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An extensive series ofneutron di�raction experim ents and m olecular dynam ics sim ulations has

shown that m ixtures of m ethanoland water exhibit extended structures in solution despite the

com ponents being fully m iscible in allproportions. O fparticular interest is a concentration re-

gion(m ethanolm olefraction between 0.27 and 0.54)whereboth m ethanoland waterappearto form

separate,percolating networks. This is the concentration range where m any transport properties

and therm odynam icexcessfunctionsreach extrem alvalues.Theobserved concentration dependence

ofseveralofthese m aterialpropertiesofthe solution m ay therefore have a structuralorigin.

PACS num bers:82.70.U v,83.85.H f,61.20.-p

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N A N D M O T IVA T IO N

In aqueoussolutions,am phiphilesshow very rich and

interesting behaviour governed by the tendency ofthe

m olecules to self-organise into structures where the hy-

drophobic regions of m olecules tend to be pushed to-

gether and away from the water, enabling the hy-

drophilic headgroups to hydrogen-bond m ore easily to

thesurrounding waterm olecules.Thisresultsin various

supram olecular assem blies including m icelles,colum nar

phasesand lam ellarstructuresdepending on concentra-

tion and tem perature. An em erging route toward the

developm ent,testing and re�nem entofdetailed m olecu-

larm odelsofthehydrophobicinteraction,hydration and

thephysicsofaqueousm acrom oleculesinvolvestheuseof

sm allm oleculesystem s(such asloweralcohols)as"pro-

totypes".

Despitetheirstructuralsim plicity,itiswellknownthat

the therm odynam ic and transportpropertiesofalcohol-

water m ixtures, such as the m ean m olar volum e, the

di�usion coe�cient,the com pressibility and the excess

entropy,are signi�cantly sm aller,and the viscosity sig-

ni�cantly larger,than thevaluesthatm ightbeexpected

from an idealm ixtureofthepureliquids[1,2,3,4,5,6].

The longstanding explanation ofthese e�ects in term s

of an enhanced structuring of the water in the pres-

ence ofthe alcohol[7]does not appear to be supported

by m odern di�raction experim ents[8,9,10,11]and an

alternative m odelisneeded. Recentneutron di�raction

studiesofalcohol-waterbinary m ixtures[8,9,12,13]are

leading to new insightsinto the behaviourofwaternear

m olecules containing both hydrophobic and hydrophilic

groups.Thesehaveestablished that,in thedilutealcohol

lim it,thealcoholm oleculeappearstohaveam ildly com -

pressivee�ecton thewaterstructure,asisseen from the

slightinwardsm ovem entofthesecond peak ofthewater-

oxygenradialdistribution function com pared tothesam e

function in pure water. Thissecond peak,which occurs

near r � 4.5 �A in the O W O W radialdistribution func-

tion ofpure water,has widely been interpreted as the

signature ofthe tetrahedralordering in water. By con-

trast,in the opposite (concentrated alcohol) lim it,the

system segregates into what is e�ectively a m olecular-

scalem icroem ulsion[8],with m ethylhead groupspushed

towardseach other,and thehydrophilichydroxylgroups

form ing a boundary around sm allpocketsofa water-like

uid.

These sim ple system s have also been the subject of

considerable com putationalinvestigations. The earliest

ofthese [14,15,16]used M onte Carlo m ethodologiesat

low or in�nitely dilute concentrations of alcohol. De-

spitedi�erentcom putationalm odels,and som eapparent

contradictions between their results,they allfound an

enhanced cagelike structure ofwateraround the m ethyl

group,in accordancewith theFrank and Evansm odel[7].

Later,M D sim ulationsexplored otherm ixture com posi-

tions [17,18]using e�ective potentialm odels. Tanaka

and G ubbins[19]weream ongstthe�rstto highlightthe

roleofthewater-waterinteractionsin discussingaqueous

solutions. M ore recently,M eng and K ollm an [20]have

perform ed M D sim ulationsofvarioussolutes(including

m ethanol) at in�nite dilution and found that the wa-

terstructurearound thehydrophobicgroupsispreserved

ratherthan enhanced.Laaksonen etal[21]haveexplored

severalconcentrationsthough therewasnospeci�catten-

tion given to clustering.Ab initio sim ulationsofalcohol-

waterm ixtureshavealso recently been reported [22,23],

howeverthe com putationalexpense ofthese sim ulations

issuch thatthey arerestricted to picosecond sim ulation

on sm allsystem sizes. Nonetheless,these studies have

also pointed to thelack ofstructuralenhancem entofthe

water surrounding the hydrophobic m oiety in the alco-
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hol.Very recently,som eofushaveobtained prelim inary

resultsfrom M D sim ulationsofan alcohol-rich m ethanol-

watersolution thatdoesexhibitextrem e clustering and

m icro-im m iscibility[24]

G iven the ongoing interest in these system s[25, 26],

the availability ofexperim entaldata only at dilute and

concentrated alcohollim its,and the apparently contra-

dictoryresultsfrom com putersim ulation thereisastrong

m otivation to undertakea system aticsurvey ofextended

structure (clustering) as a function ofconcentration in

the m odelaqueous m ethanolsystem using both experi-

m entaland sim ulation techniquesperform ed atidentical

state points. W e are speci�cally interested in exploring

the changesin the clustering behaviourasa function of

concentration,and theextenttowhich m oleculardynam -

icssim ulationsaccountfortheexperim entalobservations

and can provideadditionalinsightintoclusteringdynam -

ics.

II. EX P ER IM EN TA L M ET H O D S

A . N eutron di�raction experim ents

Protiated and deuteriated sam ples of m ethanol and

waterwereobtained from Sigm a-Aldrich and used with-

out additional puri�cation. Neutron di�raction m ea-

surem ents were perform ed on the SANDALS tim e-of-

ight di�ractom eter on the ISIS pulsed neutron source

at the Rutherford Appleton Laboratory,U.K .Sam ples

wereplacedin atplatecellsm adefrom aTi-Zralloythat

givesnegligiblecoherentscattering.Thesewerem ounted

on a closed cycle refrigerator, and neutron di�raction

m easurem entswerem adeattem peraturesof293K (with

m ole fraction x = 0:05,x = 0:27,x = 0:7) and 298K

(x = 0:54)respectively.Correctionsforattenuation and

m ultiplescatteringwerem adeusingtheATLAS program

suite. A further correction for inelastic scattering was

also m ade[27]. The di�erentialscattering cross-section

foreach sam ple wasobtained by norm alising to a vana-

dium standard sam ple. A totalof7 sam pleswere m ea-

sured -seeFigure1forx = 0:54.Thesewererespectively

(i) C D 3O D in D 2O ;(ii) C D 3O H in H 2O ;(iii) a 50:50

m ixtureof(i)and (ii);(iv)C H 3O D in D 2O ;(v)a 50:50

m ixture of(i)and (iv);(vi)C H 3O H in H 2O ;and (vii)

a 50:50 m ixture of(i)and (vi). Forx = 0:05 5 sam ples

were m easured (i),(ii),(iii),(vi) and (vii). These proce-

dures lead to a structure factor F (Q ) having the form

F (SH H (Q );SX H (Q );SX X (Q ))whereSH H (Q )givescorre-

lationsbetween labelled atom sand SX H (Q )and SX X (Q )

arethetwocom positepartialstructurefactorswhich give

therem aining correlationsbetween othertypesofatom s

(X) and the labelled atom type (H) in the form of a

weighted sum ofindividualsite-sitepartialstructurefac-

tors.

B . Em piricalpotentialstructure re�nem ent

A m ixture ofm ethanoland watercontains 6 distinct

atom ic com ponents, nam ely C, O , M and H on the

m ethanolm olecule (here M represents the m ethylhy-

drogen atom while H represents the hydroxylhydrogen

atom ), and O W and H W on the water m olecule. A

fullstructuralcharacterisation of the system therefore

requiresthe determ ination of21 site-siteradialdistribu-

tion functions,which iswellbeyond thepossibility ofany

existing di�raction techniquesby them selves.

Thereforeto build a m odeloftheliquid structure,the

experim entaldata areused to constrain a com putersim -

ulation of the m ixture. However, unlike conventional

sim ulationstheem piricalpotentialused hereisobtained

directly from the di�raction data and has the e�ect of

driving the structureofthe three-dim ensionalm odelso-

lution toward con�gurationsthatareconsistentwith the

m easured partialstructure factors[28]. A totalof 600

m olecules(m ethanoland water) are contained in a cu-

bic box ofthe appropriate dim ension to give the m ea-

sured density ofeach solution at the appropriate tem -

perature(see Table I).Periodic boundary conditionsare

im posed.Referenceinteratom icpotentialsforwaterand

m ethanolaretaken from theliterature[29? ].A com par-

ison between the experim entally-m easured partialstruc-

ture factors and those generated from the ensem ble-

averaged EPSR con�gurationsisshown in Fig 1.

In the present case a single set ofsite-site em pirical

potentialcoe�cients was re�ned against the m ethanol-

water data at each concentration, as well as for pure

water[31] and for pure m ethanol[32]. The result is a

setofsite-site em piricalpotentials which are consistent

with m ethanol-watersolutionsoverthefullrangeofcon-

centrations. Com paring the resultsofthese sim ulations

with those where the em piricalpotentialcoe�cientsare

re�ned separately for each concentration revealed som e

discrepancies in the detailofthe extracted O W � O W

radialdistribution function, particularly at the higher

m ethanolconcentrations.Clearly thedi�raction data by

them selvesdo notconstrain this function su�ciently to

give a com pletely unam biguousO W � O W radialdistri-

bution function.These discrepancieshoweverdo notaf-

fectthe m ain conclusionsofthispaper,which are to do

with thewaym ethanoland waterform distinctlocalclus-

terswhen m ixed.W ehopeto presenta m oreexhaustive

study oftheuncertaintiesinvolved in theEPSR analysis

ofm olecularliquidsand m ixturesin a separate publica-

tion.

III. SIM U LA T IO N A N D C LU ST ER A N A LY SIS

M ET H O D S

W e have perform ed classicalm oleculardynam icssim -

ulations within the NVT ensem ble,utilising previously

tested interm olecular potentials for both m ethanol[33]

and water[34]thathavebeen shown topredictthestruc-
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M ole fraction Tem p.TotalNo.No.ofm ethanolNo.ofwater No.density Box Size

x /K m olecules m olecules m olecules / atom s/�A
3

/�A

0.05 293 600 30 570 0.0995 26.68

0.27 293 600 162 438 0.0967 28.69

0.54 298 600 324 276 0.0955 30.73

0.70 293 600 420 180 0.0930 32.04

TABLE I:Param eters ofthe m ethanol-water m ixtures used

in the Em piricalPotentialStructuralRe�nem ent

ture and dynam icsofthe single com ponentliquidswell.

Both m olecules are m odelled as fully exible entities,

with explicitpotentialterm sforeach type ofatom cen-

ter. Using the DL POLY code [35], we have perform ed

sim ulations of2ns duration with a tim estep of0.5fs on

system sofx= 0.27,x= 0.54and x= 0.7m olefraction.The

param etersrelevantto thesesim ulationsaregiven in Ta-

ble II.Allsim ulations were equilibrated for 0.5ns prior

to data collection and trajectory snapshots were saved

every 0.1psforsubsequentanalysis.

In analysing both the experim entally-constrained

EPSR con�gurations and m olecular dynam ics trajecto-

ries,an identicalde�nition ofa clusterism adebased on

bond connectivity. Speci�cally,water m olecules are as-

signed to thesam eclusterifthey can be connected by a

continuoushydrogen-bondnetwork.Thecriterion used is

thattwowaterm oleculesaresaid tobehydrogen-bonded

iftheirconstituentoxygen atom sare lessthan R O W O W

apart,whereR O W O W
isdeterm ined asthem inim um fol-

lowingthe�rstpeak in theOW O W paircorrelation func-

tion (approxim ately 3.5�A forboth sim ulated and EPSR-

�tted functions). For the m ethanolm olecules,clusters

m ay be de�ned in one oftwo ways. W hen investigating

hydrogen-bonded clusters,we use the sam e criterion as

forwater,i.e.ifconstituentm ethanoloxygen atom sare

lessthen R O O apart.Howeverwealsoinvestigatecluster-

ing ofm ethanolm oleculesvia m ethylgroup association.

In thiscase,two m ethanolm oleculesareassigned to the

sam e cluster ifthe C-C distance is less than the m ini-

m um following the �rst peak determ ined from the CC

paircorrelation function (which isapproxim ately 5.7 �A).

According to thiscriterion,m ethanolm oleculesthatare

in contactonly via theirnonpolargroupsarenotwithin

the sam e(hydrogen-bonded)cluster.

W hen plotting clusterdistribution histogram s,weplot

the num berofclustersofa size i,m (i),asa fraction of

the totalnum ber ofclusters,M ,where M =
P

i
m (i).

Clusterlifetim eswerededuced from theM D trajectories

bycalculatingtheaverageduration thataclusterpersists

with atleastone participantm em berfrom the previous

trajectory snapshot. The distinction is m ade between

clustersofsize1 (i.e.with no H-bonded neighbours)and

thoseoflargersizes.

W e haveinvestigated thedependence ofclusterdistri-

butionsobtained on thesizeofthesystem em ployed.Us-

ing fourdi�erentsystem sizesrangingfrom 700to nearly

18000particles,we�nd thattheclusterdistributionsand

M ole fraction Tem p.TotalNo.No.m ethanolNo.water No.density Bo

x /K m olecules m olecules m olecules / atom s/�A
3

0.27 298 600 162 438 0.0968

0.54 298 600 324 276 0.0953

0.70 298 424 297 127 0.0934

TABLE II:Param etersofthe m ethanol-waterm ixturesused

in the M olecularD ynam icsSim ulations

lifetim esarepracticallyidenticalin allcasesand conclude

thatourobservationsarenotsigni�cantly dependenton

the choiceofsystem size.

IV . R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

A . Localstructure

A com parison ofradialdistribution fuctions g(r) for

C C and O W O W is shown in Fig 2. A concentra-

tion of x = 0:27 and the pure solvents(water x =

0:0 and m ethanol x = 1:0) are shown for both the

experim entally-constrained EPSR con�gurationsand the

m oleculardynam ics sim ulations. Localstructure there-

fore appearssim ilarin both the experim entaland com -

putationalresults. There are subtle di�erencesbetween

the experim entand sim ulation particularly the g(r) for

C C which could beduetodi�erentpotentialsused in the

�tting procedure and the di�erenttreatm entsofm ethyl

group exibility. However,itisclearthatthere isgood

qualitativeagreem entwhen wegoon toexploreextended

structuresin the solutions.

B . C lustering and cluster lifetim e

W econsider�rstthe resultsofthe neutron di�raction

experim ents.Visualinspection oftheboxesofatom sre-

veals signi�cant segregation ofwater from m ethanolat

allconcentrations.An exam ple isshown forx = 0:54 in

Fig 3.Visualinspection also suggeststhatthem ethanol

clusters do not tend to form hydrogen-bonded chains

to the sam e extent as in the pure alcohol. Instead the

m ethylheadgroups tend to be in contact,with the hy-

droxylheadgroups bonding to water m olecules form ing

them ain boundary between m ethanol-and water-rich re-

gions.Thisisbroadly asexpected fora hydrophobically-

driven system and is what has been observed in earlier

di�raction work[12,13]. Sim ilarsnapshotsare obtained

from the m oleculardynam icssim ulations(notshown).

Further evidence ofthe way in which the presence of

water a�ects the structure and orientation ofm ethanol

m olecules is obtained from investigation ofthe size of

hydrogen-bonded m ethanolclusters from the M D sim -

ulations and radial distribution functions. Com pared

to the hydrogen-bonded network in the pure liquid,

the cluster sizes are m uch sm aller. For exam ple, in
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the m ethanol-rich solution (x= 0.7) we �nd about �

75 % ofthe hydrogen-bonded m ethanolclusters consist

ofonly 1,2 or 3 m ethanolm olecules. For com parison,

in pure m ethanolthe fraction of clusters of the sam e

size range drops to around � 37 % , with the m ajor-

ity ofhydrogen-bonded clusterscontaining m ore than 3

m ethanolm olecules[24].Thisindicatesa substantialdis-

ruption to them ethanolhydrogen-bonded network.The

orientation ofthem ethanolm oleculesisalso a�ected;in

thesolution them ethylheadgroupsarepushed closerto-

gether,asevidenced by a shiftto sm allerr valuesofthe

�rstpeaksin gC C and gM M ,whereM denotesa m ethyl

hydrogen,in both the EPSR procedureand M D sim ula-

tions.

Thepersistenceofclustered structuresin thesesystem s

isreected in the average lifetim e ofclustersand single

m olecules.An estim ateoftheselifetim escan beobtained

from analysisofthem oleculardynam icstrajectoriesand

are particularly interesting in the sim ulation perform ed

at the x = 0:7 m ethanolm ole fraction. Firstly,we ob-

servethatindividualwaterm oleculesareshort-lived and

survive,on average,foronly 2 psbefore being absorbed

into a cluster. However,in rare cases,lifetim es of100

ps are found. A sim ilar result is found for the other

cluster sizes which show average lifetim es ofabout 3ps

though therearealso persistentclusterssurviving forup

to 0.5 ns. The m ethanolhydrogen-bonded clusters,al-

ready noted to be m uch reduced in size by the presence

ofthe water,are extrem ely short-lived;m ostpersistfor

approxim ately 1ps with no m ethanolhydrogen-bonded

structure lasting for m ore than 40ps. Thus the sim u-

lation results,in addition to being consistent with the

overallstructuresim plied bytheneutron di�raction data,

also suggestthatthe extended structurescharacterising

the m ethanol-watersystem arevery dynam icwith rapid

shedding and reform ing ofclusterm em bers.

C . Percolation

W e now explore clustering ofboth species quantita-

tively as a function of concentration where an identi-

cal de�nition of a cluster is m ade in analysing both

theexperim entally-constrained EPSR con�gurationsand

m oleculardynam icstrajectories.Forwaterm oleculesthe

hydrogen-bond de�nition was used to designate which

m olecules belong to a given water cluster, while for

m ethanolclustersthe C-C distance de�nition wasused,

as this criterion is m ore indicative ofthe nature ofthe

m ethanolclustering than the hydrogen bond criterion.

The cluster size distributions as obtained from the

EPSR ensem bles (for x = 0:7;0:54;0:27 and 0:05

) and m olecular dynam ics sim ulation (for x =

0:7;0:54 and 0:27 ) are shown in Fig 4 along with the

predicted power law ns � s� 2:2 for random percolation

on a 3-d cubiclattice[36].Theexperim entaland com pu-

tationalresults both give sim ilar results for the cluster

size distribution atthe three concentrationsforwhich a

directcom parison can be m adeaswasim plied by visual

inspection ofthe EPSR and m olecular dynam ics struc-

tures.

Several\special" concentrationsem erge asde�ned by

changes in clustering behaviour. Speci�cally,x � 0:27

determ ines the approxim ate alcohol concentration be-

low which waterpercolatesthroughoutthem ixturewhile

m ethanol does not - occurring instead only in sm all,

isolated clusters. Above this m olar fraction, however,

m ethanolpercolatesthroughoutthem ixture.Thelarger

water clusters also percolate (at x = 0:54,see Fig.4 )

butbecom e increasingly isolated untilthey are con�ned

to distinct, non-spanning clusters by x = 0:7. Thus,

according both to the experim entally-constrained EPSR

dataandtheM D sim ulations,in theapproxim ateconcen-

tration rangede�ned by 0:27 < x < 0:54 both waterand

alcoholclusters percolate sim ultaneously,m aking this a

bi-percolating liquid m ixture.

Signi�cantly, the m ole fraction range over which si-

m ultaneoustwo-com ponentpercolation occurscoincides

closely with theconcentration atwhich m any therm ody-

nam ic properties show extrem a[37,38,39,40,41,42].

Thissuggeststhatthenatureand extentofclustering in

thesem ixturesm ay o�era structuralexplanation forthe

therm odynam icanom alies.

In earlier work on liquids, com puter sim ulations

have identi�ed percolation transitions in supercritical

Lennard-Jones uids[43], supercriticalwater[44], water

in aqueousacetonitrile[45]and aqueoustetrahydrofuran

(THF) [46,47]. However,to our knowledge this is the

�rstreportofsim ultaneouspercolation oftwo fully m is-

cible uids. Despite subtle variation in the cluster size

distribution,we have obtained independent evidence of

two-com ponentpercolation from experim entaland com -

putationalm ethods.

D . D im ensionality ofclusters

A further feature ofthe EPSR clusters is revealed in

Fig5which showsthetypicalsurfacW enow exploreclus-

teringofboth speciesquantitatively asa function ofcon-

centration where an identicalde�nition of a cluster is

m ade in analysing both the experim entally-constrained

EPSR con�gurations and m olecular dynam ics trajecto-

ries. For water m olecules the hydrogen-bond de�nition

wasused to designatewhich m oleculesbelong to a given

water cluster,while for m ethanolclusters the C-C dis-

tance de�nition was used,as this criterion is m ore in-

dicative ofthe nature ofthe m ethanolclustering than

the hydrogen bond criterion.

The cluster size distributions as obtained from the

EPSR ensem bles (for x = 0:7;0:54;0:27 and 0:05

) and m olecular dynam ics sim ulation (for x =

0:7;0:54 and 0:27 ) are shown in Fig 4 along with the

predicted powerlaw ns � s� 2:2 for random percolation

on a 3-d cubiclattice[36].Theexperim entaland com pu-

tationalresults both give sim ilar results for the cluster
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size distribution atthe three concentrationsforwhich a

directcom parison can be m adeaswasim plied by visual

inspection ofthe EPSR and m olecular dynam ics struc-

tures.

Several\special" concentrationsem erge asde�ned by

changes in clustering behaviour. Speci�cally,x � 0:27

determ ines the approxim ate alcohol concentration be-

low which waterpercolatesthroughoutthem ixturewhile

m ethanol does not - occurring instead only in sm all,

isolated clusters. Above this m olar fraction, however,

m ethanolpercolatesthroughoutthem ixture.Thelarger

water clusters also percolate (at x = 0:54,see Fig.4 )

butbecom e increasingly isolated untilthey are con�ned

to distinct, non-spanning clusters by x = 0:7. Thus,

according both to the experim entally-constrained EPSR

dataand theM D sim ulations,in theapproxim ateconcen-

tration rangede�ned by 0:27 < x < 0:54 both waterand

alcoholclusterspercolate sim ultaneously,m aking this a

bi-percolating liquid m ixture.

Signi�cantly, the m ole fraction range over which si-

m ultaneoustwo-com ponentpercolation occurscoincides

closely with theconcentration atwhich m any therm ody-

nam ic properties show extrem a[37,38,39,40,41,42].

Thissuggeststhatthenatureand extentofclustering in

thesem ixturesm ay o�era structuralexplanation forthe

therm odynam icanom alies.

In earlier work on liquids, com puter sim ulations

have identi�ed percolation transitions in supercritical

Lennard-Jones uids[43], supercriticalwater[44], water

in aqueousacetonitrile[45]and aqueoustetrahydrofuran

(THF) [46,47]. However,to our knowledge this is the

�rstreportofsim ultaneouspercolation oftwo fully m is-

cible uids. Despite subtle variation in the cluster size

distribution,we have obtained independent evidence of

two-com ponentpercolation from experim entaland com -

putationalm ethods. e area to volum e ratio (as repre-

sented by the num ber of water m olecules in a cluster

which form hydrogen bonds with a m ethanolm olecule

divided by the num ber ofwater m olecules in the clus-

ter) for water m olecules prior to the percolation tran-

sition,together with an exactly analogous quantity for

the m ethanolclusters. Clearly the ratio doesnotdecay

asN � 1=3 as would be expected for a 3-dim ensionalob-

ject: the clustersappearto m axim ise their surface area

by form ing as m any bonds as possible with m ethanol.

The observed behaviourcorrespondsm uch m ore closely

to a 2-dim ensionalobject,suggesting the clustersoccur

in theform ofdisordered sheetsorcylinders,ratherthan

the sphere-like objects that m ight be expected in con-

ventionalm icelle form ation. O nly at the highest water

content,x = 0:05,do the waterclustersappearto have

adopted 3D characteristics.

Thisbroad conclusion isalsosupported by theanalysis

ofthetopologiesofthewaterclusterspredicted from the

M D sim ulations.Figure6 showsthe variation ofthe av-

erageradiusofgyration ofalltheclustersofsizei(R(i))

as a function ofcluster size,for three di�erent solution

com positions.Theclustertopology can becharacterised

by a fractaldim ension d,determ ined by a powerlaw �t

to the data in Figure 6 , such that R(i) / i� d. For

solutionsofm ethanolm ole fractionsofx= 0.7,0.54 and

0.3,thesevaluesofd aredeterm ined to be1.69,1.89 and

2.03,respectively. W e note thatasthe m ole fraction of

water(and hence the proportion and size oflargerclus-

ters)increasesthecharacteristicdim ension increases.In-

terestingly,theclustertopologiesofsm allclustersdeter-

m ined from oursim ulationsareinsensitiveto changesin

com position;allthree com positionsexhibitsim ilarfrac-

taldim ension (d � 1.6)forclusterssizesup to i� 20 .

Theseresultsindicating the2-d fractaldim ension ofwa-

terclustersovera rangeofcom positionsisin agreem ent

with theresultsofa sim ulation study by O leinikova etal

[46]on thepercolation ofwaterclustersin thevicinity of

a region ofim m iscibility in an aqueoussolution ofTHF.

Sim ulataneousbi-percolationofboth THF and waterwas

found in thisstudy,with THF percolatingclustershaving

a characteristicfractaldim ension of2.5 and thoseofwa-

terapproxim ately 1.9. Visualinspection ofsom e ofour

percolating clusters(ofboth m ethanoland water)reveal

that these clusters span allsix faces ofthe sim ulation

box.

V . SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N

Isotope-labelled neutron di�raction m easurem ents

analysed using the em piricalpotentialstructuralre�n-

m ent m ethod have been com bined and com pared with

independentm oleculardynam icssim ulationsatidentical

statepointsto explorestructurein m ethanol-waterm ix-

tures at severalconcentrations. W e �nd that localand

extended structuresarewelldescribed by both m ethods

and lead to sim ilar conclusions. W e �nd highly hetero-

geneousm ixing acrosstheentireconcentration rangede-

spiteapparentm iscibility ofboth com ponentsin allpro-

portions. Extended chain,sheet and three-dim ensional

structuresform depending on concentration.

At a particular concentration regim e near x = 0:27

thesestructuresform percolatingnetworksforboth com -

ponents. This concentration has long been considered

"special" as it is near the point where m any transport

coe�cientsand therm odynam ic functionshaveextrem al

values. O theralcoholsalso show extrem a ofthese sam e

m aterial properties (at lower m ole fractions) and the

presentworksuggestsastructuralbasisfortheseobserva-

tionsconnected to the detailsofm ixing heterogeneities.
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FIG .1: Typicalexam ple ofthe �ts (lines) obtained by the

EPSR com putersim ulation procedure com pared to the orig-

inaldata (circles). The data shown in this case (x = 0:54)

are the interference di�erentialscattering cross-sections for

the sam ples (i)through (vii)described underM ethods. D is-

crepenciesareobserved in thelow Q region.Thesearecaused

by di�cultiesin rem oving com pletely thee�ectofnuclearre-

coil from the m easured data. However this recoil e�ect is

expected to have only a m onotonic dependence on Q and so

isunlikely to inuence the m odelstructure to any signi�cant

extent.
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FIG . 2: Com parison of the radial distribution function

g(r) as obtained from m olecular dynam ics(M D ) tim e av-

erages(left) and experim entally-constrained EPSR ensem ble

averages(right). The data shown is for the x = 0:27 m ix-

ture in relation to the pure solvents, water(x = 0:0) and

m ethanol(x = 1:0),for both the O W O W (top) and the C-C

radialdistribution functions(bottom ).
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FIG . 3: Snapshot of an experim entally-constrained EPSR

m odelofthe m ethanol-water m ixture at x = 0:54 showing

clusters of the segregated com ponents. M ethylgroups are

shown as black spheres, large white spheres highlight the

position of water m olecules and sm all grey spheres denote

m ethanoloxygen atom s.
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FIG . 4: Cluster size distributions for water(top) and

m ethanol(below) clusters in m ethanol-water m ixtures. For

water m olecules the hydrogen-bond de�nition was used to

designate which m olecules belong to a given water cluster,

while for m ethanolclusters the C-C distance de�nition was

used.O n the left,from M D sim ulations with m ethanolm ole

fractions 0:27 ,0:54 and 0:7 and on the right from neutron

di�raction experim entsform ethanolm olefractions0:05,0:27

,0:54 and 0:7 The dashed lines show the predicted cluster

sizedistribution atthepercolation threshold[36].Percolation

in the sim ulated box occurs when clusters ofa size close to

the num berofm oleculesin the sim ulation box form (vertical

lineson the righthand side ofthe plot).
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FIG .5:Ratio ofnum berofwaterm oleculesatthe surface of

a cluster(asde�ned by being hydrogen bonded to a m ethanol

hydroxylgroup)to totalnum berofwaterm oleculesin a clus-

ter(top). The dashed line shows the N � 1=3 behaviour that

would be expected for this ratio ifthe clusters grew equally

in 3 dim ensionswith N thenum berofm oleculesin a cluster.

O nly for the fully percolating water cluster at x = 0.05 do

the clusters show norm al3D behaviour. Ratio ofnum berof

m ethanolm oleculesatthesurfaceofaclustertototalnum ber

ofm ethanolm oleculesin a cluster(below). Here even atx =

0.7 them ethanolclustersdo notapproach full3D behaviour.
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FIG .6: Average radius ofgyration ofallwater clusters of

size ias a function ofcluster size i,in solutions ofdi�erent

com position from M D sim ulations. The com position ofthe

solutions,in term s ofm ole fractions ofm ethanol,are x= 0.7

(squares), 0.54 (circles), 0.3 (stars). The solid and dashed

linesrepresentthevariation ofaverageradiusofgyration with

clustersizeofpercolating clusterson 2-d squarelattice(char-

acterised by d= 91/48)and 3-d cubiclattice(characterised by

d= 2.53),respectively,as determ ined from large lattice ran-

dom site percolation sim ulations[36].


