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A bstract

W e study the polydisperse Baxter m odelofsticky hard spheres (SHS) in the m odi�ed

M ean SphericalApproxim ation (m M SA).Thisclosure isknown to bethe zero-orderap-

proxim ation (C0)ofthePercus-Yevick (PY)closurein adensityexpansion.Thesim plicity

ofthe closure allows a fullanalyticalstudy ofthe m odel. In particularwe study stabil-

ity boundaries,the percolation threshold,and the gas-liquid coexistence curves.Various

possible sub-cases ofthe m odelare treated in details. Although the detailed behavior

depends upon the particularly chosen case,we �nd that,in general,polydispersity in-

hibitsinstabilities,increasesthe extentofthe non percolating phase,and dim inishesthe

size ofthe gas-liquid coexistence region.W e also considerthe �rst-orderim provem entof

the m M SA (C0)closure (C1)and com pare the percolation and gas-liquid boundariesfor

the one-com ponent system with recent M onte Carlo sim ulations. O ur results provide a

qualitative understanding ofthee�ectofpolydispersity on SHS m odelsand areexpected

to shed new lighton theapplicability ofSHS m odelsforcolloidalm ixtures.
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I Introduction

In sterically stabilized colloidalm ixtures,particlesarecoated with polym erbrushesto prevent

irreversible 
occulation due to van derW aalsattraction [1]. Ifthe solventisa m oderate one,

a lowering ofthe tem perature yields very strong attraction with a range m uch less than the

typicalcolloidalsize.In m icroem ulsionsofpolydispersed sphericalwaterdropletseach coated

by a m onolayer ofsodium di-2-ethylhexylsulfosuccinate dispersed in a continuum ofoil,the

droplets interactwith each othervia a hard core plusa shortrange attractive potential,the

strength ofwhich increaseswith tem perature [2]. Forthese system s,a very usefultheoretical

m odelisthesticky hard sphere(SHS)m odelproposed by Baxter[3]long tim eago foratom ic

liquids.In theoriginalBaxtersolution [3,4]theone-com ponentOrstein-Zernike(OZ)integral

equation was analytically solved within the Percus-Yevick (PY) approxim ation. Successive

extension to m ixtures[5],however,proved to be a form idable task in view ofthe factthata

large(in�nite 1)num berofcoupled quadraticequationsoughttobesolved num erically in order

to havea com pleteunderstanding ofboth therm odynam icsand structureofthem odel.Thisis

thereasonwhy,tothebestofourknowledge,onlybinarym ixtureshavebeenexplicitlydiscussed

so far in this fram ework [5]. M oreover ithas been proven by Stell[6]that sticky spheres of

equaldiam eter in the Baxterlim it are nottherm odynam ically stable and size polydispersity

can beexpected to restoretherm odynam icstability.

M otivated by thisscenario,itwasrecently proposed [7]a sim plerapproxim ation (m M SA

closure)having theadvantagethatalso them ulticom ponentcasecould beworked outanalyt-

ically [8,9]. Further analysis and com parison with both M onte Carlo (M C) and PY results

[7,10,11]in theone-com ponentcase,haveshown thatthem M SA closureforBaxterm odelis

areliableoneup toexperim entally signi�cantdensities.Thepricetopay forthissim pli�cation

isthatonly theenergy equation ofstategivesrise to a criticalbehavior,theothertwo routes

yieldingeitheranon-criticalbehavior(com pressibility),oradivergingequation ofstate(virial).

In this work we pursue this investigation by studying the m ulticom ponent version ofthe

m odelproposed in Ref. [7],and analyzing various consequences. W e �rst solve the m ulti-

com ponentversion ofBaxterm odelwithin the m M SA closure,and show thatthe solution is

equivalentto theonederived in Ref.[8]fora com panion SHS m odel.Thesolution,derived in

term sofan auxiliary function called Baxterfactorcorrelation,turnsoutto beform ally sim ilar

to thatderived with the PY closure. However,and thisisthe crux ofthe m atter,the m atrix

function representing the stickiness param eters is unconstrained,unlike the PY counterpart.

In orderto m ake furtherprogressand derive the m ulticom ponentenergy equation ofstate,a

furtherassum ption isnecessary on the m atrix representing the stickinessparam eters. Asdis-

cussed previously (seeRef.[8]fordetails)a rem arkablesim pli�cation occurswhen thegeneral

elem ent ofthism atrix hasthe form ofa sum ofdyads (i.e. itisdyadic). In these cases the

necessary m atrix inversion can be carried out analytically and allm easurable quantities can

then be com puted. Physically,thisreduction to a dyadic form am ountsto assum e a relation

am ong polydispersity in sizeand polydispersity in stickiness,thatison theadhesion forces.In

addition to thetwo casesproposed in Ref.[8](denoted asCaseIand IIin thefollowing)and

1Strictly speaking we should distinguish between discrete polydispersity (m ulticom ponent m ixture with a

large num berofcom ponentsp � 102 � 103)and a continuouspolydispersity corresponding to p ! 1 with a

continuousdistribution ofsizesorotherproperties.Thisdistinction willbespeci�ed in m oredetailsin Section

VI.
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thatproposed in Ref.[12](Case IV),we shallconsidertwo furthercases.The �rstone(Case

III)isa physically m otivated variantofCaseI,whereasthesecond one(CaseV)hasitsm ain

justi�cation in thesim plifying featuresoccurring when oneattem ptsto go beyond them M SA

closure with a density perturbative approach (to �rstorderthiswillbe called C1,asin Ref.

[7],forreasonswhich willbecom eapparentin therestofthepaper).

Them ain resultsofouranalysisarethefollowing.W ederivetheinstability curvesin three

oftheconsidered cases(CaseI-III)within them M SA approxim ation and analyzethee�ectof

polydispersity in som e detail.In orderto testthe reliability ofthe m M SA approxim ation,we

also considerthe �rst-ordercorrection (C1)in the one-com ponentcase and com pare with the

PY result.

Next we consider the e�ect of polydispersity on the percolation threshold. This is an

interesting phenom enon on its own right and has attracted considerable attention recently

[13,14,15,10,11],beingaparadigm aticexam pleof
occulationinstability.Inparticular,recent

M onteCarlosim ulations[10,11]onm onodisperse(one-com ponent)sphereswithstickyadhesion

have clearly tested theperform anceofanalyticalcalculationsbased on thePY approxim ation

[14,15]. W e then study the percolation transition asa function ofpolydispersity in allabove

m entioned caseswithin m M SA.Again we can discrim inate the e�ectofpolydispersity on the

percolation line,and also com pareitwith the�rst-ordercorrection C1,thePY approxim ation

and M C sim ulationsin theone-com ponentcase.

Nextwe considerphase equilibrium . A m ajorobstacle to the analysisofphase transition

in polydisperse system s is posed by the fact that,in principle,one has to dealwith a large

(in�nite)num berofintegralnon-linearequationscorresponding to the coexistence conditions

am ongvariousphases.In thism odel,however,asitalsooccursin othersim plerm odelssuch as

hard spheres(HS)[16],van derW aals
uids[17]and in m orecom plex casessuch asfactorizable

hard-sphereYukawa potentials[18,19],thetask can becarried outin fulldetailin view ofthe

factthatthe (excess) free energy depends upon only a �nite num ber ofm om ents ofthe size

distribution function.In theparticularcaseoftwo-phasecoexistence,wederivethecloud and

shadow curvesofallCasesin the m M SA approxim ation. W e com pare the resultswith those

derived earlierforapolydispersevan derW aals
uid [17],and discussanalogiesand di�erences

in this respect. Finally we com pare the results ofthe m M SA one-com ponent case with the

�rst-ordercorrection,thePY approxim ation,and theresultsofM C sim ulations.

Theplan ofthepaperisasfollows.In Section IIwede�nethem ulticom ponentSHS m odel,

givethesolution forBaxterfactorcorrelation function in them M SA (C0)approxim ation,and

de�nethevariousCasesofpolydispersion m odelstaken underexam ;In Section IIIwegivethe

solution forBaxterfactorcorrelation function in theC1approxim ation and show how CaseV is

particularlysuitabletostudythepolydispersesystem analytically;in Section IV weanalytically

derive theinstability boundaries;in Section V we�nd analytically the percolation thresholds;

In Section VIwe derive num erically the two phase coexistence curves;In Section VIIwe lay

down ourconclusionsand furtherdevelopm ents.
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II B axter m odeland m odi� ed M SA solution

In Baxter m odelofsticky hard spheres (SHS1),one starts adding to the hard sphere (HS)

potentiala square-welltailwith [20]

�ij(r)= � kB T ln

�
1

12�ij

R ij

R ij � �ij

�

; �ij � r� Rij ; (2.1)

where �ij = (�i+ �j)=2 (�i being the HS diam eter ofspecies i),R ij � �ij denotes the well

width,kB isBoltzm ann constant,T thetem perature,and thedim ensionlessparam eter��1ij � 0

m easuresthestrength ofsurfaceadhesivenessor‘stickiness’between particlesofspeciesiand

j (�ij isalso an unspeci�ed increasing function ofT). The sticky lim itcorrespondsto taking

fR ijg! f�ijg.

The Baxterform ofthe Ornstein-Zernike (OZ)integralequationsforthism odeladm itsa

very sim pleanalyticsolution ifoneusesthefollowing m odi�ed M ean SphericalApproxim ation

(m M SA)

cij(r)= fij(r) for r� �ij ; (2.2)

where cij(r)and fij(r)= exp[� ��ij(r)]� 1 arethedirectcorrelation function and theM ayer

function, respectively [� = (kB T)
�1 ]. This can be easily inferred by using the form alism

introduced in Ref.[7].Aspointed outin thatreference,them M SA closurecan bereckoned as

a zero-orderapproxim ation in a perturbative expansion,and hence itwillalso be denoted as

C0 henceforth.In term sofBaxterfactorcorrelation functionsqij(r),itsextension to m ixtures

reads

qij(r)=

�
1

2
ai(r� �ij)

2 + (bi+ ai�ij)(r� �ij)+ K ij ; Lij = (�i� �j)=2� r� �ij ;

0 ; elsewhere ;
(2.3)

ai=
1

�
+
3�2�i

� 2
�
12�i

�
; bi=

�
1

�
� ai

�
�i

2
; (2.4)

�n =
�

6

pX

i= 1

�i�
n
i ; �i=

�

6

pX

m = 1

�m �m K im ; �= 1� �3 ; (2.5)

with p being thenum berofcom ponents,�i thenum berdensity ofspeciesi,and

K
(m M SA )

ij =
1

12�ij
�
2

ij � K
0

ij : (2.6)

W erem arkthatalthoughEqs.(2:3)-(2:5)areform allyidenticaltotheirPY counterpart,this

resultisin factsim plerin such they di�erin thequantity K ij which in thePY approxim ation

reads[20]

K
(P Y )

ij = K
0

ijy
(P Y )

ij (�ij)�
1

12
�ij�

2

ij ; (2.7)
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wherey
(P Y )

ij (�ij)isthecontactvalueofthePY cavity function.In general,theparam eters�ij
can bedeterm ined only num erically by solving a setof p(p+ 1)=2coupled quadraticequations

[20,5],and thism akesthe m ulticom ponentPY solution oflim ited interestfrom the practical

viewpoint.In particulara globalanalysisofthephasediagram provesto bea form idabletask

within the PY approxim ation [5]. On the otherhand,in view ofthe sim plicity ofEq. (2.6)

with respectto itsPY counterpartEq. (2.7),thisisindeed possible within the m M SA (C0)

approxim ation.Theaboveresultsis,m oreover,fully equivalenttoaparallelbutdi�erentsticky

HS m odel(SHS3)studied by usin previouswork [8,9].Hence,asdiscussed in thosereferences,

thisanalysiscan bepursued analytically provided thatK ij hasa dyadicform .To thisaim ,we

considerpolydisperse
uidswith HS diam etersdistributed according toa Schulzdistribution 2.

Asregards stickiness,we choose to keep iteither constant orrelated to the particle size.

Therearetwo m ain reasonsforthis.First,oneexpectstheadhesion forcesto depend upon the

area ofthecontactsurfacebetween two particles(seeFig.1),and henceon theirsizes.Second

and m orepracticalreason,isthatthisisa sim ple way ofobtaining therequired factorization.

Asthestickiness-size relation isnotclearly understood,weconsider�ve di�erentpossibilities,

denoted asCaseI-V henceforth.Thethreesim plestchoicesare

1

�ij
=
1

�

h�i
2

�2ij
; =)

h

K
(m M SA )

ij

i

Case I

=
1

12�
h�i

2
; (2.8)

1

�ij
=
1

�

�i�j

�2ij
; =)

h

K
(m M SA )

ij

i

Case II

=
1

12�
�i�j ; (2.9)

1

�ij
=
1

�

h�2i

�2ij
; =)

h

K
(m M SA )

ij

i

Case III

=
1

12�



�
2
�
: (2.10)

where h�iisthe average HS diam eter(hFi�
P

i
xiFi,here xi = �i=� isthe m olarfraction of

species iwith � =
P

i
�i the totalnum ber density) and � isassum ed to depend only on the

tem perature,whiletherem ainingfactorin ��1ij isam easureofstickinessstrength and isrelated

to theparticlesizes.Thephysicalinterpretation ofthesechoicesisthefollowing.In CaseIthe

stickiness isassum ed to be proportionalto the surface contactarea oftwo colloidalparticles

having average size h�i,whereasin Case IIthe adhesion ofeach particle islinearly related to

itssize.CaseIII,�nally,isa variantofCaseIwhereoneconsidersan averagestickinessrather

than thestickinessofan averageparticle.

In allthesecasestheK
(m M SA )

ij m atrix can befactorized as

K
(m M SA )

ij = YiYj ; (2.11)

with Yi having dim ensions of length (Yi =
�p

12�
��1

h�i, Yi =
�p

12�
��1

�i, and Yi =
�p

12�
��1

h�2i
1=2

in Case I,II,and III,respectively). Note that Case Iand IIhave already

been exploited by usin previouswork [8].

W e also consider a case sim ilar to that proposed by Tutschka and Kahl[12](henceforth

denoted asCaseIV)

1

�ij
=
1

�
; (2.12)

2Here,forsim plicity,we disregard possible com plicanciesarising from the factthatunphysically large par-

ticlesareincluded in thisanalysis.Thesewerediscussed in Ref.[18].
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In thiscase the K
(m M SA )

ij m atrix can be written asa sum ofthree factorized term s(asitcan

be im m ediately inferred by expanding the square �2ij = (�i+ �j)
2=4)and hasthe interesting

physicalinterpretation ofbeing proportionalto the area ofthe actualcontact surface 4��2ij
between particlesofspeciesiand j.Finally,and forreasonsrelated to the C1 approxim ation

thatwillbe furtherelaborated below,we considerCase V de�ned by the linear(ratherthan

quadratic)dependence

1

�ij
=
1

�

h�i

�ij
; (2.13)

in thiscasetheK
(m M SA )

ij param eterscan bewritten asa sum oftwo factorized term s.

III T he C 1 approxim ation

Itwasrecently argued [7]in theone-com ponentcase,thatthem M SA (C0)approxim ation can

beim proved by including thenextorderterm in thedensity expansion ofthedirectcorrelation

function.Itsextention to m ulticom ponentm ixturesreads

cij(r)= fij(r)[1+
X

m

�m 

(1)

im j(r)] r� �ij ; (3.1)

where



(1)

im j(r) =

Z

fim (jr� r
0
j)fm j(r

0)dr0

=
2�

r

Z 1

0

dssfim (s)

Z r+ s

jr�sj

dttfm j(t): (3.2)

isthe�rst-ordercoe�cientin thedensity expansion ofthepartialindirectcorrelation functions


ij(r).Asdiscussed in Ref.[7],ifweretain in thePY closureonly theterm scorresponding to

the zero and �rst-orderexpansion in density we recoverthe C1 approxim ation (3.1). Itturns

outthatBaxterfactorcorrelation function can stillbe castin the form ,Eqs. (2.3)-(2.5)but

theK ij param etershavetheform

K
(C 1)

ij = K
0

ijy
(C 1)

ij (�ij); (3.3)

wherethepartialcavity functionsatcontactforthisclosureare

y
(C 1)

ij (�ij)= 1+
X

m

�m 

(1)

im j(�ij); (3.4)

Using in Eq. (3.2)fij(r)= � �(�ij � r)+ �(r� �ij)�ij=(12�ij),we �nd aftersom e algebra
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thefollowing result



(1)

im j(�ij) =
2�

�ij

�
�2im

12�im

�

�
1

2
(�2m j � L

2

jm )+
�2m j

12�m j

�

+

2

3
�ijL

3

m i+
�2m j

12�m j

1

2
(L2

m i� �
2

m i)+

1

4
(�2m j � �

2

ij)(�
2

m i� L
2

m i)+
1

3
�ij(�

3

m i� L
3

m i)�

1

8
(�4m i� L

4

m i)

�

; (3.5)

Because ofthe presence ofthe factor1=�ij in Eq. (3.5),K
(C 1)

ij cannotbe expressed asa sum

offactorized term sifwe use any ofthe CasesI,II,orIII.Case IV,on the otherhand,would

be tractable,butitwould yield K
(C 1)

ij asa sum of14 factorized term s(proportionalto �ni�
m
j

with n;m = 0;1;2;3 exceptn = m = 0;3)which isunm anageable in practice. In Case V,on

theotherhand,a greatsim pli�cation occursand we�nd

K
(C 1)

ij = k0 + (�i+ �j)k1 + �i�jk2 ; (3.6)

where

k0 = �
1

576

h�i3h�2i

h�3i

1

�3
; (3.7)

k1 =
1

24
h�i

1

�
+ �

�
1

576

h�i4

h�3i

1

�3
�

1

48

h�i2h�2i

h�3i

1

�2
+

1

24
h�i

1

�

�

; (3.8)

k2 = �

�
1

576

h�i3

h�3i

1

�3
�

1

24

h�i3

h�3i

1

�2
+
1

8

h�ih�2i

h�3i

1

�

�

; (3.9)

where � = �3 isthe packing fraction. The expression (3.6)isslightly m ore com plicated than

the K
(m M SA )

ij treated with Case IV,because ofthe k0 term . This noteworthy feature is the

m ain justi�cation fortheparticularform ofCaseV.

IV Phase instabilities

Our�rsttask isthe analysisofthe phase instabilitiesforthe polydisperse system only in the

m M SA using CasesI,II,and III.

Thenextlevelofapproxim ation (C1)isconsiderably m orelaborious(sincethecalculations

fortheC1 approxim ation even in thesim plecaseofCaseV requiresdeterm inantsofn-dyadic

m atriceswith n > 4)and weshalllim itourselvesto theone-com ponentcaseforsim plicity.

IV .1 m M SA approxim ation for the discrete polydisperse system

Forp-com ponentm ixtures,onecan de�nethefollowing generalization oftheBhatia-Thornton

concentration-concentration structurefactor[21,22,23]

SCC (k) =

 
Y

m

xm

!

= jS(k)j

pX

i;j= 1

(xixj)
1=2

S
�1
ij (k) ; (4.1)
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where jS(k)jdenotes the determ inant ofthe m atrix S(k) whose elem ents are the Ashcroft-

Langreth partialstructurefactors[24].Furtherm ore,theS�1
ij (k)functionsaretheelem entsof

theinverse ofS(k),which can beexpressed as

S
�1

ij (k)= �ij � (�i�j)
1=2

ecij(k)=
X

m

bQ m i(� k)bQ m j(k) ; (4.2)

with ecij(k) three-dim ensionalFourier transform ofcij(r), bQ ij(k) = �ij � 2�(�i�j)
1=2bqij(k);

and bqij(k) being the uni-dim ensionalFourier transform ofqij(r) (k is the m agnitude ofthe

exchanged wavevector,�ij theKroneckerdelta).

Phase instability corresponds to the divergence ofthe long wavelength lim it SCC (k = 0),

which isrelated to theconcentration 
uctuations.Taking into accounttherelations

X

i;j

(xixj)
1=2

S
�1

ij (0)=
X

i

xia
2

i = (�kB TK T)
�1

=

�
@�P

@�

�

T

; (4.3)

jS(0)j= jI� C (0)j
�1

=

�
�
�bQ (0)

�
�
�
�2

; (4.4)

[where K T istheisotherm alcom pressibility,Ithe unitm atrix oforderp,and C haselem ents

(�i�j)
1=2ecij(k)],SCC (k = 0)can bere-expressed as

SCC (0)
Q

m
xm

=
1

�
�
�bQ (0)

�
�
�
2

(�kB TK T)

: (4.5)

Fora one-com ponentsystem thedivergenceofK T signalsm echanicalinstability,associated

with a gas-liquid phase transition orcondensation. However,a m ulti-com ponent
uid usually

becom es unstable while K T rem ains �nite and di�erent from zero. In this case, it is the

vanishing of

�
�
�bQ (0)

�
�
�which causes the divergence ofSCC (0) and produces a phase instability

[22,23]. Indeed ifone triesto calculate the locusofpointsin the phase diagram (�;�)where
P

i
xia

2
i = 0,using Cases I,II,or III,discovers that such curves disappear (the quadratic

equations in � have a negative discrim inant) assoon aswe switch on the size polydispersity

lettingh�2i6= h�i2.W erem arkthattheexactnatureofthisinstability requiresam oreinvolved

analysisand itwillbedeferred to a futurework.

Thecom putation of

�
�
�bQ (0)

�
�
�;which usually becom esa form idabletask with increasing p;is

rathersim ple forthem M SA solution ofBaxterm odelwhen K ij isfactorized asin Eq.(2.11).

In fact,bQ (k)becom esa n-dyadic(orJacobi)m atrix

bQ ij = �ij +

nX

�= 1

A
(�)

i B
(�)

j (i;j= 1;:::;p); (4.6)

with the rem arkable property thatitsdeterm inant,which isoforderp,turnsoutto be equal

to a determ inant ofordern (� p forpolydisperse 
uids) [8]. The necessary expressions are

reported in Appendix VII.
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Forfactorized K ij’s,one�nds

bQ ij(0)= �ij +
�

6
(�i�j)

1=2

�
1

�
�
3

j + �i
3

�

�

�2
1

�
�
3

j + �
2

j

�

� 12Yi

�

�1;1
1

�
�
3

j + �jYj

��

; (4.7)

with

�m ;n =
�

6
�h�

m
Y
n
i ; (4.8)

(h� � � idenotesa com positionalaverage,i.e.hFGi�
P

i
xiFiG i).Notethat�m ;0 = �m :

W eem phasizethatthedecom position ofEq.(4.7)intoA
(�)

i andB
(�)

j isnotunique.However,

bQ ij(0)ofCaseIand IIIis3-dyadic(i.e.itcontainsn = 3 dyadicterm s),while bQ ij(0)ofCase

IIissim ply 2-dyadic.Asa consequence,onehasto calculateatm osta determ inantoforder3.

Thegeneralresultforallthreecasesis

�
�
�bQ (0)

�
�
�=

1

� 2

�
(1+ 2�3)(1� 12�1;2)+ 36�22;1

�
: (4.9)

Physically adm issible states m ust satisfy the inequality

�
�
�bQ (0)

�
�
�> 0 [25]and the stability

boundary isreached when

�
�
�bQ (0)

�
�
�= 0,which yields

� =

8
>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

h�i
3

h�3i
� �

�
h�ih�2i

h�3i

� 2
3�2

1+ 2�
CaseI;

� (1� �)

1+ 2�
CaseII;

h�ih�2i

h�3i
� �

h�2i3

h�3i2

3�2

1+ 2�
CaseIII:

(4.10)

IftheHS diam etersfollow a Schulzdistribution,then thestability boundary ofCasesIand III

can beexpressed as

� =

8
>><

>>:

�

�
1

M 1M 2

�
1

M 2
2

3�

1+ 2�

�

CaseI;

�

�
1

M 2

�
M 1

M 2
2

3�

1+ 2�

�

CaseIII;

(4.11)

whereM j = 1+ js2 with s=
�
h�2i� h�i

2
�1=2

=h�im easuring thedegreeofsizepolydispersity.

The 
uid isstable at‘tem peratures’� higherthan those given by the previous equations

(since jbQ (0)j> 0). Letusnow com pare two m ixtures with the sam e packing fraction � but

di�erentpolydispersity degrees.Asdepicted in Fig.2 atsm all� values,increasing s at�xed

� lowers the stability curve ofCase Iand III.Asshown by the leftbranch ofthe curve (the

opposite trend on the righthand side ofthe �gure isnotacceptable,since the m M SA closure

can be a reasonable approxim ation only in the low density regim e) the onset ofinstability

occursatlower�.Asexpected,polydispersity rendersthem ixturem orestablewith respectto

concentration 
uctuations.Quitesurprisingly,on theotherhand,thestability boundary does

notdepend on s at�xed � in Case II,and allm ixtureswith di�erentpolydispersity have the

sam estability boundary astheone-com ponentcase(s= 0).
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IV .2 C 1 approxim ation for the one com ponent system

Asrem arked,theC1approxim ation yieldsratherm orecom plexexpressionsand herewerestrict

totheone-com ponentcase.Yet,thisexam pleprovidesa
avorofhow thisapproxim ation would

work in them ulticom ponentcaseand could becom pared with theresultgiven by

�
�
�bQ (0)

�
�
�= 0.

Fortheone-com ponentsystem phaseinstability coincideswith thedivergence ofK T.Asfrom

Eq.(4.3)

(�kB TK T)
�1 = a

2 =

�
1+ 2�

(1� �)2
�
1

�
y
(C 1)(�)

�

1� �

�

= 0 ; (4.12)

where[seeEqs.(3.4)and (3.5)]

y
(C 1)(�)= 1+ y1(�)� ; (4.13)

with

y1(�)=
5

2
�
1

�
+

1

12�2
: (4.14)

Thecurvefortheonsetofm echanicalinstability isshown in Fig.2 and com pared with the

PY one

� =
10� 9=(1� �)+ 14�

12(1+ 2�)
: (4.15)

Oneclearly seesthattheC1 stability boundary lowersand shiftsto theleftin agreem entwith

thePY result.

V Percolation threshold

In view ofthe sim plicity ofthe m M SA (C0)solution,one m ightexpectthatotherquantities,

besidesthosediscussed so far,can becom puted analytically.W enow show thatthisisindeed

thecase.Theproblem weaddressin thissection iscontinuum percolation.Thisproblem isfar

from beingnew [26].Howevernew activity alongthislinehasbeen stirred by recentand precise

M onte Carlo results forthe one-com ponent case [10,11],and itis then rather interesting to

consideritsm ulticom ponentextension. Forthe sake ofcom pleteness we now recallthe basic

necessary form alism [13,14,15].

In thesticky lim itthepartialBoltzm ann factorsread

eij(r)= �(r� �ij)+
K 0

ij

�ij
�(r� �ij); (5.1)

where� istheHeaviside step function and � theDiracdelta function.

W hen studying percolation problem sin the continuum isusefulto rewrite the Boltzm ann

factorasthesum oftwo term s[26,13]eij(r)= e�ij(r)+ e
+

ij(r),where

e
�
ij(r) = �(r� �ij); (5.2)

e
+

ij(r) =
K 0

ij

�ij
�(r� �ij): (5.3)

9



Thecorresponding M ayerfunctionswillbefij(r)= f�ij(r)+ f
+

ij(r),with

f
�
ij(r) = e

�
ij(r)� 1 ; (5.4)

f
+

ij(r) = e
+

ij(r): (5.5)

Theprocedureto obtain equationsofconnectednessand blocking functionsfrom theusual

paircorrelation functionsand directcorrelation functionsisbestdescribed through theuse of

graphicallanguage.Ifwe substitute f�ij and f
+

ij bondsforfij bondsin the density expansions

for these functions, then the connectedness functions, which we willindicate with a cross

superscript,are expressed as the sum s ofthose term s that have at least one f+ij bond path

connecting thetwo rootvertexes.Thesum softherem aining term sin theexpansionsgivethe

blocking functions.

Thepercolation threshold correspondstotheexistenceofan in�niteclusterofparticlesand

isgiven by thedivergence ofthem ean clustersize[26,13]

Scluster = 1+ �
X

i;j

xixj

Z

drh
+

ij(r)

= S
+

N N
(k = 0)�

X

i;j

(xixj)
1=2
S
+

ij(k = 0); (5.6)

where h+ij(r) is the pair connectedness function (related to the joint probability of�nding a

particleofspeciesiand a particleofspeciesj ata distancer and thatthese two particlesare

connected)and

S
+

ij(k)� �ij + (�i�j)
1=2 ~h+ij(k): (5.7)

Since h+ij(r)isrelated to the so called directconnectednessfunction c
+

ij(r)through an OZ

equation,one can use Baxterform alism again,introducing a factorfunction q+ij(r).Ifwe now

de�ne bQ + ;ij(k)= �ij � 2�(�i�j)
1=2 bq

+

ij(k),then itresultsthat

S
+

ij(k)=
X

m

bQ
�1
+ ;im (k)

bQ
�1
+ ;jm (� k); (5.8)

and thus

Scluster =
X

m

s
2

m (0); (5.9)

where

sm (0)=
X

i

p
xi bQ

�1

+ ;im (0): (5.10)

Clearly bQ
�1
+ ;im (0)divergestoin�nity when j

bQ + (0)j= 0,and thisrelation de�nesthepercolation

threshold.

Anotherinteresting and related quantity istheaveragecoordination num ber

�Z = 4��
X

i;j

xixj

Z �ij

0

h
+

ij(r)r
2
dr : (5.11)
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V .1 m M SA approxim ation

Them M SA closureforc+ij(r)is

c
+

ij(r)= f
+

ij(r)= 0 r> �ij ; (5.12)

On the otherhand when r � �ij we have e
�
ij(r)= 0 and f

+

ij(r)= eij(r),so we m usthave

exactly

h
+

ij(r) = e
�
ij(r)y

+

ij(r)+ f
+

ij(r)yij(r)

= eij(r)yij(r)

=
K 0

ij

�ij
yij(�ij)�(r� �ij) r� �ij : (5.13)

W ithin them M SA wehaveforthecavity function atcontact[7]

yij(�ij)= 1 foralli;j : (5.14)

Following the sam e steps ofChiew and Glandt [14,15]we then �nd (see Appendix VII for

details)

q
+

ij(r)= K ij�(r� Lij)�(�ij � r): (5.15)

From which itfollows

bQ + ;ij(0)= �ij � 2�(�i�j)
1=2
K ij�j : (5.16)

W ithin CasesI,II,and III

bQ + ;ij(0) = �ij + a
+

i b
+

j ; (5.17)

a
+

i = � 2��
p
xiYi ; (5.18)

b
+

j =
p
xjYj�j (5.19)

Now from Eq.(5.17)followsthat bQ + ;ij(0)isa1-dyadicform .Usingthepropertiesofdyadic

m atrices(seeAppendix VII)wethen �nd

bQ
�1

+ ;ij(0)=
1

jbQ + (0)j

�
�
�
�

�ij b
+

j

a
+

i 1+ a+ � b+

�
�
�
� ; (5.20)

where

jbQ + (0)j= 1+ a
+
� b

+ = 1� 12�1;2 : (5.21)

From Eq.(5.10)we�nd

sm (0)=
1

jbQ + (0)j

"

p
xm (1+ a

+
� b

+ )� b
+

m

X

i

p
xia

+

i

#

; (5.22)
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and from Eq.(5.9)

Scluster = 1+
24

�0

�1;1�0;1

1� 12�1;2
+
144

�0

�2;2�
2
0;1

(1� 12�1;2)
2
: (5.23)

Thepercolation transition occurswhen

� =

8
>>>><

>>>>:

h�i3

h�3i
� =

1

M 1M 2

� CaseI;

� CaseII;

h�ih�2i

h�3i
� =

1

M 2

� CaseIII:

(5.24)

The threshold is independent ofs at �xed � for Case II,but lowers with increasing size

polydispersity in CasesIand III.The curve issim ply a straightline,asa consequence ofthe

m ean-�eld characterofthem M SA (C0)closure.Thequalitativeresultfound with CasesIand

IIIishoweverinteresting.Forthe average coordination num berwe �nd from Eqs.(5.11)and

(5.13)

�Z = 4��
X

i;j

xixjK ij�ij

=
24

�0
�1;1�0;1 (5.25)

=

8
>><

>>:

2
�

�

h�i3

h�3i
CaseI;

2
�

�

h�ih�2i

h�3i
CaseII,III:

Atthepercolation transition wethen �nd

�Z =

�
2 CaseI,III;

2=M 2 CaseII:
(5.26)

Using Case IV bQ + ij(0) turns out to be 3-dyadic;the percolation transition occurs when

jbQ + (0)j= 0,i.e.

1�
�

�
�

s2(4+ 7s2)

8(1+ 3s2 + 2s4)

�
�

�

�2
+

s6

16(1+ s2)(1+ 2s2)2

�
�

�

�3
= 0 : (5.27)

Thesolution �=� = p(s)such thatp(0)= 1 isa m onotonously decreasing function with

lim
s! 1

p(s)= 0:756431:::: (5.28)

Then with this Case we �nd thatincreasing the polydispersity the non-percolating region of

thephasediagram dim inishes.

W ith CaseV bQ + ij(0)turnsoutto be2-dyadic,and thepercolation transition occurswhen

� =

 

h�ih�2i

h�3i
+

s

h�i3

h�3i

!

�

2

=

�
1

M 2

+

r
1

M 1M 2

�
�

2
; (5.29)

which hasthephysicalbehavioralready found with CasesI,II,and III.
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V .2 C 1 approxim ation w ith C ase V

Asrem arked,in Case V we can work outthe percolation threshold equation even within the

C1 approxim ation.From Eq.(5.13)wehaveexactly

h
+

ij(r)=
K 0

ij

�ij
y
(C 1)

ij (�ij)�(r� �ij) r� �ij : (5.30)

where y
(C 1)

ij (�ij)isgiven by Eqs. (3.4). Forthe closure condition ofthe directconnectedness

function we�nd again

c
+

ij(r) = f
+

ij(r)+ f
+

ij(r)
X

m

�m 

(1)

im j(r)+ f
�
ij(r)

X

m

�m 

(1)+

ijm (r)

= 0 r> �ij ; (5.31)

since f+ij(r)= f�ij(r)= 0 forr > �ij.To determ ine q
+

ij(r)we then follow the sam e stepsasfor

them M SA caseand we�nd

q
+

ij(r)= K
0

ijy
(C 1)

ij (�ij)�(r� Lij)�(�ij � r): (5.32)

W hen we insert K ij from Eq. (3.6) into the expression for bQ + ij(0) [see Eq. (5.16)]this

becom esa 4-dyadicm atrix whosedeterm inantis

jbQ + (0)j= 1+

6X

i= 1

qi(s;�)=�
i
; (5.33)

wherethecoe�cientsq i(s;�)aregiven in Appendix VII.

The percolation threshold isthe solution ofjbQ + (0)j= 0. Thisisan algebraic equation of

order6in �.W ecan plotthecorrectroot�(�)fordi�erentvaluesofpolydispersity,asreported

in Fig.3.W e see thatincreasing thepolydispersity increasesthenon-percolating phase.One

can clearly observe a clear im provem ent from the m M SA (C0) approxim ation although the

� ! 0 lim it is stillqualitatively di�erent from the PY one-com ponent case. It would be

interesting to study ifthe\true" percolation threshold passesthrough theorigin (� = 0;� = 0)

(asoccurin theC0 orC1 approxim ations)orhasa �nitelim it(� = 0;� = �0)(asitoccurfor

m onodisperse
uidsin thePY approxim ation with �0 = 1=12).Even iftheM onteCarlo results

ofRef.[10,11]areinconclusivein thisrespect,physically itisplausibleto assum ethatatvery

low density theaveragenum berofbondsperparticleisnotsu�cientto supportlargeclusters

atalland wewould tend to favourthe�rstscenario 3.

Fortheone-com ponentsystem theaverageclustersizeis

Scluster = 1+ �~h+ (0)=
1

1� �~c+ (0)
=

1

[bQ + (0)]
2

=
1

[1� �y(C 1)(�)=�]2
: (5.34)

3In thisrespectboth C0 and C1 would bem oreprecisethan thePY closureand thisisa rem arkablefeature.
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Thepercolation transition occurswhen �y(C 1)(�)= � or

� =
2
�
� 3�2 +

p
3�3=2

p
1� 9� + 30�2

�

1� 12� + 30�2
: (5.35)

In Fig. 4 we com pare ourresultforthe one-com ponent(s = 0)system with the PY resultof

Chiew and Glandt[14]and theM onteCarlo sim ulation ofM illerand Frenkel[10,11].

Theaveragecoordination num berbecom es

�Z = 2
�

�
y
(C 1)(�); (5.36)

and atthepercolation transition we�nd �Z = 2.

V I Phase equilibrium

Phase equilibrium is another interesting aspect which can be analyzed in fulldetails within

ourm odel. Itwaspointed outin Ref. [9]thatthe equation ofstate derived from the energy

route fora one-com ponentsystem ofsticky hard spheresin the m M SA approxim ation isvan

derW aalslike. The sam e holdstrue forthe system studied with the C1 approxim ation. Itis

worth stressing thattheequation ofstatederived from thecom pressibility routecannotyield a

van derW aalsloop sincefrom Eq.(4.3)[@(�P)=@�]T > 0 4.On theotherhand theequation of

statederived from thevirialequation hasbeen shown to divergeforthem M SA approxim ation

[7]and weanticipatethatitalso divergesfortheC1 approxim ation.Thisisthereason why we

focusouranalysison theenergy routein thepresentwork.

In thissection wewill�nd thebinodalcurvesforthepolydisperse system treated with the

m M SA (C0)approxim ation and forthe one-com ponentsystem treated with the C1 approxi-

m ation.The coexistence problem fora polydisperse system is,in general,a m uch hardertask

than itsone-com ponentcounterpart,since itinvolvesthe solution ofa large(in�nite)num ber

ofintegralnon-linearequations.Butwe willsee thatsince ourexcessfreeenergy isexpressed

in term sofa �nite num berofm om entsofthe size distribution function (a sim ilarfeature oc-

cursforpolydisperse van derW aalsm odels[17],forpolydisperse HS [16]and forYukawa-like

potentials[18,19])thecoexistenceproblem can besim pli�ed and becom esnum erically solvable

through a sim pleNewton-Raphson algorithm [seeEq.(6.6)-(6.8)].Thenecessary form alism to

thisaim can befound in a recentreview [16],and wewillbrie
y recallitnext.

V I.1 From a discrete to a continuous polydisperse m ixture

Considera m ixture m ade ofp com ponentslabeled i= 1;:::;p,containing N (0) particlesand

with density �(0),which separates,ata certain tem perature�,into m daughterphases,where

each phase,labeled � = 1;:::;m ,has a num ber ofparticles N (�) and density �(�). Let the

m olarfraction oftheparticlesofspeciesiofphase� bex
(�)

i ,� = 0correspondingtotheparent

phase.Atequilibrium thefollowingsetofconstraintsm ustbeful�lled:(i)volum econservation,

(ii)conservation ofthetotalnum berofparticlesofeach species,(iii)equilibrium condition for

4Even though it m ay happen that one has loss ofsolution of
P

i
xia

2

i
for certain values ofthe density,as

occursforthe PercusYevick closure[3].
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the pressures P (�)(�;�(�);fx
(�)

i g),and (iv) equilibrium condition for the chem icalpotentials

�
(�)

i (�;�(�);fx
(�)

i g). This setofconstraintsform a closed setofequations (see Appendix VII

fordetails)forthe (2+ p)m unknowns�(�),x(�) = N (�)=N (0),and x
(�)

i with i= 1;:::;p and

� = 1;:::;m . Extension to the polydisperse case with an in�nite num ber ofcom ponents is

achieved by switching from thediscreteindex variableito thecontinuousvariable� using the

following replacem entrule

xi! F(�)d� ; (6.1)

whereF(�)d� isthefraction ofparticleswith diam eterin theinterval(�;�+ d�).Thefunction

F(�)willbe called m olarfraction density function orm ore sim ply size distribution function.

Noticethat,dueto thisreplacem entrule,wealso have

P
(�)(�;�(�);fx

(�)

i g) ! P
(�)(�;�(�);[F (�)]); (6.2)

�
(�)

i (�;�(�);fx
(�)

i g) ! �
(�)(�;�;�(�);[F (�)]); (6.3)

i.e. the therm odynam ic quantities becom e functionals ofthe size distribution function and

the equilibrium conditions(ii)-(iv)hasto be satis�ed forallvaluesofthe continuousvariable

�. The phase coexistence problem thatnow consistsin solving the constraints(i)-(iv)forthe

unknowns �(�),x(�),and F (�)(�)for� = 1;:::;m ,turnsoutto be a ratherform idable task

hardly solvablefrom anum ericalpointofview.Fortunately,asoutlined in thenextsubsection,

forourm odela rem arkablesim pli�cation occurs.

V I.2 Truncatable excess free energy

Asisdescribed in the nextsubsection,the excessfree energy ofoursystem istruncatable:it

isonly a function ofthe threem om ents�i,i= 1;2;3 ofthesize distribution function [see Eq.

(6.12)forCase I,II,III,IV,and V treated with m M SA,and Eq. (6.26)forCase V treated

with C1].So wehavethefollowing sim pli�cation

P
(�)(�;�(�);[F (�)]) ! P

(�)(�;�(�);f�
(�)

i g); (6.4)

�
(�)(�;�;�(�);[F (�)]) ! �

(�)(�;�;�(�);f�
(�)

i g); (6.5)

wheref�
(�)

i gisashort-hand notation for�
(�)

1
;�

(�)

2
;�

(�)

3
.Itturnsoutthatthetwo-phase(m = 2)

coexistence problem ,the one in which we are interested (we are thus concentrating on the

high tem peratureportion ofthephasediagram ),reducesto thesolution ofthefollowing eight

equationsin theeightunknowns�(1),�(2),f�
(1)

i g,and f�
(2)

i g

�
(�)

i =
�

6
�
(�)

Z

Q
(�)(�;�;�(0);�(1);�(2);f�

(1)

i g;f�
(2)

i g)F (0)(�)�id� ;

i= 1;2;3 � = 1;2 ; (6.6)

1 =

Z

Q
(�)(�;�;�(0);�(1);�(2);f�

(1)

i g;f�
(2)

i g)F (0)(�)d� ;

� = 1 or2 ; (6.7)

P
(1)(�;�(1);f�

(1)

i g)= P
(2)(�;�(2);f�

(2)

i g); (6.8)
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with

�
(�)
Q
(�) = �

(0)
(�(1)� �(2))(1� �1� + �1�e

�� �exc)

(�(1)� �(0))+ (�(0)� �(2))e�� �
exc

; (6.9)

and

�� exc = �
exc(2)(�;�;�(2);[F (2)])� �

exc(1)(�;�;�(1);[F (1)]); (6.10)

where we indicate with the superscript exc the excess part (over the ideal) ofthe chem ical

potential.Fora com pletederivation ofEqs.(6.6)-(6.8)seeAppendix VII.

V I.3 T herm odynam ic properties

In order to obtain the equation ofstate ofour m odelEq. (2.1) from the energy route,one

exploitsthefollowing exactresult[4]

@(�Aexc=N )

@�
= 2��

X

i;j

xixj

Z
@[��ij(r)]

@�
gij(r)r

2
dr

= 2��
X

i;j

xixj

Z R ij

�ij

1

�
eij(r)yij(r)r

2
dr

= 2��
X

i;j

xixj
1

�

Z R ij

�ij

1

12�ij

R ij

R ij � �ij
yij(r)r

2
dr :

Upon taking thesticky lim itwe�nd

@(�Aexc=N )

@�
=

�

h�3i

1

�

X

i;j

xixj
1

�ij
�
3

ijyij(�ij): (6.11)

V I.3.1 m M SA approxim ation

W ithin the m M SA approxim ation the partialcavity functionsatcontactare allequalto 1 so

from Eq.(6.11),afterintegration over� from � = 1 (hard sphere case),we�nd

�(Aexc
SH S � AexcH S)

N
�0 =

8
>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>:

�
1

�

�3
1

�0
CaseI;

�
1

�
�2�1 CaseII,III;

�
1

�

1

4
(3�1�2 + �0�3) CaseIV ;

�
1

�

1

2

�

�1�2 +
�3
1

�0

�

CaseV :

(6.12)

Thepressure can befound,from �P=� = �@(�A=N )=@�

�

6
�[PSH S(�;�;f�ig)� PH S(�;�;f�ig)]=

�(Aexc
SH S � AexcH S)

N
�0 ; (6.13)
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where forPH S we use an equation due to Boubl�ik,M ansoori,Carnahan,Starling,and Leland

(BM CSL)[27,28]which reducesto theCarnahan-Starling onewhen s= 0,

�

6
�PH S(�;�;f�ig) = ZH S�0 =

�0

1� �3
+ 3

�1�2

(1� �3)
2
+ 3

�32

(1� �3)
3
�

�3�
3
2

(1� �3)
3

(6.14)

= �0

�
1

1� �
+

3�

(1� �)2

1

M 2

+

�
3�2

(1� �)3
�

�3

(1� �)3

�
M 1

M 2
2

�

:

Theexcessfreeenergyofthepolydispersehard spheresystem isobtained integrating(ZH S�

1)=� over�,from � = 0,and recalling thattheexcessfreeenergy iszero when � = 0.W ethen

�nd [29]

�Aexc
H S

N
=

�

(1� �)2

M 1

M 2
2

+
3�

1� �

1

M 2

+

�
M 1

M 2
2

� 1

�

ln(1� �)

=
�3
2

�0�3(1� �3)
2
+ 3

�1�2

�0(1� �3)
+

�
�3
2

�0�
2
3

� 1

�

ln(1� �3): (6.15)

Note thatboth A exc
SH S and A exc

H S depend upon only a �nite num berofm om ents��,and thisis

thecrucialfeatureforthefeasibility ofthephaseequilibrium ,asrem arked.

Forthechem icalpotential��i= @(�A=V )=@�i we�nd aftersom ealgebra

��
exc(�;�;�;f�ig) =

�

�
[0]

H S
+ �� [0]

�

+

�

�
[1]

H S
+ �� [1]

�

� +
�

�
[2]

H S
+ �� [2]

�

�
2 +

�

�
[3]

H S
+ �� [3]

�

�
3
; (6.16)

where

�
[0]

H S
= � ln(1� �3); (6.17)

�
[1]

H S
= 3�2=(1� �3); (6.18)

�
[2]

H S
=

�

3
�2
2

�23

�

ln(1� �3)+ 3�1=(1� �3)+

�

3
�2
2

�3

�

=(1� �3)
2
; (6.19)

�
[3]

H S
=

�

� 2
�3
2

�33

�

ln(1� �3)+

�

�0 �
�3
2

�23

�

=(1� �3)+

�

3�1�2 �
�3
2

�23

�

=(1� �3)
2 +

�

2
�3
2

�3

�

=(1� �3)
3
: (6.20)

and

�� [0]=

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

1

�

�3
1

�2
0

CaseI;

0 CaseII,III;

�
1

�

�3

4
CaseIV ;

1

�

�31

2�20
CaseV ;

(6.21)

17



�� [1]=

8
>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>:

�
1

�

3�2
1

�0
CaseI;

�
1

�
�2 CaseII,III;

�
1

�

3�2

4
CaseIV ;

�
1

�

1

2

�

�2 +
3�2

1

�0

�

CaseV ;

(6.22)

�� [2]=

8
>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

0 CaseI;

�
1

�
�1 CaseII,III;

�
1

�

3�1

4
CaseIV ;

�
1

�

�1

2
CaseV ;

(6.23)

�� [3]=

8
>>><

>>>:

0 CaseI;

0 CaseII,III;

�
1

�

�0

4
CaseIV ;

0 CaseV ;

(6.24)

It is noteworthy that ifwe retain in the expression (6.14) for PH S,only the �rst term ,

then ourCase IV coincideswith the van derW aalsm odelofBellier-Castella et. al. [17]with

n = 1;l= 0,upon identifying 4� with thetem peratureused by theseauthors.

V I.3.2 C 1 approxim ation w ith C ase V

In analogy with whatwehavedonebefore,wenow considertheC1 approxim ation forCaseV.

Using Eq.(3.4)into Eq.(6.11)

@(�Aexc=N )

@�
= 12

�

�

�

k0
h�i

h�3i
+ k1

�
h�2i+ h�i2

h�3i

�

+ k2
h�2ih�i

h�3i

�

: (6.25)

Integrating from � = 1 we�nd

�(Aexc
SH S � AexcH S)

N
= �

�

2

1

�

�
h�i3

h�3i
+
h�ih�2i

h�3i

�

+

�2

2

�

�
1

�

�
h�ih�2i

h�3i
+
h�i3

h�3i
+ 3

h�i2h�2i2

h�3i2

�

+

1

�2

�
1

4

h�i2h�2i2

h�3i2
+
3

4

h�i4h�2i

h�3i2

�

�

1

�3

�
1

72

h�i6

h�3i2
+

1

24

h�i4h�2i

h�3i2

��

; (6.26)
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Forthis case we lim it ourselves to study the coexistence problem forthe one-com ponent

system . In table Iwe com pare the criticalparam etersobtained through the energy route for

them M SA,C1,PY approxim ationsand M C sim ulation,fortheone-com ponentsystem .

Notice that,as already pointed out in Ref. [7],a density expansion ofy(�) within the

PY approxim ation givesto zero-orderthey(�)ofthem M SA approxim ation and to �rst-order

they(�)oftheC1 approxim ation (asshould beexpected com paring thedensity expansionsof

the closures corresponding to these approxim ations). So atlow densities ZSH S from m M SA,

C1,and PY should be com parable. From table Iwe see thatthe true criticalparam etersare

between thePY and theC1 ones.

In Fig. 4 we depict the binodalcurve obtained from the C1 approxim ation for the one-

com ponent system and we com pare itwith the PY binodalcurve (obtained from the energy

route)[4]and theoneresultingfrom theM C sim ulation ofM illerand Frenkel[11].Rem arkably,

the gas-liquid coexistence curve predicted by C1 lies closer to the M C data than the one

predicted by PY on thegasbranch and furtheron theliquid branch.

V I.4 N um ericalresults

In thissection wedescribethenum ericalresultsobtained from thesolution ofEqs.(6.6)-(6.8)

fortheSHS in them M SA,through a Newton-Raphson algorithm .

W e�rstdeterm ined thecloud and shadow curvesby solvingEqs.(6.6)-(6.8)fortheparticu-

larcasein which weset�(0) = �(1) sothatF (1)(�)= F (0)(�).Thecloud curve�c(�)issuch that

thesolutions�(1)(�),�(2)(�)ofthefullcoexistenceproblem given by Eqs.(6.6)-(6.8),fora�xed

�(0) (the coexistence orbinodalcurves),have the property thatfora certain tem perature �0,

�(1)(�0)= �c(�0)= �(0),i.ethedensity ofphase1 endson thecloud curve.Theshadow curveis

thesetofpoints�s(�)in equilibrium with thecorresponding cloud curve,i.e.�(2)(�0)= �s(�0),

thedensity ofphase2 endson theshadow curve.Theinterception between thecloud and the

corresponding shadow curvegivesthecriticalpoint(�cr;�cr):when �
(0) = �cr thetwo solutions

�(1)(�),�(2)(�)m eetatthecriticalpoint.

In orderto �nd thecloud and shadow curveswechooseastheparentdistribution F (0)(�)a

Schulzdistribution with h�i=1,and theinitialconditions,fortheNewton-Raphson algorithm ,

in the high tem perature �� and low polydispersity s� region. Ourstarting conditionsforthe

solution are

�
(�) = �

(�)
oc ; (6.27)

�
(�)

1 =
�

6
�
(�)

; (6.28)

�
(�)

2 =
�

6
�
(�)(1+ s

2

�); (6.29)

�
(�)

3
=

�

6
�
(�)(1+ s

2

�)(1+ 2s2�); (6.30)

for� = 1;2,where �
(1)
oc and �

(2)
oc are the coexistence densitiesata tem perature �� forthe one

com ponentsystem .Once thecloud and shadow curvesaredeterm ined we proceed to �nd the

coexistence curvesfora given m otherdensity.

In Fig. 5 we depict the cloud and shadow curves obtained with our Case Ifor two rep-

resentative values ofpolydispersity, s = 0:1 and s = 0:3. For com parison the coexistence
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curve ofthe one com ponentsystem (s = 0)isalso reported. Aspolydispersity increases,the

criticalpoint m oves to lower densities and lower tem peratures (�cr ’ 0:094;�cr ’ 0:249 at

s = 0,�cr ’ 0:093;�cr ’ 0:24 at s = 0:1,and �cr ’ 0:085;�cr ’ 0:197 at s = 0:3). Let

us now �x s = 0:3,a value corresponding to a m oderate polydispersity. Again in Fig. 5 we

depictthreecoexistence curvesupon changing them otherdensity �(0) = 0:08,�(0) = 0:25,and

�(0) = 0:197’ �cr.

Allthese curvesclosely resem ble thecorresponding onesobtained forthepolydisperse van

der W aals m odel[17],in agreem ent with previous results. In Fig. 6 we show how the two

daughter distribution functions (at s = 0:3 and �(0) = �cr) di�er from the parent Schulz

distribution (a process usually called fractionation),for two di�erent values oftem perature

� = 0:084 and � = 0:078.

Next we consider di�erences in the criticalbehavior with respect 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= 0:3.W hileforCaseIand V thecriticalpointisdisplaced atlowertem peratureand lower

density respectto them onodispersesystem ,thecriticalpointofCaseIV isdisplaced athigher

tem peraturesand lowerdensity.Thecloud curvesofCaseIIand IIIhavea low density branch

thatdoesnotm eetthe high density oneassoon ass> 0;m oreover,thecloud curve doesnot

m eetthecorresponding shadow curve,so thereisno criticalpoint.W earenotawareofsim ilar

featuresin otherpolydisperse m odels,although thisisofcourse to be expected in othercases

aswell.

V II C onclusions

In this work we have perform ed an extensive analysis ofthe phase diagram for Baxter SHS

m odelin the presence ofpolydispersity. In spite ofitssim plicity,thism odelhasbeen proven

to beextrem ely usefulin thetheoreticalcharacterization ofsterically stabilized colloids.These

system s are,however,a�ected by intrinsic polydispersity in som e oftheirphysicalproperties

(size,species,etc)and hencethee�ectofpolydispersity on thecorresponding theoreticalm od-

els cannot be overlooked and is then a rather interesting point to address. As only form al

m anipulations[5]can becarried outforthem ulticom ponentBaxterSHS m odelwithin thePY

approxim ation,wehaveresorted toasim plerclosure(m M SA)towhich thePY closurereduces

in thelim itofzero density and thatwasrecently shown [7]to reproduceratherprecisely m any

ofthe interesting features ofits PY counterpart. Our analysis has also been inspired by re-

centresultsby M illerand Frankel[11]who showed thatBaxterSHS m odelcoupled with PY

closure reproduced fairly welltheirM C data in theone-com ponentcase.W ehavestudied the

e�ectofpolydispersity on phasestability boundaries,thepercolation phasetransition,and the

gas-liquid phase transition. W e have considered �ve di�erentcases ofpolydispersity. Thisis

because there isno generalagreem enton the way in which adhesion forcesare depending on

thesizeofparticles.CaseIand IIhad already been discussed in previouswork by us[8],Case

IIIisa variantofCase I,whereasa case sim ilarto Case IV had been em ployed by Tutschka

and Kahl[12].Finally CaseV hasbeen speci�cally devised to copewith approxim ation C1.In

spiteoftheapparentredundancy ofallthesesub-cases,webelievethateach oftheseexam ples

hasa reasonableintereston itsown,and hencewehaveincluded them allin ourdiscussion.

W estudied theinstabilityboundariesandthetwo-phasecoexistenceproblem ofpolydisperse
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SHS system in them M SA (C0).The nextlevelofapproxim ation (C1)would stillbefeasible,

but signi�cantly m ore lengthly. W e have laid down the necessary form alism in Sections III

and VI.3.2,and tested itse�ecton the one-com ponentcase,by com paring the resultsagainst

thePY approxim ation and M C data.W ederived thepercolation threshold ofthepolydisperse

system both within m M SA (C0)closure(forall�veCases)and in theC1approxim ation (using

CaseV).

W e found that the e�ect ofpolydispersity on the stability and phase boundaries slightly

dependsupon the chosen Case,butthere are generalfeaturesshared by allofthem :polydis-

persity rendersthem ixturem orestablewith respecttoconcentration 
uctuations(in thesm all

density region,see Fig. 2)with the exception ofCase IIforwhich the stability boundary is

independentfrom the polydispersity;Eqs. (5.24),(5.27),and (5.29)(in the m M SA),and Eq.

(5.33)(in theC1),describeitse�ecton thepercolation threshold (seeFigs.4 and 3).Polydis-

persity increasestheregion ofthephasediagram wherewehavea non-percolating phase,with

theexception ofCaseIV,forwhich theoppositetrend isobserved,and ofCaseIIforwhich the

percolation threshold isindependentfrom thepolydispersity;polydispersity reducestheregion

ofthe phase diagram where we have a gas-liquid coexistence forCasesIand V,while the op-

positetrend isobserved forCaseIV (seeFig.7).ForCaseIIand IIIweobtained cloud curves

with a gap athigh tem perature,m oreover the cloud curve does not m eet the corresponding

shadow curve,so thereisno criticalpoint,assoon aspolydispersity isintroduced.

In conclusion,thetypicale�ectofpolydispersity istoreducethesizeoftheunstableregion,

thepercolating region,and thetwo-phaseregion ofthephasediagram ,although exceptionsto

thisgeneralrulehavebeen observed forCaseII,III,and IV.

Fortheone-com ponentcasewealso com pared thepercolation threshold and binodalcurve

obtained from theC1approxim ation with theresultsfrom thePY approxim ation [14,4]and the

resultsfrom theM onteCarlosim ulation ofM illerand Frenkel[11](seeFig.4).Thepercolation

threshold from C1appearstoapproach thatfrom PY,butisstillsigni�cantly di�erentfrom the

resultsfrom theM onteCarlo sim ulation (thezero density lim it,on theotherhand,appearsto

bem orephysically sound than thePY one,and thisfeaturerem ainstobeelucidated).Thegas-

liquid coexistencecurvepredicted by C1 isbetterthan theonegiven by PY on thegasbranch

and worseon theliquid branch.TableIshowshow thetrue(from theM onteCarlo sim ulation

ofM illerand Frenkel[11])criticaltem peratureand density forthegas-liquid coexistenceshould

lay between theonespredicted by PY and theonespredicted by C1.

Futuredevelopm entsofthepresentwork can beenvisaged along thefollowing lines:(i)as

pointed outin [22]on de�ning  G =
Q

m
xm =SCC(0)and  Â =

Q

m
xm =[(�kB TK T)SCC(0)],the

condition  G > 0 isnecessary but notsu�cient forthe m aterialstability ofthe system and

the condition  
Â
> 0 is necessary but not su�cient for the m ixed m aterialand m echanical

stability.Itcould happen thatthosetwo conditionsaresatis�ed butthesystem isnonetheless

unstableasoccurforexam plein thebinary m ixturestudied by Chen and Forstm ann [30].Even

though acharacterization oftheinstabilityboundaryin thespiritofChen and Forstm ann seem s

unattainable for a polydisperse system ,it would be desirable,in the future,a m ore precise

location ofthe instability boundaries. M oreoverthe way we found the instability boundaries

for the polydisperse system was to start from the instability condition valid for a discrete

m ixtureand takethelim itofacontinuousm ixtureon theinstability boundariesofthediscrete

m ixture.Itwould beinteresting to com pareouranalysiswith theonegiven by Bellier-Castella

et. al(see section II C in Ref. [17]) who take the continuous lim it from the outset; (ii)
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allthe percolation thresholds thatwe have calculated have a low density branch thatenters

thegas-liquid coexistence region.Thesam efeatureisobserved fortheone-com ponentsystem

studied throughM onteCarlosim ulation [10,11].W hileitisclearthatcontinuum percolationis,

strictly speaking,notatherm odynam icphasetransition,onecould expect,from a\dynam ical"

pointofview,an interference between theform ation ofin�nite clustersofparticlesand phase

separation,and a clari�cation ofthispointwould have interesting experim entalapplications;

(iii)thepolydispersesystem isexpected todisplay,in thelow tem peratureregion,othercritical

pointssignaling theonsetofm > 2 phasecoexistence[17],and itwould beinteresting to study

theirevolution with polydispersity foroursystem .

A ppendix A :D eterm inantand inverse ofa dyadic m atrix

Given then-dyadicm atrix ofEq.(4.6),itsdeterm inantis

�
�
�bQ

�
�
�=

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

1+ A (1)� B(1) A (1)� B(2) � � � A(1)� B(n)

A (2)� B(1) 1+ A (2)� B(2) � � � A(2)� B(n)

...
...

...
...

A (n)� B(1) A (n)� B(2) � � � 1+ A(n)� B(n)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

: (A.1)

Furtherm ore,any dyadic m atrix bQ adm itsanalytic inverse forany num berp ofcom ponents,

with elem entsgiven by

bQ
�1
ij =

1
�
�
�bQ

�
�
�

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

�ij B
(1)

j B
(2)

j � � � B
(n)

j

A
(1)

i 1+ A (1)� B(1) A (1)� B(2) � � � A(1)� B(n)

A
(2)

i A (2)� B(1) 1+ A (2)� B(2) � � � A(2)� B(n)

...
...

...
...

...

A
(n)

i A (n)� B(1) A (n)� B(2) � � � 1+ A(n)� B(n)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

: (A.2)

A ppendix B :D erivation ofEq. (5.15)

Theclosurecondition (5.12)justify theusualgeneralized W iener-Hopffactorization [31]

rc
+

ij(jrj) = � q
+

ij

0
(r)+ 2�

X

m

�m

Z 1

Lm i

dtq
+

m i(t)q
+

m j

0
(r+ t); (B.3)

rh
+

ij(jrj) = � q
+

ij

0
(r)+ 2�

X

m

�m

Z
1

Lim

dtq
+

im (t)(r� t)h+m j(jr� tj); (B.4)

(B.5)

where r> Lij,theprim edenotesdi�erentiation,and q
+

ij(r)arerealfunctionswith supporton

[Lij;�ij]and zero everywhere else.

Letusdeterm ineq+ij(r).Using theexactcondition (5.13)in Eq.(B.4)we�nd forLij < r�

�ij

q
+

ij

0
(r)= � Kij�(jrj� �ij)+ 2�

X

m

�m

Z �im

Lim

dtq
+

im (t)(r� t)
K m j

�m j

�(jr� tj� �m j): (B.6)
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Thesecond term on therightend sideisequalto2�
P

m
�m q

+

im (r� �m j)K m j which iszerowhen

r< �ij.So wesim ply have

q
+

ij

0
(r)= � Kij�(jrj� �ij) Lij < r� �ij : (B.7)

Integrating thisequation givesEq.(5.15).

A ppendix C :C oe� cients ofEq. (5.33)

Thecoe�cientsin Eq.(5.33)areasfollows

q1(s;�) = �
� (2+ 5�)(1+ 3s2 + 2s4)

3

2(1+ s2)
3
(1+ 2s2)

4
; (C.8)

q2(s;�) = �
�2 f� 4+ [� (2+ �)� 5]s2g (1+ 3s2 + 2s4)

2

4(1+ s2)
3
(1+ 2s2)

4
; (C.9)

q3(s;�) =
�2 f� 2+ [6� (1+ �)� 5]s2 � 2s4g

24 (1+ s2)(1+ 2s2)
3

; (C.10)

q4(s;�) = �
�3s2 [2+ 5� + (4+ 7�)s2]

96(1+ s2)
2
(1+ 2s2)

4
; (C.11)

q5(s;�) = 0 ; (C.12)

q6(s;�) =
�4s4

2304(1+ s2)
3
(1+ 2s2)

4
: (C.13)

A ppendix D :Phase coexistence conditions

In thisAppendix wegivea com pletederivation ofEqs.(6.6)-(6.8)in them ain text.

Consider a p� com ponent m ixture. Each species ihas num ber density �
(0)

i = N
(0)

i =V (0),

whereN
(0)

i isthenum berofparticlesoftypeiand V (0) thevolum eofthesystem .

W e assum e thatata certain tem perature � the system separatesinto m daughterphases,

whereeach phase� = 1;:::;m ischaracterized by a volum eV (�) and a num berofparticlesof

speciesi,N
(�)

i .

Atequilibrium thefollowing setofconstraintsm ustbeful�lled:

(1) volum econservation

V
(0) =

mX

�= 1

V
(�)

; (D.14)

(2) conservation ofthetotalnum berofparticlesofeach species

N
(0)

i =

mX

�= 1

N
(�)

i ; i= 1;:::;p ; (D.15)
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(3) equilibrium condition forthepressures

P
(�)(�;V(�);fN

(�)

i g)= P
(�)(�;V(�);fN

(�)

i g); (D.16)

(4) equilibrium condition forthechem icalpotentials

�
(�)

i (�;V(�);fN
(�)

i g)= �
(�)

i (�;V(�);fN
(�)

i g); i= 1;:::;p ; (D.17)

wherefN �
i g isa short-hand notation forN

�
1 ;:::;N

�
p .

Itisconvenientto usethefollowing setofvariables:�;�(�) = N (�)=V (�);x
(�)

i = N
(�)

i =N (�),

i= 1;:::;p with N (�) =
P

i
N

(�)

i . Introducing x(�) = N (�)=N (0) Eqs. (D.14)-(D.17)can be

rewritten asfollows

1

�(0)
=

X

�

1

�(�)
x
(�)

; (D.18)

x
(0)

i =
X

�

x
(�)

i x
(�)

; (D.19)

P
(�)(�;�(�);fx

(�)

i g) = P
(�)(�;�(�);fx

(�)

i g); (D.20)

�
(�)

i (�;�(�);fx
(�)

i g) = �
(�)

i (�;�(�);fx
(�)

i g); (D.21)

with thenorm alization condition

X

i

x
(�)

i = 1 ; � = 1;:::;m : (D.22)

Eqs. (D.18)-(D.22)form a setofclosed equationsforthe (2+ p)m unknowns �(�),x(�),x
(�)

i

with i= 1;:::;p and � = 1;:::;m .Notice thatwhen m = p+ 1 the densitiesofthe various

phases�(�) willbeindependentof�(0),sincerelations(D.20),(D.21),and (D.22)form a closed

setofequationsfortheunknowns�(�),x
(�)

i .

In thecontinuouspolydisperselim it(p! 1 )wehavetotakeinto accountthesubstitution

rule(6.1).Then thetherm odynam icquantitieswillberewritten asin Eqs.(6.2)and (6.3),and

Eqs.(D.18)-(D.21)becom e

1

�(0)
=

X

�

1

�(�)
x
(�)

; (D.23)

F
(0)(�) =

X

�

F
(�)(�)x(�) ; (D.24)

P
(�)(�;�(�);[F (�)]) = P

(�)(�;�(�);[F (�)]); (D.25)

�
(�)(�;�;�(�);[F (�)]) = �

(�)(�;�;�(�);[F (�)]); (D.26)

with thenorm alization condition

Z

F
(�)(�)d� = 1 ; � = 1;:::;m : (D.27)
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Integrating Eq.(D.24)over� and using Eq.(D.27)we�nd
X

�

x
(�) = 1 : (D.28)

The setofEqs. (D.23)-(D.27)form a closed setofequationsforthe unknowns�(�),x(�),and

F (�)(�) with � = 1;:::;m . Notice that,due to the substitution rule (6.1),sum over ibe-

com esintegration over� and therm odynam icquantitiesbecom efunctionalsofthedistribution

function.W ehaveindicated such dependence with squarebrackets.

T wo-phase coexistence

Letusnow specializeourselvestothetwo-phase(m = 2)coexistence.W earethusconcentrating

on the high tem perature portion ofthe phase diagram ,since coexistence with m > 2 (Gibbs

phase rule doesnotrestrictthe value ofm in a system ofin�nitely m any species)isexpected

to occuratlow tem peratures.From Eqs.(D.28)and (D.23)we�nd

x
(1) =

�(0)� �(2)

�(1)� �(2)

�(1)

�(0)
; (D.29)

x
(2) =

�(1)� �(0)

�(1)� �(2)

�(2)

�(0)
: (D.30)

Notice that x(1) and x(2) m ust be positive. So if�(1) < �(2),then �(0) m ust lie between �(1)

and �(2),if�(2) < �(1),itm ustlie between �(2) and �(1).Substituting these expressionsin Eq.

(D.24)we�nd

�
(2)
F
(2) = �

(0)
F
(0)
�(1)� �(2)

�(1)� �(0)
+ �

(1)
F
(1)
�(0)� �(2)

�(0)� �(1)
: (D.31)

Nextwedividethechem icalpotentialsin theiridealand excesscom ponents� = �id + �exc

where

��
id(�)(�;�;�(�);[F (�)])= ln[�3

�
(�)
F
(�)(�)]; (D.32)

with � being thedeBroglietherm alwavelength.Now Eq.(D.26)becom es

F
(1)(�) = F

(2)(�)
�(2)

�(1)
e
�� �exc

; (D.33)

�� exc = �
exc(2)(�;�;�(2);[F (2)])� �

exc(1)(�;�;�(1);[F (1)]): (D.34)

From Eqs.(D.31)and (D.33)we�nd

F
(�)(�)= F

(0)(�)Q (�)(�;�;�(0);�(1);�(2);[F (1)];[F (2)]); (D.35)

wheretheQ (�) arede�ned by Eq.(6.9).

Form ally the setofEqs. (D.31),(D.33),(D.25)with � = 1;� = 2,and (D.27)with � = 1

or2,form a closed setofequationsfortheunknowns�(1);�(2);F (1)(�)and F (2)(�).In ourcase

the free energy ofthe system [Case I,II,III,IV,and V treated with m M SA,see Eq. (6.12),

orCase V treated with C1,see Eq. (6.26)]is truncatable: itis only a function ofthe three

m om ents �i;i= 1;2;3 ofthe size distribution function F. So the problem ism apped in the

solution ofthe8 Eqs.(6.6)-(6.8)in the8 unknowns�(1);�(2);�
(1)

1 ;�
(1)

2 ;�
(1)

3 ;�
(2)

1 ;�
(2)

2 ;�
(2)

3 .

25



R eferences

[1]H.L�owen.Phys.Rep.,237:249,1994.

[2]S.H.Chen,J.Rouch,F.Sciortino,and P.Tartaglia.J.Phys.:Condens.M atter,6:10855,

1994.

[3]R.J.Baxter.J.Chem .Phys.,49:2770,1968.

[4]R.O.W atts,D.Henderson,and R.J.Baxter.Advan.Chem .Phys.,21:421,1971.

[5]B.Barboy and R.Tenne.Chem .Phys.,38:369,1979.

[6]G.Stell.J.Stat.Phys.,63:1203,1991.

[7]D.Gazzillo and A.Giacom etti.J.Chem .Phys.,120:4742,2004.

[8]D.Gazzillo and A.Giacom etti.J.Chem .Phys.,113:9837,2000.

[9]D.Gazzillo and A.Giacom etti.M ol.Phys.,101:2171,2003.

[10]M .A.M illerand D.Frenkel.Phys.Rev.Lett.,90:135702-1,2003.

[11]M .A.M illerand D.Frenkel.In presson J.Chem .Phys.(cond-m at/0404318).

[12]C.Tutschka and G.Kahl.J.Chem .Phys.,108:9498,1998.

[13]A.Coniglio,U.DeAngelis,and A.Forlani.J.Phys.A:M ath.Gen.,10:1123,1977.

[14]Y.C.Chiew and E.D.Glandt.J.Phys.A:M ath.Gen.,16:2599,1983.

[15]Y.C.Chiew and E.D.Glandt.J.Phys.A:M ath.Gen.,22:3969,1989.

[16]P.Sollich.J.Phys.:Condens.M atter,14:R79,2002.

[17]L.Bellier-Castella,H.Xu,and M .Baus.J.Chem .Phys.,113:8337,2000.

[18]Y.V.Kalyuzhnyiand G.Kahl.J.Chem .Phys.,119:7335,2003.

[19]Y.V.Kalyuzhnyi,G.Kahl,and P.T.Cum m ings.J.Chem .Phys.,120:10133,2004.

[20]J.W .Perram and E.R.Sm ith.Chem .Phys.Lett.,35:138,1975.

[21]A.B.Bhatia and D.E.Thornton.Phys.Rev.B,2:3004,1970.

[22]D.Gazzillo.M ol.Phys.,83:1171,1994.

[23]D.Gazzillo.M ol.Phys.,84:303,1995.

[24]N.W .Ashcroftand D.C.Langreth.Phys.Rev.,156:685,1967.

[25]B.Barboy.Chem .Phys.,11:357,1975.

26



[26]T.L.Hill.J.Chem .Phys.,23:617,1955.

[27]T.Boubl�ik.J.Chem .Phys.,53:471,1970.

[28]G.A.M ansoori,N.F.Carnahan,K.E.Starling,and T.W .Leland Jr. J.Chem .Phys.,

54:1523,1971.

[29]J.J.Salacuseand G.Stell.J.Chem .Phys.,77:3714,1982.

[30]X.S.Chen and F.Forstm ann.J.Chem .Phys.,97:3696,1992.

[31]R.J.Baxter.J.Chem .Phys.,52:4559,1970.

27



LIST O F FIG U R ES

Fig.1 Schem atic diagram showing thearea ofthecontactsurfacebetween a particleofspecies

iand a particleofspeciesj.

Fig.2 Curvesforthe onsetofphase instability (the 
uid isstable above the curvesshown)as

obtained from the m M SA approxim ation for a m onodisperse s = 0 system ,and for a

polydisperse system with s = 0:2,and polydispersity chosen as in Cases I,II,and III

[see Eq. (4.10)].W e also show forthe one-com ponentsystem the curve forthe onsetof

m echanicalinstability predicted by the C1 approxim ation [see Eq. (4.12)]and the one

predicted by thePY approxim ation [seeEq.(4.15)].

Fig.3 Dependenceofthepercolation threshold,ascalculated from theC1 approxim ation using

CaseV (seesection V.2),from thepolydispersity.

Fig.4 Binodalcurve and percolation threshold [see Eq. (5.35)],fora one-com ponent system ,

in the C1 approxim ation.Forcom parison we also show the percolation threshold ofthe

Percus-Yevick approxim ation [14](which exists for� � 1=12),the one from the M onte

Carlo sim ulation ofM illerand Frenkel[11](circlesarethesim ulation resultsand the�t,

the dot-dashed line,isonly valid for� � 0:095),the binodalcurve ofthe Percus-Yevick

approxim ation (from theenergy route)[4],and thebinodalcurve from theM onte Carlo

sim ulation ofM illerand Frenkel[11](pointswith errorbarsarethesim ulation resultsand

the�t,thedot-dashed line,ism erely to guidetheeye).

Fig.5 Cloud and shadow curvesforCaseIin them M SA attwovaluesofpolydispersity:s= 0:1

and s= 0:3.Forthecases= 0:3wealsoshow threecoexistencecurves(continuouslines)

obtained setting �(0) = 0:08,�(0) = 0:25,and �(0) = 0:197 ’ �cr. For com parison the

binodalofthem onodisperse(s= 0)system hasalso been included.

Fig.6 Evolution ofthesizedistribution ofthecoexisting phasesF (1)(�)and F (2)(�),with tem -

peraturealongthecriticalbinodalofFig.5(s= 0:3,�(0) = 0:197’ �cr).Forcom parison

also theparentSchulz distribution isshown (continuousline).

Fig.7 Cloud and shadow curvesforCaseI,IV,and V in them M SA ats= 0:3.Forcom parison

thebinodalofthem onodisperse(s= 0)system hasalso been included (continuousline).
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LIST O F TA B LES

TableI For the one-com ponent system ,we com pare the criticalparam eters obtained from the

m M SA,C1,and PY [4]approxim ationswith the onesfrom the M onte Carlo sim ulation

ofM illerand Frenkel[11].
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�c �c (ZSH S)c

m M SA 0.0943 0.13 0.36

C1 0.1043 0.14 0.37

PY 0.1185 0.32 0.32

M C 0.1133 0.27 -

TableI:R.Fantoni,D.Gazzillo,and A.Giacom etti

30



σi
σj

σij

4π σij
2

������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������

������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������
������������

���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������

���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������
���������

surface area 

i jsphere of species sphere of species

Figure1:R.Fantoni,D.Gazzillo,and A.Giacom etti
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