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Abstract

A s iswell known, hard-sphere crystals of the foc and hop type di er very little in their themm o—
dynam ic properties. N onetheless, recent com puter sim ulations by P ronk and Frenkel indicate that
the elastic response to m echanical deform ation of the two types of crystal should be quite di erent
'E:]. By invoking a geom etrical argum ent put orward by R .M artin som e tin e ago Ei], we suggest
that this is largely due to the di erent sym m etries of the foc and hcep crystal structures. Indeed,
we nd that elastic constants obtained by m eans of com puter sim ulations for the foc hard-sohere
crystalcan bem apped onto the equivalent ones ofthe hcp crystalto very high accuracy. The sam e
procedure applied to density finctional theoretical predictions for the elastic properties of the foc
hard-sohere crystal also produces ram arkably accurate predictions for those of the hgp hard-sphere

crystal.
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In a recent publication fI,], P ronk and Frenkel reported on a com puter sin ulation study of
the elastic properties of foc and hop crystals of hard soheres. T hey found the various elastic
constants to di er by up to twenty per cent, despite that the them odynam ic properties
of both types of hard-sphere crystal are alm ost indistinguishabl. Indeed, the free eneryy,
pressure and com pressiboility of the two crystal types deviate from each other by less than
0.1% , at Jeast for conditions not too far from the m elting point fj]. In this Comment, we
point out that the di erence In the elasticity of foc and hap hard-sphere crystals is less
surprising than clain ed by P ronk and Frenkel, and that i can be explained by the geom etry
of the packing of the particles w ithin each lattice.

T he relation between the elastic m oduli of hcp and foc crystals have been studied theo—
retically and experin entally by number of authors. See, eg., B, 3,4, 8, §]. O fparticular
interest is the work of R .M artin K], who derived an approxin ate transform ation of the
elastic m oduli of the foc crystal to those of the hoo lattice, m aking use of the fact that
both lattice types can be constructed from tetrahedralunits. T he tetrahedralblocks in the
foc Jattice are equally ordented, while the hop lattice can be built up from two tetrahedra,
oriented di erently from each other and from those ofthe foc lattice. T he transfom ation of
any tensor in the foc system of coordinates (de ned as usualalong the cubic axes) to either
of the two representations of this tensor in the trigonal geom etry of the hap crystal can be

m ade by two sin ple rotationsR &) and R @, where
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This suggests that the transform ation of the elastic m oduli tensor in the foc geom etry,
CFCC, o5 that of the trigonal geom etry of the hop lattice, C ', could sinply be the
average (superposition) of the two trigonaltensors ],
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w here the subscripts have theirusualm eaning. Tt so happens, how ever, that the two unequal
tetrahedra of the hop lattice are not independent, but attached to each other. Hence, the
elastic response of the hop lattice to an extemal strain should be the com bined response
of both tetrahedra, not jist a sinple average, in plying that Eq. @) requires a correction
for the intemal strain that the connectedness of and interaction between the tetrahedra



produce. W e refer to ref. {] for further details. The resulting strain-corrected expression
for the elastic m oduli tensor of the hop lattice, C # €, reads 4]

_ _ 1
Hcp _ ~HCP HCP .
Cixi = Cigna ijrs C rom tukl 7 €)

whereC " ¥ isgiven by Eq. @) and  isa correction tensor denticalto i, except that the
di erence between the two com ponents is taken instead of the sum .

There are six distinct elastic m oduli in the trigonal representation of which only three
are Independent in the foc crystal and ve In the hop crystal. The relations between the
elastic m oduli of the foc lattice and those of the hop Jattice not corrected for the ntemal

strain are given by (using standard Voigt notation)
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T he strain-corrected constants cbey
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Them apping ofC ¥¢€ onto C * P implicit in Egs. @) and (5) agreeswellw ith experin ental
data on ZnS, a com pound that can crystallize both in an foc and in an hop lattice 1. In
fact, the m apping works very well for foc and hap crystals ofhard spheres too, as we show
next.

In Figure 1, we have plotted the relative di erence between the variousm oduliof the foo
and hcp crystals ofhard spheres as a finction ofthe dim ensionless crystaldensity s 3, with



s thenumberdensity and the diam eter ofthe soheres, using the com puter sin ulation data
of P ronk and Frenkel (obtained from Table I ofRef. El]) and the prediction ofM artin, Egs.
@{3) B].W e nd that the largest deviation between the two is about 6% . This in plies that
the approxin ate theory outlined above, based entirely on a geom etric argum ent, plausibly
explains the di erence between the elastic m oduliof foc and haop crystals. T hat is, geom etry
explains alm ost all of the found di erences In elastic behavior of foc and hop crystals.

In order to firther verify Egs. {5), we calulated the elastic m oduli of the hop hard-
Sohere crystal, using resuls for the elastic m oduli of foc crystals of hard soheres ocbtained
from density fiinctionaltheory O FT) [1]. W e used the predictions of them odi ed weighted—
density approxination DEFT,MW DA DFT, because they are known to agree very wellw ith
the resuls of com puter sin ulations. T he results of the m apping of the foocm oduli onto the
hoo m oduliare presented in Figure 2, again as a function ofthe din ensionless density ofthe
oheres. The agream ent w ith the results of the com puter sim ulations of P ronk and Frenkel
isquite good forallm oduliexospt C 13, orwhich it isnot as In pressive but still satisfactory.

W e believe to have dem onstrated that the large di erence in elasticity between the foc
and hop crystals ofhard spheres found In [I}] is largely caused by the geom etricaldi erences
of these two types of crystal lattice. W e poInt out that even when the them odynam ic
properties of foc and hop crystals are sin ilar to the point ofbeing virtually indistinguishable,
there is in fact no reason for their elastic properties to be sin ilar too. The reason is that
sim ilarities In the free energy landscape at long wavelengths do not preclide di erences at
short wavelengths. Indeed, (direct) correlations at short wavelengths contribbute m uch m ore
signi cantly to the elastic constants than to the equilbrium free energy B1.
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FIG .1l:Reltive di erence i3 i3 Ciy " FCi5~ - between the elasticm oduliofthe hcp and

foe crystals, as a fiinction of the din ensionless density g 3. Shown are the results of com puter

sim ulations of R ef. E:], 13, and the ones com puted using relations Egs. @{[_5'), zj .
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FIG .2: Thedinensionlss elasticm oduliCi; Cyy 3=kg T ofthe hcp crystal com puted using the
relations Egs. 6'_1:{:_'5) and the results of the MW DA DFT calculations for the foc crystal 'ﬂ], as a
fiinction of the din ensionless crystal density s °. Also shown are the results of the com puter

sim ulations of R ef. E:].



