to diverge for them M SA approxin ation
{11 and we anticipate that it also diverges for the C 1 approxin ation. T his is the reason why we
focus our analysis on the energy route in the present work.

In this section we will nd the binodal curves for the polydisperse systam treated w ith the
mM SA (CO0) approxin ation and for the one-com ponent system treated with the C1 approxi-
m ation. The coexistence problm fOr a polydisperse system is, in general, a m uch harder task
than its one-com ponent counterpart, sihce it involves the solution of a Jarge (in nite) number
of integral non—-linear equations. But we w ill see that since our excess free energy is expressed
In temm s ofa nite number ofm om ents of the size distrbution function (a sim ilar feature oc-
curs for polydisperse van der W aalsm odels 7], for polydisperse HS [14] and for Y ukaw a-lke
potentials [1§,719]) the coexistence problem can be sin pli ed and becom es num erically solvable
through a sin ple N ew ton-R aphson algorithm [see Eq. (6.6)—-(6.8)]. T he necessary form alisn to
this ain can be found In a recent review [1§], and we willbrie y recall it next.

V Il From a discrete to a continuous polydisperse m ixture

Consider a m ixture m ade of p com ponents labeled i= 1;:::;p, containing N © particles and
with density @, which separates, at a certain tem perature , intom daughter phases, where
each phase, labeled = 1;:::;m, has a number of particles N () and density (. Let the
m olar fraction ofthe particles of species iofphase be xl( ) , = 0 ocorresponding to the parent
phase. At equilbrium the follow ing set of constraintsm ust be ful lled: (i) volum e conservation,
(i) conservation of the total num ber of particles of each species, (iii) equilbriim condition for

P
“Even though it m ay happen that one has loss of solution of | x;af fr certain values of the density, as
occurs for the Percus Yevick closure l[_j].
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the pressures P ¢ ( ; ¢ );fxi( 'g), and (i) equilbriim condition for the chem ical potentials
i( Y ’;fxi( 'g). This set of constraints ©m a closed set of equations (see A ppendix ¥ It
or details) orthe @+ p)m unknowns ¢’,x‘? =N =N @ and Xl( "wih i= 1;:::;p and
= 1;:::;m . Extension to the polydisperse case wih an in nite num ber of com ponents is
achieved by sw itching from the discrete index variable i to the continuous variable using the
follow ing replacem ent rule

x ! F()d ; (61)

whereF ( )d isthe fraction ofparticlesw ith diam eter in the nterval ( ; + d ). The function
F ( ) willbe called m olar fraction density function orm ore sim ply size distribution function.
N otice that, due to this replacem ent rule, we also have

PO Vi’ t PO O F D) 62)
Do Ol O OO 6.3)

ie. the them odynam ic quantities becom e functionals of the size distribution function and
the equilbrium conditions (ii)—(i7) has to be satis ed for all values of the continuous variable

. The phase coexistence problem that now oconsists In solving the constraints (i)—(iv) for the
unknowns (', x(),and F ‘) () or = 1;:::;m, tums out to be a rather ©om idablk task
hardly solvabl from a num erical point ofview . Fortunately, as outlined in the next subsection,
for ourm odel a ram arkable sin pli cation occurs.

V I.2 Truncatable excess free energy

A s is descrbed in the next subsection, the excess free energy of our system is truncatable: it
isonly a function ofthe threemom ents 3, i= 1;2;3 of the size distrbution function [see Eqg.
©.12) orCase I, 0, IIT, IV, and V treated with mM SA, and Eq. (©26) for Case V treated
with C1]. So we have the follow Ing sim pli cation

PO, O FOD PO O ) 6.4)
O OFOD v O 98 Vg 6.5)

where £ 1( 'g is a short-hand notation for 1( ' 2( ¥ 3( ', It tums out that the twophase m = 2)

coexistence problm , the one In which we are interested (We are thus concentrating on the

high tem perature portion of the phase diagram ), reduces to the solution of the ollow Ing eight

equations in the eight unknowns @, @, f Mg, and f “g
Z

[ O O (; ;0. 0, @.¢ (l)g.f

i r= i

(Z)g)F (0)( ) id ;

i 6
%= 1;2;3 =1;2; (6.6)
1 = Q()( ; (0); (1>,. (2>;f i(l)g;f i(2>g)F (0>( yd ;
=1lor2; ©.7)
PY(; Y Mo =P?(; 9 Pg; (6.8)
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w ith

©) (

exc

(g O =

and

@) ha 1+ 1e ) 69)
( 1) (O)) + ( ©) ) )e exc I .
;o (2),. u_? (2)]) exc(l) ( ;s (1); IF (1)]) ; (6_]_0)

exc exc(2) ( ;

where we indicate w ith the superscript exc the excess part (over the ideal) of the chem ical
potential. For a com plte derivation ofEqgs. 6.6)—{6.8) see Appendix V IT.

V I3 Them odynam ic properties

In order to obtain the equation of state of ourmodelEq. @.1) from the energy route, one

exploits the ollow ing exact result 4]

Z
@ AeXC:I\]' X @ A ia
@ . @
i3
X R ij )
= 2 XX — ey (N)yyy (©)r°dr
i3 4
X 17 %8 1 Ry )
= 2 XiX4— ———— i ()r°dr :
3 s 2 gRy g
Upon taking the sticky 1im it we nd
@ ( AS*eN ) 1X 1,
e = hi S S S i) * (6.11)
ij

VI3l mM SA approxim ation

bty

W ithin themM SA approxin ation the partial cavity fiinctions at contact are allequalto 1 so

from Eq. (6.11), after integration over  from

AV 00

The pressure can be found, from P=

Psus (7 7£i9) PBus

6

= 1 (hard sphere case), we nd

13
- Cas=1I;

0
1
— 21 Case I1, 11T ;
11 (612)
—2(312"' 03) CaselV ;
11 ;
—— 1 2+ — Cas=V :

2 0

= (@(A=N)=@

exc EXC)

(; ;fi9)]= SH% Fas) (6.13)
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where or Py s we use an equation due to Boublik, M ansoori, C amahan, Starling, and Leland
BM CSL) P17, 28] which reduces to the C amahan-Starling one when s= 0,

3
0 12 2 32
- P HES = Z = + 3 + 3 614
6 as (7 7£:9) HS 0 1 3 il )2 il NE il NE ( )
B 1 3 1 s 37 3 M,
"1 @ M, @ ¥y a } M2
T he excess free energy ofthe polydisperse hard sohere system iscbtained integrating (Zy s
1)= over ,from = 0, and recalling that the excess firee energy is zerowhen = 0. W e then
nd R3]
ATES M 3 1 M
HS — 4 —+ — 1ha )
N @ fMm7 1 M M,
3 3
2 12 2
- + 3 + 1 nh@ ) : (6.15)
0@ 22 0@ 3 o2 ’

Note that both AS s and A depend upon only a nite number ofmoments , and this is

the crucial feature for the feasbility of the phase equillbbrium , as rem arked.
Forthe cham icalpotential ;= Q@( A=V )=0Q ; we nd affer som e algebra

(o if) = ge+ O+ gL+ M4
IEZJSJF Rl 2 SJSJF S 6.16)
where
05 = hd ) 617)
HS 3/ 7
iy = 3,20 3 (6.18)
2 2
iy = 32 @ +3.=0 9+ 32 =0 3)?; (6.19)
3 3
Bl > > 3
HS 2_23 hd 3+ o —2 =1 3+ 312 — =1 )%+
3 3 3
3
2-2 =q1  3)’: 6.20)
3
and
8 13
% ——2 Cas1I;
0
<0 Case IT, 11T ;
M= 1 s 621)
% —— Cas=lv ;
1 3
: 2L casvVv ;
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8

132
§ - Cas=1I;
<

1
0] - 5 Case1I1, 11T ;
—T Cae 1V ;
11 z
—— ot — CassV ;
2 0

8
0 Cas=1I;
1
% -1 Case IT1, 11T ;

Rl _ 13, (623)
—— Cas= 1V ;
4
1,
- Ca=V ;
2
8
§ 0 Cas=1I;
0 Case II, 11T ;
Bl = 1, (6 24)
% —Z Cae 1V ;
O CaseV ;

It is noteworthy that if we retain in the expression (6.14) for Py s, only the rst tem,
then our Case IV coincides w ith the van der W aals m odel of Bellier< astella et. al. [17]wih
n= 1;1= 0, upon dentifying 4 w ih the tem perature used by these authors.

VI32 C1l approxin ation with Case V

In analogy w ith what we have done before, we now consider the C1 approxin ation forCase V.
Using Eq. 34) nto Eq. (6.11)

@(Aexc=N):12_ kohi+k1 h %i+ h i . thjhi 625)
Q h 3i h 3i h 3i
Integrating from = 1 we nd
Ss AFS) _ 1 hf£ hini
N 2  h?3i h 3i

2 1 hih?3i hn h i%h 2i?
— = + +3
2 h 3i h 3i h 3i2
1 1h i*h 2i? N 3h i*h ?%i
2 4 h3j? 4 h 3i2
3 72n 312 24 h 342 !
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For this case we lin it ourselves to study the coexistence problem for the one-com ponent
system . In table I we com pare the critical param eters cbtained through the energy route for
themM SA,C1,PY approxin ations and M C sim ulation, for the one-com ponent system .

N otice that, as already pointed out in Ref. [}], a density expansion of y( ) within the
PY approxin ation gives to zero-orderthe y( ) ofthemM SA approxin ation and to rstorder
the y( ) ofthe C1 approxin ation (@s should be expected com paring the density expansions of
the closures corresponding to these approxin ations). So at low densities Zgy s from mM SA,
Cl,and PY should be com parable. From table we see that the true critical param eters are
between the PY and the C1 ones.

In Fig. 4 we depict the binodal curve obtained from the C1 approxin ation for the one—
com ponent system and we com pare it with the PY binodal curve (Obtained from the energy
route) [f]and the one resulting from theM C sinulation ofM illerand Frenkel {11]. Rem arkably,
the gasliquid coexistence curve predicted by C1 lies closer to the M C data than the one
predicted by PY on the gasbrandh and further on the liquid branc.

VI4 Num erical results

In this section we describe the num erical results obtained from the solution ofEgs. (6.6)—(6.9)
forthe SHS in themM SA , through a N ew ton-R aphson algorithm .

W e rstdetem ined the cloud and shadow curvesby solving Egs. (6.6)-(6.8) for the particu—
hrcasehwhichwesst @ = @ sothatF Y ( )=F @ (). Thecbud curve .( ) issuch that
the soutions @ ( ), @ () ofthe fullcoexistence probkm given by Egs. {6.6)—638), ora xed

© the coexistence or binodal curves), have the property that for a certain tem perature o,
D)= c(o)= @, iethedensity ofphase 1 ends on the cloud curve. The shadow curve is
the set of points 4 ( ) I equilbrium with the corresponding cloud curve, ie. @ ()= (o),
the density ofphase 2 ends on the shadow curve. T he interception between the cloud and the
corresponding shadow curve gives the criticalpoint ( or; o):when @ = thetwo solutions
Wy, @ () meet at the critical point.

In orderto nd the cloud and shadow curves we choose as the parent distrbution F © ( ) a
Schulz distrbution with h i=1, and the niial conditions, for the N ew ton-R aphson algorithm ,
In the high temperature  and low polydispersity s region. O ur starting conditions for the
solution are

o= G 627)
o= (6.28)
, ) = < O+ &) ; 629)
;0 = < arsharash; (6.30)
for = 1;2, where c(,lc) and éi) are the ocoexistence densities at a tem perature for the one

com ponent system . O nce the cloud and shadow curves are detemm ined we proceed to nd the
coexistence curves for a given m other density.

In Fig. § we depict the cloud and shadow curves cbtained with our Case I for two rep—
resentative values of polydispersity, s = 0:d1 and s = 0:3. For com parson the coexistence
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curve of the one com ponent system (s = 0) is also reported. A s polydigoersity increases, the

critical point m oves to lower densities and lower tem peratures (o /7 0:094; o 7 0249 at

s= 0, " 0093; o’ 024 ats= 0d,and " 0085; o’ 0197 at s = 03). Let

usnow x s= 03, a value corresponding to a m oderate polydispersity. Again in Fig. § we

depict three coexistence curves upon changing the m otherdensity @ = 008, © = 025, and
©=90a97" .

A 1l these curves closely resam ble the corresponding ones obtained for the polydisperse van
der W aals m odel [I}], In agreem ent w ith previous results. In Fig. '§ we show how the two
daughter distrbbution fiinctions (@t s = 03 and © = ) dier from the parent Schulz
distrbution (@ process usually called fractionation), for two di erent values of tem perature

= 0:084 and = 0078.

Next we oconsider di erences In the critical behavior with resgpect to changem ent In the
Case. In Fig. 7} we show the cloud and shadow curves obtained using Case I, IV, and V at
s= 03.W hike forCase T and V the crtical point is displaced at lower tem perature and lower
density respect to the m onodisperse system , the critical point ofCase IV isdisplaced at higher
tem peratures and lower density. T he cloud curves ofC ase IT and ITT have a low density branch
that does not m eet the high density one as soon as s > 0; m oreover, the cloud curve does not
m ect the corresoonding shadow curve, so there isno criticalpoint. W e are not aware of sin ilar
features In other polydisoerse m odels, although this is of course to be expected In other cases
aswell.

VII Conclusions

In this work we have perform ed an extensive analysis of the phase diagram for Baxter SH S
m odel In the presence of polydispersity. In soite of its sin plicity, this m odel has been proven
to be extrem ely usefiil in the theoretical characterization of sterically stabilized colloids. These
system s are, however, a ected by intrinsic polydispersity in som e of their physical properties
(size, species, etc) and hence the e ect of polydispersity on the corresponding theoreticalm od—
els cannot be overlooked and is then a rather interesting point to address. As only form al
m anipulations ] can be carried out for the m ulticom ponent Baxter SHS m odelw ithin the PY
approxin ation, we have resorted to a sin pler closure mM SA ) to which thePY closure reduces
in the lin it of zero density and that was recently shown [}]to reproduce rather precisely m any
of the Interesting features of ts PY oounterpart. O ur analysis has also been inspired by re-
cent results by M iller and Frankel {11] who showed that Baxter SHS m odel coupled with PY
closure reproduced fairly well theirM C data in the one-com ponent case. W e have studied the
e ect of polydispersity on phase stability boundaries, the percolation phase transition, and the
gasliquid phase transition. W e have considered ve di erent cases of polydispersity. This is
because there is no general agreem ent on the way in which adhesion forces are depending on
the size of particles. C ase I and IT had already been discussed in previous work by us B], Case
ITT is a varant of Case I, whereas a case sin ilar to Case IV had been em ployed by Tutschka
and K ahl f12]. Finally Case V hasbeen speci cally devised to cope w ith approxin ation C1. In
soite of the apparent redundancy of all these sub-cases, we believe that each of these exam ples
has a reasonabl interest on its own, and hence we have nclided them all In our discussion.

W e studied the Instability boundaries and the tw o-phase coexistence problem ofpolydisperse
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SHS system in themM SA (C0). The next level of approxim ation (C1) would still be feasble,
but signi cantly more kngthly. W e have laid down the necessary form alisn in Sections [T

and V I.32, and tested its e ect on the one-com ponent case, by com paring the results against
the PY approxin ation and M C data. W e derived the percolation threshold of the polydisoerse
system both withinmM SA (C0) clsure (brall ve Cases) and in the C1 approxin ation (Usihg
CaseV).

W e found that the e ect of polydispersity on the stability and phase boundaries slightly
depends upon the chosen Case, but there are general features shared by all of them : polydis—
persity renders them xture m ore stable w ith resoect to concentration uctuations (in the an all
density region, see Fig. 2) wih the exception of Case II for which the stability boundary is
independent from the polydispersity; Eqgs. 624), ©27), and 629) (nh themM SA), and Eq.
633) (in theC1), descrbe itse ect on the percolation threshold (see Figs. 4 and 8) . Polydis-
persity increases the region of the phase diagram where we have a non-percolating phase, w ith
the exception ofCase IV, forwhich the opposite trend is cbserved, and of C ase IT forwhich the
percolation threshold is independent from the polydispersity; polydispersity reduces the region
of the phase diagram where we have a gasliquid coexistence for Cases I and V, whilk the op—
posite trend is observed orCase IV (see Fig. 7). For Case IT and IIIwe obtained cloud curves
with a gap at high tem perature, m oreover the cloud curve does not m est the corresponding
shadow curve, so there is no critical point, as soon as polydisoersity is Introduced.

In conclusion, the typicale ect ofpolydispersity is to reduce the size of the unstabl region,
the percolating region, and the two-phase region of the phase diagram , although exceptions to
this general rule have been observed for Case II, IIT, and IV .

For the one-com ponent case we also com pared the percolation threshold and binodal curve
obtained from the C 1 approxin ation w ith the results from thePY approxin ation [14,4]and the
results from theM onte C arb sin ulation ofM iller and Frenkel 11] (see F 3. 4) . T he percolation
threshold from C1 appearsto approach that from PY ,but is still signi cantly di erent from the
resuls from theM onte Carlb sin ulation (the zero density lim it, on the other hand, appears to
bem ore physically sound than thePY one, and this feature rem ains to be elucidated) . The gas-
licquid coexistence curve predicted by C1 isbetter than the one given by PY on the gasbranch
and worse on the liquid branch. Tablk E show s how the true (from the M onte C arlo sin ulation
ofM iller and Frenkel {11]) critical tem perature and density forthe gasJiquid coexistence should
lay between the ones predicted by PY and the ones predicted by C1.

Future developm ents of the presegt work can be envisaged along the follow Ing lines: (i) as
pointed out in P2Jonde ning ¢ = | Xy =Scc 0) and p = %X, =[( ks TK1)Scc (0)], the
condition ¢ > 0 is necessary but not su cient for the m aterial stability of the system and
the condition , > 0 is necessary but not su cient for the m ixed m aterial and m echanical
stability. & could happen that those two conditions are satis ed but the system is nonetheless
unstable as occur forexam plk in the binary m ixture studied by Chen and Forstm ann 30]. Even
though a characterization ofthe instability boundary in the soirit of C hen and Forstm ann seem s
unattainable for a polydisoerse systam , it would be desirabl, In the future, a m ore precise
Jocation of the instability boundaries. M oreover the way we found the nstability boundaries
for the polydisgperse system was to start from the nstability condition valid for a discrete
m ixture and take the Iim it ofa continuousm xture on the instability boundaries of the discrete
m xture. It would be interesting to com pare our analysis w ith the one given by B ellier< astella
et. al (see section II C in Ref. [I7]) who take the continuous lim it from the outset; (ii)

21



all the percolation thresholds that we have calculated have a low density branch that enters
the gasliquid coexistence region. T he sam e feature is cbserved for the one-com ponent system
studied through M onte C arlo sinulation {10,11]. W hil it is clear that continuum percolation is,
strictly speaking, not a therm odynam ic phase transition, one could expect, from a \dynam ical"
point of view , an Interference between the form ation of in nite clusters of particles and phase
Separation, and a clar cation of this point would have interesting experim ental applications;
(iil) the polydisperse systam isexpected to digplay, in the low tem perature region, other critical
points signaling the onset ofm > 2 phase coexistence [17], and i would be interesting to study
their evolution w ith polydispersity for our system .

A ppendix A :D etermn inant and inverse of a dyadic m atrix

G iven the n-dyadic m atrix of Eq. @.6), its detemm nant is

1+20 B A® B N
A@ B 14+a@ B @ A B

@ - . . . . (A .l)
A o B A ) ) . l(q'_) A B

Furthem ore, any dyadic m atrix ® adm its analytic inverse for any num ber p of com ponents,
w ith elem ents given by

1) ) )

5 B B "B
. AY  1+a® B AW B @ oa )
@iji} = Ai(z’ A® B 1+A@ & @ n B @ 2)
b . . . .
Al A® B A® B 19 A B

1

The closure condition (5.43) Jastify the usual generalized W iener-H opf factorization 31]

Z
X 1
rc (¥) = qjo(r)+ 2 n dtq;i(t)q:jo(r+ t) ; B 3)
m Lmi
0 X 21
rhi () = g ©o+2 no dw, O OH G ® 4)
Lim

B 5)

where r > L, the prin e denotes di erentiation, and q;rj (r) are real functions w ith support on
Lij; i3] and zero everyw here else.
Let us detemm ine ¢f; (r) . U sing the exact condition §.13) in Eq. B

A we ndPorLiy<r

i3

Z
4’0 = Ky (B3 g+ 2 m degl, O 90— (¥ tj .y : ©H)
Lin m j
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P
T he second tem on the right end side isequalto 2 n mq;;n (r n3)Kpjwhih iszero when
r< i;.Sowe simply have

(?gjo(r) = Klj (jlfj lj) Llj <r ij . CB .7)

Integrating this equation gives Eq. 6.15).

The coe cients n Eq. ($33) are as ollow s

@+5 ) L+ 38+ 28"’

;i) o= ; C 8
@6 ) 20+ ) @+ 282) €
2f 4+ 2+ 5 1+ 3%+ 25%)°
w6 ) = [ )3]2sz<4s )" c 9)

4 1+ s2) 1+ 2s?)
2f 2+ @1+ 5% 2§
@ (s ) = b @+ ) > g, C 10)

24 1+ ) A+ 25)°
3 R+5 + @+ 7 ) €]

i) = ; c a1
%) 9% 1+ s2)° @+ 2s2)° €4
&) = 0 C 12)

4S4
% (s ) = : C 13)

2304 1+ £2)° @+ 252)°

A ppendix D : P hase coexistence conditions

In this Appendix we give a com plete derivation of Egs. 6.6)—6.9) 1 them ain text.

Consider a p ocom ponent m ixture. Eadch soecies i has number density i(O) = N
where N, is the number of partickes of type iand V © the volum e of the system .

W e assum e that at a certain tem perature  the systam separates into m daughter phases,
where each phase = 1;:::;m is characterized by a volim e V ¢} and a num ber of particles of
species i, N 1( "

At equilbrium the ollow ng set of constraints must be 1l lied:

©)
i

— 0
_V(),

(1) volum e conservation

X
vO= v, O 14)

=1

(2) conservation of the total num ber of particles of each species

©) X .
N, = N, ; i=1;:::5p; © 15)
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(3) equilbrium condition for the pressures

()

i

()

POV EN g =P (VN g O 16)

(4) equilbriim condition for the chem ical potentials

Dewvoim g = v i= 10 O 17)
where fN ; g is a short-hand notation Eer;:::;Np.

Tt is convenient to use the ollow ing set of variables: ; (' =N O=v );x’ =N /"= O,
i= L;:ipwithN O = N, troducing x) = N =N @ Egs. © 1%)-0 17) can be
rew ritten as follow s

1 X 1, 15
o OX 7 © 18)
©) X0
X, = %, 'x'); © 19)
PO Vitxilg) = PO Vi) ; D 20)
D0 Osexg) = 0 Oiexllg) O 21)
w ith the nom alization condition
X0
x; =15 = 1;:::;m O 22)

Egs. @ 18)-0 22) orm a set of closed equations for the 2+ p)m unknowns ', x(), x!’
wih i= 1;:::;pand = 1;:::;m . Notice that when m = p+ 1 the densities of the various
phases ‘) willbe independent of ©, since relations O 2Q), O 21),and © 22) om a closed

set of equations for the unknowns (7, xl( )

In the continuous polydisperse Iim it ! 1 ) we have to take into account the substitution
rule ®.1). Then the therm odynam ic quantities w illbe rew ritten as .n Egs. {624) and (6.3), and

Egs. © 18)-0O 21) become

1 _ X 1 () .

o - TOX b 23)
X
FOC) = FO)xD; O 24)
POC; O F0) = PO OO D 25)
D FEY = O 5V FEOD O 26)
w ith the nom alization condition
7

F()()d=l; = 1;:::;m © 27)
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Integrating Eq. ©_ 24) over and usingEq. ©_ 27) we nd
X
x')=1: D 28)

The sst of Egs. D 23)-D 27) om a closed set of equations for the unknowns 7, x'), and
FO()wih = 1;:::;m. Notice that, due to the substitution rule 6.1), sum over i be-
com es Integration over and them odynam ic quantities becom e functionals of the distribution

function. W e have indicated such dependence w ith square brackets.

T wo-phase coexistence

Letusnow specialize ourselvesto thetwophase fm = 2) coexistence. W e are thus concentrating
on the high tem perature portion of the phase diagram , since coexistence with m > 2 (G bbs
phase rule does not restrict the value ofm In a system of In nitely m any soecies) is expected
to occur at Jow tem peratures. From Egs. O 28) and D 23) we nd

©0) 2) @
V= e G 29)
) 1) ) @)
X = 0 o o © 30)

Notice that x® and x® must be posttive. So if © < @, then © must lie between @
and @, if @ < @ dtmust lebetween ® and @ . Substituting these expressions in Eqg.
©_24) we nd

@), @ (OFG) (1) @ W @ © @
Fo= "Fi—g—w*" F o wo° ® 3D
N ext we divide the chem ical potentials in their ideal and excess com ponents = 9+ ©xc
where
g ()
T EO)=m? VRO O] O 32)
wih being the de B roglie therm alwavelength. Now Eq. ® 26) becom es
(2) exc
FYP() = FP()—ge ; O 33)
exc _ exc(Z)( i ; (2),.E- (2)]) exc(l)( ;o (1);E- (l)]) . D 34)

From Egs. O 31) and © 33) we nd
FOO=F200"(; ;9 9 @rY5F%); © 35)
where the Q ) are de ned by Eq. 6.9).

Fom ally the set of Egs. ©_31), ©.33), D 28) with = 1; = 2,and O 27) wih =1
or?2, form a closed set of equations orthe unknowns &; @;F Y ( )andF ? ( ). In ourcase
the free energy of the system Case I, IT, I1T, IV, and V treated with mM SA, sse Eq. (6.13),
or Case V treated with C1, see Eq. (626)] is truncatable: i is only a function of the three
moments ;;i= 1;2;3 of the size distrlbution function F . So the problem ism apped in the

solution ofthe 8 Egs. 6.6)-%6.8) in the 8 unknowns *; @; 1(1); 2(1); 3(1); 1(2); 2(2); 3(2).
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LIST OF FIGURES

Schem atic diagram show ing the area of the contact surface between a particle of species
iand a particle of species j.

Curves for the onset of phase instability (the uid is stable above the curves shown) as
obtained from the mM SA approxin ation for a m onodisperse s = 0 systam , and for a
polydisperse system wih s = 02, and polydispersity chosen as in Cases I, II, and IIT
e Eq. §.10)]. W e also show for the one-com ponent system the curve for the onset of
m echanical instability predicted by the C1 approxin ation [see Eq. 4.0J)] and the one
predicted by the PY approxin ation [see Eq. @.15)].

D ependence of the percolation threshold, as calculated from the C1 approxin ation using
CaseV (see section V_2), from the polydispersity.

B inodal curve and percolation threshod [see Eq. $.35)], or a onecom ponent system ,
In the C1 approxin ation. For com parison we also show the percolation threshold of the
PercusYevik approxin ation {14] which exists for 1=12), the one from the M onte
Carlb simulation ofM iller and Frenkel [[1] (circles are the sin ulation results and the t,
the dot-dashed line, is only valid for 0:095), the binodal curve of the PercusY evick
approxin ation (from the energy route) [4], and the binodal curve from the M onte C arlo
sim ulation ofM iller and Frenkel {I1] (ointsw ith errorbars are the sin ulation resuls and
the t, the dot-dashed line, ism erely to guide the eye).

C Joud and shadow curves forCase I1n themM SA attwo valuesofpolydispersity: s= 0d
and s= 03.Forthecase s= 03 we also show three coexistence curves (continuous lines)
obtahed setting © = 008, @ = 025,and @ = 0197’ .. For comparison the
binodal of the m onodisperse (s= 0) system has also been Included.

Evolution ofthe size distrbution of the coexisting phasesF ' () and F @ ( ), with tem —
perature along the criticalbinodalofFig.§ (s= 03, @ = 0197’ ;). Forcom parison
also the parent Schulz distrdbution is shown (continuous line).

C loud and shadow curves forCase I, IV,and V in themM SA at s= 0:3. For com parison
the binodalof the m onodisperse (s = 0) systam has also been included (continuous line).
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Table:l For the one-com ponent system , we com pare the critical param eters cotained from the

mM SA,C1l,and PY {] approxin ations w ith the ones from the M onte C arlo sin ulation
ofM iller and Frenkel [L1].
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mM SA 0.0943
Cl 0.1043
PY 0.1185
MC 01133
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0.14
032
027
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0.37
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Tabl I:R .Fantoni, D .G azzillo, and A . G jacom etti
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Figure 3: R .Fantoni, D .G azzillo, and A . G jacom etti
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