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1. INTRODUCTION

The notion of surface tension, or interfacial free energy per unit area, plays a key
role in many studies concerning the surface phenomena and the phase coexistence.

When we consider a solid or a fluid, which is a mixture of two chemical species
1 and 2, in equilibrium with its vapor, one of the problems, experimentally as well
as theoretically, is to determine how the corresponding surface tension depends on
the composition of the mixture.

Some relationship is expected which would give this surface tension, here denoted
a2)p, as an interpolation between the two surface tensions, ;5 and ,y, of each
of the species when they are chemically pure.

Using thermodynamical considerations several equations have been derived in
the literature, according to different assumptions.

Thus, for ideal or nearly ideal solutions, a fairly simple treatment, due to Guggen-
heim [T, leads to the following equation

2 . 2 .
e w2 =ge P4 ge 2 (1.1)

where ¢ is the fixed molar fraction of species 1 in the (1;2) mixture, ¢, = 1 ¢,
the fixed molar fraction of species 2, a is the mean surface area per molecule, and
= 1=kT is the inverse temperature.

A very simple relationship for the so called regular solutions comes from Prigogine
and Defay [2], who proposed the equation
;2P = S 1p + o 29 Koo (12)
with K a semiempirical constant.

A simple treatment due to Eberhart [3] assumes that the surface tension of a
binary solution is linear in the surface composition, that is

wp = 1pt S 29 (1.3)

where the ¢, i= 1;2, denote the mole fraction near the surface of phase separation,
and that the ratio =g is proportional to the ratio S=c,.

Finally, when the surface tensions 1y and .y differ appreciably, a semiempirical
equation attributed to Szyszkowsky (4], [B]) gives:

i C
B2 -1 Bm o1+ 2 (1.4)
19 A
where two characteristic constants A and B of the compounds have been used, and
o is the concentration of the species with the smaller surface tension.

We refer the reader to Adamson’s book [6] (Chapter III, Section 4), and references
therein, for a detailed discussion of the above equations. On the other hand, an
extensive development for various types of non ideal solutions that has been made
by Defay, Prigogine and co—workers, can be found in the monography [7].
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More recently, an interface model with a two-valued random interaction was
introduced by two of the present authors in ref. [§] to describe the phase boundary
from a microscopic point of view. The surface tension for that model could be
computed according to a quenched or annealed disorder and one obtains

quenched __

amo - G 10t @20

anne‘?\led . .
e @AY = ge "+ ge ¥

in agreement with the above equations (LIl or (I3).

The aim of the present paper is two discuss the problem within a lattice bulk
statistical mechanical model describing the binary mixture in equilibrium with its
vapor. Previous studies of various models of binary lattice gases can be found in
Refs. [9, [10].

Here, we consider a lattice gas system with two kinds of particles, where each
lattice site can be in one of the three states, 0;1;2, interpreted, respectively, as an
empty site, a site occupied by a particle of the first kind of the model, and a site
occupied by a particle of the second kind. Whenever the particles 2 are not allowed
the system reduces to the usual Ising model, in its lattice gas version, with coupling
constant J;=2. We consider the system in the phase coexistence region and denote
by 1y the corresponding surface tension between the dense and the dilute phases.
Analogously, when particles 1 are not allowed, it reduces to the Ising model with
coupling constant J,=2 and we let ,5 be the corresponding surface tension.

We can also study our three state model in the phase coexistence region (with
the help of Pirogov Sinai theory) and then interpret the dense phase as the binary
mixture, the dilute phase as the corresponding vapor, and ;)5 as the surface
tension between these two phases. On the other hand the concentration of particles
1 and 2 in the dense phase can be fixed to take any given values.

As a main result of this paper we prove that, at low temperatures, the following
equation holds, for the surface tension of our model,

e Camp F) - ce (10 F1) 4 ce (290 F2) (15)

Here F i, (1= 1;2) is the specific free energy of the gas of “jumps” describing the
Gallavotti’s line of phase separation for the Ising model in two dimensions [I1]], and
that of the gas of the “walls” describing the Dobrushin’s microscopic interface [12]
in three dimensions. This means that 9y F; = J; and ,p F, = J;, are the
respective energy costs per unit length or unit area of the 19 and the 29 interfaces.
The quantity F is the specific free energy (which can be expressed as a convergent
series at low temperatures) of a gas of some geometrical objects called aggregates.
In dimension d = 2, those aggregates are the natural generalizations to our model
of the jumps of Gallavotti’s line and the leading term of the series giving this free

energy F is

2C_|_e2Jl+C262J2

ce J1+ ce Y2
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In dimension d = 3, they are the natural generalizations of the walls of the Do-
brushin’s interface and then the leading term of the series is

1Cle5Jl+Cze5J2 l(Cle2J1+Cze2J2)4

Cle J1+Cze J2 B (Cle J1+Cze J2)4
The coefficients ¢, and c, are related to the concentrations ¢; and ¢, of the particles
1 and the particles 2 through equation (B) below. This equation gives at low
temperatures:

g, 2d J, 2d 1

c=cgl ge 7'+ ge 2dce 7t ge '+ ge

1
2d+ 1)a e T+ ge U T4 0 e @D minfliidg (1.6)

for i= 1;2.

The paper is organized as follows. The model is defined in Section 2 which also
provides the analysis of the ground states of the system. Section 3 is devoted to the
study of the Gibbs states of the system at low temperatures and of the coexistence
between the mixture and the vapor. Section 4 contains the definitions of the surface
tensions and an expansion of the surface tension between the mixture and the
vapor in terms of interfaces. Section 5 contains the presentation of the relationship
between surface tensions. The proofs are given in the two remaining sections.

2. THE MODEL

We consider a cubic lattice 29, of dimension d = 2;3, and to each site Z9 we
associate a variable s, which taking values in the set = £0;1;2g specifies one of
the possible three states of the system at each lattice site. We say that the site x
is empty if s, = 0 and that is occupied by a particle of kind 1 or of kind 2if s, = 1
or 2. The following Hamiltonian

X X2 X2
H = E (&) (&) (2.1)

hx;yi =0 =0

where hx;yidenote nearest neighbor pairs, is the usual Kronecker symbol, (s;8 =
1if s= sand (s;9) = 0 otherwise, and E = E  are the coupling constants,
is of the form of the Blume-Emery-Griffiths model [I3] which describes a general
three state lattice system for the case of nearest neighbour interactions. We shall
assume here that

2E,=Eq;1+ Eyp (2.2)

in order to ensure that particles of kinds 1 and 2 could be mixed arbitrarily without
any cost of energy. When these identities are not satisfied two new thermodynamic
phases, either rich in particles of kind 1 or in particles of kind 2, may appear as
equilibrium states of the system.
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With the assumption of hypothesis (2) the general Hamiltonian (I can be
reduced to the form

X
H = J (&1 :0+ 500 (5;1)
hxpyi
+J,  (%72) &0+ (5:0) (5:2) (2.3)
that is, the case in which the coupling constants satisfy E1g = Eq; = J1, Eyp =
Ep, = J,and E = 0 otherwise. Furthermore, we assume that J; and J, are

positive constants.

In order to see this fact we consider, as it is often convenient, the reformulation
of the three state lattice system in the language of a magnetic system of spin one.
To do so, we define the spin variable , at the x site via

&;00=1 2
(8;1) = x(x+ 1)=2 (2.4)
&i2) = «(x 1)=2

so that , = 0;1; 1 corresponds to the presence at site x of the state 0;1 or 2,
respectively. In terms of the spins, the general Hamiltonian (1)) takes the form

H = J(X y)2 K>2<§2/ y xy)

A x+B ) (2.5)

The pair interactions of the system are given by

E 11 + E 22 2E 12 = 8J
E 11 + E 00 2E 01 — 2J + K + 2C (26)
E 22 + E 00 2E 02 = 2J + K 2C

The last two terms can be treated as chemical potentials, with

A:dCEO]_ Egz)andB:dCEOl+ E o2 2EOO 2d):

We see that our hypothesis (Z2) implies

J=0 (2.7)
On the other hand, taking into account that
. . — 2y _ 2 2 2 2
2 (x;1) (yi0)= «(x+ 1A = i+ « Xy %y
. . — 2\ _ 2 2 2 2
2 (xr 1) (ylo)_ x(x l)(l y)_ x x+ Xy Xy

we obtain Hamiltonian (3), plus chemical potential terms, with

2J,=K +2C; 23,=K 2C (2.8)
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We notice that condition () excludes the models discussed in the above men-
tioned refs. [9] [T0]. In ref. [T0], Lebowitz and Gallavotti have considered the cases
20 = K > 0, C = 0, also studied by Wheeler and Widom [9], and J > 0,
K = C = 0, usually known as the Blume-Capel model. They prove then the ap-
pearance at low temperatures of two phases, respectively reach in particles of kind
1 or of kind 2. When the two phases coexist one has, as a consequence of the
condition C = 0, the equality between the two surface tensions ;5 and ,y5. These
models, therefore, would not be appropriate for the present study. The case C 6 0
(and J > 0) will be briefly commented in Section 5.

Let us now return to the discussion of Hamiltonian (233). Fixed densities of the
three species are introduced through the canonical Gibbs ensemble of configurations

s = fs,g,, in a finite box 79, such that
X X X
(%;0) = No; (%;1)=N; and (&i2) =N, (2.9)
x2 x2 x2

Here Ny, N ; and N, are nonnegative integers satisfying N g+ N+ N, = j Jjwhere J J
denotes the number of sites of . The associated partition functions with boundary

condition bc are given by
| |

X X X
Ze (N 1;N,) = e B 6 (871);N (52N, @)
s 2 X2 X2
(2.10)
where H (s ) is the Hamiltonian (ZZ3]) with the sum over nearest neighbours pair
dhx;yi and ™ (s ) is a characteristic function standing for the boundary con-

dition bc. We shall be interested in particular to the following boundary conditions:

the empty boundary condition: “"P (s )=
the mixture boundary condition: ™t (s )=
the free boundary condition: frgy=1

@2e (5;0)
we @ (5+0))

Hereafter, the boundary @ of the box is the set of sites of that have a nearest
neighbour in °= zZ%n

We define the free energy per site corresponding to the above ensemble as a
function of the densities ; and , of the particles 1 and 2:

1
£ 2)=Im —MZy( ;0.3 027D (2.11)
s g ]
where [ ]denotes the integer part and the thermodynamic limit " 2 is taken in

the van Hoove sense [T4].

We introduce also a grand canonical Gibbs ensemble, which is conjugate to the
previous ensemble, and whose partition function, in the box is given by
X

P P
e 717 2) = e B B o G2 o &) (2.12)
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where the real numbers ; and , replace as thermodynamic parameters the den-
sities ; and ,. We define the corresponding specific free energy, the pressure, as
the limit

) 1

P17 2)= Im — I (; 17 2) (2-13)

llZd j j
The equivalence of the two above ensembles is expressed in the following
Theorem 1. Limits (Z11) and (ZI3), which define the above free energies, ex-

ist. They are convex functions of their parameters and are related by the Legendre
transformations

P(1; 2)= supl1 1+ 22 (17 2)] (2.14)
£(172)= supl1 1+ 22 pl1; 2)] (2.15)

Proof. We consider two parallelepipedic boxes %and  ®of both the same size and
paste them to form a parallelepipedic box = °[ @®insuch a way that °\ @=;
and each site of some side of °is a nearest neighbour of a site of a side of © It
is easy to see that the following sub-additivity property holds:

Zemp ( N7+ NN+ NS Zemp ( SN N D Zemp ( GN N D)

The same property is shared by the partition function with mixt boundary condi-
tions. Then the statements of the theorem follow from standard arguments in the
theory of the thermodynamic limit [T4].

We next introduce the finite volume Gibbs measures (a specification) associated
with the second ensemble:
e H ) bog
P*(s )= ©) (2.16)

e 7 17 2)

where % %
H s)=H () — ;1) — (%72) (2.17)
x2 x2
They determine by the Dobrushin-Landford-Ruelle equations the set of Gibbs
states G ") on 29 corresponding to the Hamiltonian H* at inverse temperature
(see e.g. [1H]). If a Gibbs state P 2 G (') happens to equal the limit lim e P*( ),
we shall call it the Gibbs state with boundary condition c

In the zero temperature limit the Gibbs state with empty boundary condition is
concentrated on the configuration with empty sites:

Im P®@emp )= 1 (2.18)
[
where emp is the configuration where all the sites of  are empty, and this limit

vanishes for any other configuration. Gibbs states at = 1 will be called ground
states.
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Let
R™xt = 52 182 ;5,60 (2.19)

be the restricted ensemble of configurations in ~ with non empty sites, and R™** (c),
0 ¢ 1the subset of configurations of R™** with exactly [cj j= N sites occupied
by a particle of the specie 1 (and j j [ Jsites occupied by a particle of the specie

2). The number of configurations R™** (c) equals the binomial coefficient qu .

With the mixture boundary conditions one has

e 1kl g 2@ 97 7

Im PO (g ) = — foreach s 2 R™* () (2.20)
P er+ez))
and
) ]jelNeZ(]jN)
l_-[n Plet mixt —_ N 221
i PR (@) = (2:21)

while this limit vanishes for those s 8 R™** (the denominator in (Z20) and E21])

P ..
is the sum 2, of the numerator of the R.H.S. of [ZZI])). Notice that all config-
urations s 2 R™** (c) have the same prob%bility. Moreoxier, by Stirling’s approxi-
. 33
mation one has for large j jthat .’ 1° 1% °7 " and the maximum of
cj 1 c 1 c

e =@ ! + e ?) is reached for

1
e e

The principle of maximal term gives that, for such values, (221 tends to 1 in
the thermodynamic limit. This means that the ground state with mixt boundary
conditions is concentrated on the restricted ensemble Rm=ixt (c) of configurations of
non empty sites with concentration c of particles 1 and concentration 1  c of
particles 2.

With free boundary conditions, one has

1

Im P = — 2.2
[ emp ) 1+ @1+ e2)l ] (2:23)
j. j. e1d k2@ 937
Im PR () = 23 (2.24)
11 1+ @1+ e2)id

Thus, with the above considerations, we get that for e *+ e 2 = 1, the configuration
with empty sites coexists with the restricted ensemble R=ixt (¢). The diagram of
ground states is shown in Figure 1.



ON THE STATISTICAL MECHANICS AND SURFACE TENSIONS OF BINARY MIXTURES 9

R mixt (C)

em pty
con guration

Figure 1: The diagram of ground states.

In the next section, we extend this analysis to low temperatures.

3. COEXISTENCE BETWEEN THE MIXTURE AND THE VAPOR

To extend the analysis of the previous section to the Gibbs states at low tempera-
tures, we will express the partition functions (2I2)) with empty and mixt boundary
condition in term of contour models.

Let us first introduce the notions of contours by the following definitions.

Consider a configuration s with empty sites on the boundary @ (s, = 0 for
all x 2 @ ). We define the boundary B (s ) as the set of pairs fs,;s,g such that
s 6 0and s, = 0. To a nearest neighbour pair hx;yilet us associate

a): in dimension 2, the unit bond (dual bond) by, that intersects the bond xy
in its middle and orthogonal to xy.

b): in dimension 3, the unit square (dual plaquette) p,, that intersects the
bond xy in its middle and orthogonal to xy.

Two pairs fs, ;s,gand fs,;s,gof B (s ) are said adjacent if one of the two conditions
is fulfilled

i): the dual bonds by, and b, (respectively the plaquettes py, and p,) are
connected.

ii): x=2,5,= 5,6 0,5, = s.= 0, and the bond xy with endpoints x and y
is parallel to the bond with endpoints z and t
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A subset B of B (s ) is called connected if the graph that joins all adjacent pairs
of B is connected. It is called contour of the configuration s if it is a maximal
connected component of B (s ).

The boundary and the contours of a configuration s with occupied sites on the
boundary of are defined in the same way.

A set  of pairs fs,;s,gsuch that s, € 0 and s, = 0is called contour if there
exists a configuration s such that is a contour of s. We use S ( ) to denote
the set of sites for which s, = . The set supp = So( ) [ S1( ) [ S, ( ) is called
support of the contour . We will alsouse S( )= S, ( ) [ S;( ) to denote the set
of occupied sites of the contour, L, ( ) (respectively L, ( )) to denote the number of
nearest neighbour pairs hx;yisuch that such that s, = 1 and s, = 0 (respectively
sx=2and s, = 0)and L( )= Ly ( )+ Ly ( ).

O O O O O O O o o o o o
O O O O O O O o o o o o
o ol N P P N P P NMD|IO O
O Ol B N MO O O|FH|O O
o oI N P PO O OO O
O Ol B N MO O O|FH|O O
o oI N B PO O OO O
O Ol B N DN P DN D DMD|IO O
O O O O O O O o o o o o
o ol B N PO O O O O O
O Ol N P DO O O o o o
O O M N PO O O O o o
O Ol N P DO O O o o o
O O O O O O O o o o o o
O O O O O O O o o o o o

Figure 2: A configuration with two contours: the two rectangles on the left belong to the same
contour due to the condition ii) of adjacency.

Consider the configuration s having as unique contour. The difference nS ( )
splits in components (set of sites for which the graph that joins all nearest neighbour
pairs is connected) with either all occupied sites or all empty sites. The component
that contains @ , denoted Ext is called ezterior of the contour. When s has
empty sites (respectively occupied sites) on its boundary, is called emp—contour
(respectively mixt-contour). The interior of the contour is the set Int = n
S () [ Ext ). Itis the union of the components of Intey,, with empty sites
with the components of Int, .«  with occupied sites. Finally v ( )= S ( ) [ Int
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Two contours ; and , are said compatible their union is not connected. They
are mutually compatible external contours if furthermore v ( ;) Ext 5 and
A\ ( 2) EXt 1-

With these definitions one gets the following expansions of the grand canonical
partition functions

X "
emp( i1 o2) = () emp(Intemp i7 17 2) mixt (Intmixt o1 2)
£ 175 nggy =1
) (3.1)
mixt (7 17 2) = €'+ e?)) MV (W]

"
! ( i) emp (Intemp ir 17 2) mixt (Intmixt ir 17 2) (32)
i=1
where the first sum is over families of mutually external emp—contours, the second
sum is over families of mutually external mixt—contours, and

1()=e J1L1 () J2L2( )+ 1B1()F 282()3 (33)
We put

Gemp = 0 Gmixt = M€+ €2); Guax = MaxEemp i Imixtd (3.4)

We divide in (BI) each ixt by emp and multiply it back again in the form
B1). Continuing this process, and doing an equivalent procedure with ([B2), these
relations lead to the following expansion for the partition functions with boundary
condition g= emp or g= mixt .
o X i
q( 7 17 2)= ") Zg ( 1) (3.5)

=1

it n9comp

where the sum is now over families of compatible g-contours and the activities z, ( )
of contours are given by

egqﬁ( )j m (Intm ro1r 2) (36)
qIntqy ;7 17 2)

zg( )= 1()

where m 6 g

The (generalized) Peierls estimates
! ( )e GnaxP ()] e JL () (37)

where J = m infJ;;J,9, allow us to have a good control of the behavior of our
system at low enough temperatures using Pirogov-Sinai theory [I6]. Choosing the
Zahradnik’s formulation of that theory [I7], we introduce to state our results, the
following
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Definition 1. For g= emp and g= mixt we define the truncated activity

Py @) i ml) e P
q e YO otherwise

where  is some positive parameter to be chosen later (see Theorem [@)
Definition 2. The g-contour is called stable if

7g() e B0 (3.8)
e if zg ()= 75 ).

We define the truncated partition function 3( ) as the partition function ob-
tained from (B3) by leaving out unstable contours, namely

o X i
g( Po1io2) =Rl Zg( i) (3.9)

Here the sum goes over compatible families of stable g-contours. Let

.1 0
Pq( 15 2)= ]?'r%dj_j]n q( i1 o2) (3-10)
be the meta-stable pressure associated with the truncated partition function
ol i 17 2)
For large enough the thermodynamic limit (BI0) can be controlled by a con-
vergent cluster expansion.

Namely, to exponentiate the truncated partition function, we introduce multi-
indexes X as functions from the set of contours into the set of non negative in-
tegers (see [I8],[T9]). We let suppX = [ x (, supp and define the truncated
functional

_aa%) T X ()
where the factor a X ) is a combinatoric factor defined in terms of the connectivity
properties of the graph G X ) with vertices corresponding to  with X ( ) 1
(there are X ( ) vertices for each such ) that are connected by an edge whenever the
corresponding contours are incompatible). Namely, a® ) = 0Oand hence (X )= 0

unless G (X ) is a connected graph in which case X is called a cluster and
X . .
aX)= ( 1)FCH (3.12)

G GX)
Here the sum goes over connected subgraphs G whose vertices coincide with the

vertices of G X ) and #(G)Jjis the number of edges of the graph G. If the cluster
X contains only one contour, then a® ) = 1.

Note that the number of contours with $( )j= s, L ( ) = n, whose support
contains a given site can be bounded by 2% 5 where , = 4and ;= 142
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As a result of standard cluster expansion we get that for e < 1 where =

P—
2 4 aqand g %e% is the cluster constant [20)]:
X
n (i 17 2)= %I It g &) (3.13)
X suppX
X ®)
= 9] 3+ 33 <7f1—3z—.+ (3 (3.14)
X suppX 3x upp J
where
X suppX \ 7
(J 9= m—x.j X)) (3.15)
X suppX \ ©6; Supp ]
In addition (see Section 6):
X
JqX)J e (3.16)
X suppX 3x
JC 343 e R 3J (3.17)
giving
X )
Pq( 17 2)= 9qt .qix. (3.18)
X supp X 3x »upp J

The following theorem shows that the low temperature phase diagram of the
model is a small perturbation of the diagram of ground states (see Figure 3).

Theorem 2. Assume is large enough so that e 7> = e <

2dJ)

1
m, then there

exists a coeristence line het:+ ez2)= 0 (e on which all mixt—contours and

all emp—contours are stable and such that:
q( ro1r 2): 8{( ro1r 2) (319)

for both boundary conditions g= m ixt and g= emp, and the pressure is given by

P( 17 2) = Puwxe( 17 2) = Penp (17 2) (320)
For any t> 0
mae( 71t G ot D= S (G T Lt 0; (3.21)

p(1+t; 2+t):pmjxt(1+t; 2+t)>panp(1+t; 2+t)
and
ampl i1 G, D= 2.0ii, &, B; (3.22)

p(]_ t;z t)=panp(1 t;2 t)>pmjxt(l t;2 t)

The proof is postponed to Section 6.
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m xture

vapor

Figure 3: Phase diagram at low temperature.

Whenever a cluster X contains only one contour (X ( )= land X (% = 0for
6 ) one has «® ) = z,( ). From this property we get that the metastable
pressures read:

el J1 4+ g2 Jz)2d
Pmixt ( 17 2) = Ine "+ e?)+ : e+ 2)2d+l) +0 e ®DT(3.23)
e e

2d J 2d J 2d+1) J
Pemp ( 17 2) = € tte? 2+ 0 e #¥D (3.24)

Equalizing B.23)) with (B24)) gives the first term of the equation for the coexistence
line stated in Theorem B

Let us introduce the infinite volume expectation h X ( 1; ,) associated to the

Gibbs measure ([ZTI6):
X
h %(q; 5)= In P (s ) (3.25)

"Zd
s 2

As a consequence of the cluster expansion we have for any t 0O:

h ;D) + ;28 (,+ 4 ,+D=h (0 (,+t ,+1b

1 0 e?®’ (3.26)
h (s;1)+ (28" (, t , bH=h ;0 (,  , b
0 e’ (3.27)

This shows that the model exhibits at low temperature a first order phase transition
at the coexistence line where the pressure is discontinuous.
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Let, ¢ = @p“"“‘gi(ilmjlz ;.= ,» 1= 1, 2 be the density of the particle iin the
mixture regime, on the coexistence line, and let
@ X ix
dj_ _ .ml t (X )
3upp X J

tx supp X 3x 1= 1725 5

J Jzy2d 1
Ji(el ttez 77)

e:+ ez)2d+l
(el J1+e2 J2)2d

i @d+1) J
2d+ 1l)e PRET + 0 e

2de ¢

for i= 1, 2. One has

ei ei ei
G= —— +di=—— (Q+e'+e’)d)= —— 1+0 e @7 (3.28)
er+ ez er+ ez el + ez

4. SURFACE TENSIONS

To introduce the surface tension between the mixture and the vapor, we consider
the parallelepipedic box:

V=Viy = &;:5%q)2 z¢ : ki) Lji=1;u3d 1; M Xq M 1

Let @,V (respectively @ V) be the set of sites of @V with x4 0 (respectively

x4 < 0). We introduce the boundary condition
Y Y

mixtemp (SV ) — (]_ (S<;O)) (Sc;o)
x2@ V x2@:V

This boundary condition enforces the existence of an interface (see below for its
precise definition) between the mixture and the vapor. The interfacial tension
between the mixture and the vapor is defined by the limit

F (V)

szjml M1 QL4+ 1)4 1 (4.1)

mixtemp —

where

1 mixtemp v ; 17 2)
F = —h 4.2
v ( mixt V5 17 2) emp(v; 17 2))l=2 ( )

This definition is justified by noticing that in this expression the volume terms
proportional to the free energy of the coexisting phases, as well as the terms corre-
sponding to the boundary effects, cancel and only the term that takes into account
the free energy of the interface is left.

To give a precise description of interfaces, we let L, denotes the semi infinite
lattice with x4  Oandlet L = Z9nL, denotes its complement. Consider then a
configuration s 2 2°, with empty sites on @,V and on L, nV and with occupied
sitesona @ V and on L. nV. The boundary B (s) (set of pairs fs,;s,g such that
sx 6 0and s, = 0) of such configuration necessarily contains an infinite component
I, whose support outside the box V is the set of n.n. pairs between L, and L
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We call interface I the part of I, whose support lies inside the box V: I, n1I, is
called extension of I. As it was done for contours, we use S (I) to denote the set of
sites for which s, = . The set supp I = So (@) [ S; () [ S, () is called support of
the interface I. We will also use S (I) = S; (I) [ S, (I) to denote the set of occupied
sites of the interface, L, (I) (respectively L, (I)) to denote the number of nearest
neighbour pairs hx;yisuch that such that s, = 1 and s, = 0 (respectively s, = 2
and s, = 0) and L (I) = Ly I) + L, (D).

0O 0000 O0O0UOUO OGO 0O 0O 00 0
00 00 0 0 0 0;_1””2_10 0 0 0
0 0 00000 0:1 2 _1_}0 0 o0
0ol2 1 1 1 2]0 0000 0 0 o0
0 0 0|1 2 2|0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
00 0|1 2 2]|o|l1 2 1 2 1|0 o
1 2 1 2 2 1]|0|l2 2 2 2 1 2 1
2 2 11 2 1lol2 2 2 1 1 1 1
2 11 2 1 1 1 1.0 0:2 2 1 2
1 2:0:1 1 2 1 2'0 0'2 1 1 1
211112212222 21
2 1 2 2 2 1 2 1 2 111 2 2

Figure 4: Interface of a configuration with the mixt;emp boundary condition.

The set V nS (I) splits into a part D below the interface and a part U above
the interface: if one consider the configuration whose boundary contains only the
interface I, D is the subset of V n'S (I) with occupied sites and U is the subset of
V nS (I) with empty sites.

Then, the partition function, with mixed boundary conditions, can be expanded
over interfaces as follows

mixtemp V7 17 2) = i '@ mik© 7 17 2) emp Ui 15 3) (4.3)
Isupp I V
where
L) = e TT1@ L@+ 1O ;3203 (4.4)
Therefore,
e FU) _ X @) mixt © 7 17 2) emp Ui 17 ) (4.5)

; T .. 1=2
Isupp I V (ml’(t(v’ 17 2) emp(vr 17 2))
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Since g ( ; 15 )= g( ; 17 ,) for both empty and mixt boundary conditions,
we get by (B14) and (BIS)
p( ro1r 2): expquj j+ (3 q)g

Applying this formula to the various partition functions of (LX), and taking into
account equations (B20), we get:
e FOU) _ X | T)e PC17 2)B@MF O3 mix)t ©F emp) 2 V3 mixt) 2 V3 emp)
IsuppI V

(4.6)
Let Ve = @Z%nV)\ L, and V¢ = Z%nV)\ L . We then apply the formula
BI3) to the four last terms of the exponent of the RHS of () and rewrite the
different contributions according to appropriated and natural decompositions of the
sets over which the sums take place and collecting analogous terms. Before applying
this formula it is convenient first to sum over the clusters with same support. Thus
we let

X
~mixt c)= mixt & )
Xsu&pX=C
Nemp C)= emp(x)
X supp X =C
We then get
X
e TV =Xy I @Me PL7 2 F @ M)B, (T) (4.7)
Isupp I V
where
1 X N £\vy 1 X . T\VJ
Ky =5 mixt €)=+ 2 emp C)———  (4.8)
CC\VESs; j:j cC\VEs; j:j
C\VvECs; C\Vv©Cs;
Y - £\D Y N £\ 3
A@I)= e mixtC) R e emp©) R (4.9)
cCCc\s@s6; cCCc\s@s6;
and
Y - £\D j Y - £\ (V0D )j
BV (I) — e mixt € ):p—jj e mixt € )Tj
cCc\s(I)s; CLC\VEE;
C\V°©s;
Y ~ r\uj Y ~ £\ (vnU)j
e emp(c)T e emp(C)T (410)
C:C\S(I)6; C:C\Vfé;
c\vEs;

In these formula, it is understood that the arguments C of i and “emp are
respectively supports of clusters of mixt—contours and clusters of emp—contours.
These functionals satisfy the bound:

Cc)3 LC)(e M (4.11)

where L (C) is the number of n.n. pairs of C (see Section 6).



18 J. DE CONINCK, S. MIRACLE-SOLE, AND J. RUIZ

This property allows us to prove that the limit of F V) when M ! 1 exists, and
that, if we denote by V the infinite cylinder lmy , ; Vi , then one gets actually
Iimy 1 F (V)
= F (V) with F (V) defined as in (1) (EI0).

The surface tension then reads
F (V)

L]!ml QL+ 1)@ 1 (4.12)

mixtemp —

Clearly the term Ky= (L + 1) ' tends to O in the limit L ! 1 . Let us

introduce the modified free energy
_ X
e TTU) = I @)e Plai 2B @0 (1) (4.13)

Isupp I v

As a consequence of the analysis of Section 7 we shall see that the free energy
F °w ) differs from F (V) only by a term proportional to L¢ 2, thus showing that
the surface tension is also given by ([fLIZ) with F () replaced by F °(v ). To simplify
notations, we shall only consider this last free energy.

In the Solid-On-Solid (SOS) approximation, that we will also consider, the surface
tension reads

FSOS 7)
SOS R
mixtemp ~ L:I!:ml QL + l)d 1 (414)
where
_ 1 X .
F )= M +e2) 3@I
1SOSsupp I V.

where the SOS interfaces belonging to I°°% have no overhangs. This means that

the set of dual bonds (in 2-dimensions) or dual plaquettes (in 3-dimensions) of
such interface corresponds to the graph of a function. This approximation may be
obtained by adding to the Hamiltonian (3] the anisotropic interaction
X vert 0
J[ 0@ (§:;0)+ @ &:0)) (5:0)]
hx;yi

X vert
where the sum is over vertical bonds, and then taking, with an appropriated

normalization, the limit J° ! 1 . The coexistence line in that approximation

coincides with the ground states coexistence line, e : + e 2 = 1, so that:
SOS 7 X
FUUV) = (@) (4.15)

150Sgupp I Vv

Let us now define the surface tensions between each species of the mixture and
the vapor. As mentioned in the introduction, whenever either the particles 1 or the
particles 2 are not allowed the system reduces to the usual Ising model in its lattice
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gas version. Thus, we introduce the configurations ny 2 £0;1g’ of the lattice gas
and the following partition furéctions

9
X < X =Y
Q (V)= exp J hx@ ny)+ @ nyngl Ny
ny 2 £071g" 8 heyi vV '9 X2 @V
X < X =
Qo (V)= exp J hx@ ny)+ @ ngny]
ny 2£0;1g” ) hxjyi V !
Y Y
1 ny) Ny
x2Q@ V xX2@4+V
forr = land = 2.
The interfacial tension between the species = 1;2, and the vapor is the limit
(|8, 1)
F
’ Lr1mM!1l QL+ 1)d !
where
1 ,
F @)= “m Q 0 V)
Q V)

It is well known that the ratio Q ,, V)=Q0 (V) can be expressed as a sum over
interfaces which in this case are connected set of bonds or plaquettes of the dual
lattice [T1),[T2]. Extracting the energy of the flat interface, the system can be written
as a gas of excitations leading to

F V)=J QL+ 1) 1+ F™wW)

In two dimensions, F** is the free energy of the gas of jumps of the Gallavotti’s
line [I1]. In three dimensions, F * is the free energy of the gas of walls of the
Dobrushin’s interface |[I2]. In both cases these free energies can be analyzed by
cluster expansion techniques at low temperatures. Namely, the specific free energies

F = ling, ;, F®' @ )=QL+ 1)® ! exist and are given by convergent expansions in
J

term of the activities e , giving
0= J+ F (4.16)
In addition
F =2 7 +0?7) for d=2 (4.17)
F =2 ' +0@°®?) for d=3 (4.18)

We refer the reader also to [22], [23], [24] and references therein for the study
of these expansions. Furthermore, in two dimensions the surface tension defined
above is known to coincide with the one computed by Onsager [I8]. We thus have
an exact expression for ,, and for F :

F = Intanh( J =2) (4.19)
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.. p-
for J larger than the critical value mh 1+ = 2).

Similar results hold in the corresponding SOS approximation (see [25] for the
three 3-dimensional case). We will use 500 and F°°° the surface tensions and
free energies in this approximation. In two dimensions F 5%

[26] and also given by [EIJ), but for all temperatures:
F5% = htanh( J =2) (4.20)

is also exactly known

for 0.

5. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we will give a relationship between the surface tensions introduced
in the previous section.

The leading term of the free energy F °(V ) corresponds to flat interfaces without
any decoration. They are those interfaces, for which the set of n.n. x;y such that
x is empty and y is occupied crosses the plane x4 = 1=2, and such that A (I) = 1.
Let Ig, be the set of flat interfaces and N = QL + 1)¢ . We have

e F fag (V) | T)e PLai 2B @3

I:supp I v
12 Tfat

XN (
= e 1
n

Ji)n J2) ™ n)e p( 7 5N

el
n=0

ce 7'+ ce

JZ)N

where
cl=e1 P(1i2); c:2=ez P17 5) (51)

We will show in Section 7 that the difference F°( ) Fpg, V) can be expressed
as a free energy of a gas of excitations called aggregates. It will then turns out that
the limit

0 _
po o EV) Fau ) (5.2)
L!1 N

exists and is given by a convergent expansion at low temperatures, see ([ZI1).

Theorem 3. Assume s large enough so that 8ee 1) *e %> < 1, then the
interfacial tensions niweemp, 10 aNd 25 Satisfy the equation:

e (mixtijemp F) _— ce (150 F1)+ ce (2;0 F2) (53)
where
c,=e: Pliid) (5.4)
F is the convergent series defined by (Z174):
5371 + 53, 2 Jq + 2 Jy\4
g o Qe ce . e %€ "L, ©59) (5.5)

ce Y1+ ce Y2 ce 71+ cge J2)4
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m dimension d= 3 and
2 J1 + 2 J2
R e J1+C?e —+0e?®’) (5.6)
ce ce

in dimension d= 2, and the convergent series ¥ satisfies (Z_17)[({-13) and {.I19).

The proof is postponed to Section 7.
Some remarks and comments are in order.

The densities ¢ are easily related to the ¢ through the relation (see (BZ3),

B23)):
(e 14+ e z)e Pmixt ( 17 2)

G = a0y e 1 e a (5.7)

g, 2d g, 2d 1

=gl ge '+ ge 2dce Yt ge '+ ge

2d+ 1)g e T+ ge 7240 e GBI (5.8)

In the SOS approximation, as mentioned in the previous section, the coexistence
line is given by e 1 + e 1 = 1 and the densities of each species in the mixture regime
on this line are ¢ = e and ¢, = e 2. We have

OS 7
e Fia ) ' @)= (ge "'+ ge T2)V

Iwsupp I v
I2 Iflat

and the equation between the surface tensions reads

( SOS FSOS) = ce SOS

OS SOS
e mixt;emp ( 1;0 F )

SOS
FU) 4 oe 20

(5.9)

PSS B,

Here F 595 = 1mm, , . it can be expressed as the series given by
([CTD), but with truncated functlonal corresponding to the activities

ZSOS(W )= e J1L1 W ) J2Lo@ )+ ;B1@W )HF ,B20 )]

and satisfy also relations (H) and (B8] with ¢, replaced by c.

To find an exact solution for F %°% in two dimensions seems to be an interesting

problem. Actually, this would give an exact equation for the surface tensions not
restricted to low temperatures [27].

The method developed here can be extended naturally to finite range interac-
tions. As an example, we can consider the Hamiltonian ([Z3]) with the sum over
nearest neighbours and next nearest neighbours. In that case we found that the
corresponding surface tensions satisfy, in two dimensions and at low enough tem-
peratures, the equation

e (mixt;emp F)=C/_Le3J1+CQe3J2

= ce (10 F1) g4 ce (2;0 F2)
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where

Fi=2 7"+0¢@?%); F,=2 7240 *7%)
and
C1_3e 7J1+ C/_|_2C2(e 6 J1 J2+ e 5J1 2J2+ e 434 3J2)

(C/_Le 3301 + C‘Qe 3J1)2

F =

2( 3 J1 432 2J1 5J» Ji1 732 3. 7 3d2
e e e ) e
ClC/Z C/Z 0 ( 2 J)

(C/_Le 3J1+C~Qe 3J1)2
withce =c 1+0?®7) .

When the hypothesis (Z2) or ([27) on the model defined by Hamiltonian (21]) or
(E3) is not satisfied, with J > 0, there are, at low temperatures, two phases rich
in particles of species 1 or of species 2 as been proved in [I0] for ¢ = 0. This can
be also shown for C € 0 provided that the three quantities in equations (Z6l) are
positive. Indeed the Hamiltonian (Zl) and (ZH) can be reduced, up to chemical
potential terms, to the form

X
H = J o (&) 0+ (5:0) (571)

hxpyi

tJ  (&i2) G0+ (i0) (§i2)

J
+T D G+ 652 & (5.10)

where J; = 20 + K+ 2C, J; = 20 + K 2C, and J are positive constants. In this
situation and with fixed concentration of the species either we are in one of these
two pure phases that coexist with the gaseous phase or in the coexistence of the
three phases. In the later case, there will be segregation between the three phases
and one will observe only the three kinds of interfaces between these phases. One
cannot truly speak in this approach about a real surface tension of a mixture.

Let us stress that from our equations (E3) and (BH), we get obviously the
Guggeinheim relation ([CIl) by neglecting the terms exponentially small with the
inverse temperature, i.e. F ;F; and F,. This shows that this relation provides a
good approximation at very low temperatures.

To see the quantitative difference between the above equations, let us consider a
concrete example. Note that when we take only into account the (exponentially)

smallest order corrections in our equations, they reads (in dimension 3):
w

2 2

kT a? 1,0 e 150 a? 550 42 250
nitmp = 3 IoGe T+ gle oo (5.11)
2 3
52 1;0 a ) 52 2;0 2a” 1;0 a ) 2a” 2;0 4
e kr + cl)e kT e kr + q)e kT
+ kT + kT 4 5

a? 1;0 a? 2;0 a? 1;0

ge xt + (1 g)e "k ge x + (1 gle “xr
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where a is the lattice spacing and k the Boltzman constant, while for the Guggen-
heim relation, one has

kT a? 150 a? 550

Gugg —2]1’1 ce o+ (1 ae KT (5.12)
a

mixtjemp

Note also that the simplest form of equations ([L2) and (L3) reads
a2p=a 10+t @ c) 20 (5.13)

Figure 5 shows that there is actually a quantitative difference between the equations
(ETT) and (ET2). We have chosen a mixture of water and hexane, ie. 1, =

0:0724N=m, ,, = 0:01978N=m, a = 3A, the size of a water molecule, and the
temperature T = 300K .

Figure 5: Plot of the surface tension given by ([&I)) (solid curve) as function of the concentration
c. The dotted curve corresponds to formula (EI2) and the dotted line to formula (BI3).

Finally, notice that when the coupling constants J; and J, (or equivalently the
surface tensions 1, and ,,) differ appreciably, we get assuming J; < J,, and
neglecting in equations (Il and (BI2) the terms exponentially small with respect
to the inverse temperature:

mixtem 1
AP — ] @ o) (5.14)
1;0 J1

to be compared with Szyzkowsky’s equation ([C4)).

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Let us first give the proof of relations (B.13)—(B17).
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Let ()= @ e) * ) with =24 a> 1 and > 0, then

X *® e
L "a® ——L 6.1
() Lo efa’™ ——L() (6.1)
0 n=1
where the sum runs over contours incompatible with a given contour .

The condition e ¢ )aes 1 1 actually ensures that the C(*)#nvergence condition

X
1 exp () (6.2)

0

0 (o)
zg( o) e’

P 1
of [T9] is fulfilled. We then choose a= —22 (that minimizes ae= 7) getting by [19]
for el ) the equality (BI3) and
X

Jqa®)3 () (6.3)
XX () 1

The invariance of the , under translations leads to (BI4)). On the other hand the
last inequality gives
X

X X
J ¢ ® )3 3 ¢ ®)3J (6.4)
X suppX 3x supp 3xX X () 1

X e
e 6.9
() (6.5)

supp 3x

by choosing e = e and taking into account that a;, 1  1; here the first

sum is over all multi-indexes X whose support contajs a given point x. This

implies (BI6) and also (BI7) since 3 (3 )3 R I 4 guppxsxd a® )3 Note
furthermore that one easily gets the bound (I from relations (E1]) and (B3])

We shall also gives a bound needed below. Define the diameter of a contour as

diam = max.ox ()d&;y) where d(x;y) is the distance between the site x and
y. Then
X X % R
3o ®)3 () e "a” e (6.6)
X suppX 3x S ()3x n A
diam supp X A diam A

We now turn to the proof of Theorem Bl We put hy = py and
ag= hy minhy, (6.7)
The boundary condition qis called stable if a; = 0. Our first step is to show that

if the boundary condition g is stable then all g-contours are stable implying that
9C i 1; 2) coincides with 4 ( ; 17 2).

We notice that when a; 1, then the condition

n Aty 5 15 -
(In 1 2) ezﬁlﬂtm j (68)
qInty, ;7 o7 1)
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with m € gfor a g-contour ensures that this contour is stable, provided

1
e e Tt5 o T

Indeed by (BI0) gnax 9y is bounded by ag+ 2 e . Since RInt, 3 L ( )J
we get taking into account the Peierls estimate (B.):

Im ax B ( )%(gmax gg)B () m (IntmiXt Y 2)

()="1()e
“ q(Intmixt o1 2)
e (3 9L0)
For a volume , we use diam = max.,, d;y) to denote its diameter The

following proposition show that all g-contours are stable whenever a, = 0.

. . _ 1
Proposition 1. Assume s large enough so that e 7*° = e < w1 then
(1): if a, diam 1, and ag= 0, then
m ( ro1r 2) ea‘“j #+2e R 3 (69)
q( Po1io2)
(ii): if ag= 0, then
m ( 7ro1r 2) e3e R 7 (610)
q( Po1io2)
(iii): if a, diam 1, then
e ( ;17 2) e(1+5 e R J (611)

n (7 17 2)

The proof is analog to that of Theorem 3.1 in [28] using our previous estimates.
We give it below for the reader’s convenience.

We first introduce the notion of small and large contours. We say that a m —
contour is small if g, diam 1; it is large if g, diam > 1. We also define
the partition function Zma“ ( ) which is obtained from g( ) by replacing the sum
over stable contours in (BH) by a sum over small contours. If we sum instead, only
over contours which are at the same time small and stable, we denote the resulting
partition function gsma,ll( ). Finally we will use the shorthand notation L ( ) for

n (717 2)

We will show the three items of the proposition inductively on diam

Thus we assume that (i), (ii), and (iii) have already been proved for all volumes
with diam < k.

Proof of (i) for diam = k

For any contour in , and any re, we have diam Int, k 1. We can use
the inductive assumptions (ii) and (iii) that all g-contours and all m —contours are
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stable. Therefore

0
() _ 50 (612)

Using the convergence of cluster expansion (BI6) and definition (E7), one imme-
diately gets (i).

Proof of (ii) for dlam = k

To control the ratio , ( )= 4( ), we shall rewrite the partition function , ( )
using relation (BI1B2). Consider for a set of compatible m —contours in , the family
f 15205 ngi,iige of its mutually external large m -contours. The others contours are
small m —contours in Ext n [V ( ;) or any m-contour in Ext [Ext .

Therefore

X g
m ()= small Bxt) 1 () o It j) (6.13)

large i=
£ 1535 nGanr =1

. Q .
n . n .
L e BT (Int ) = o(@nt) L, eRFP I we

i=

Dividing and multiplying by
get

11
n ( )_ X fﬂma, (EXt) q(Int)Y“ egqu( i)j! ( i)e GnaxS (1) M (Int j_)

g() gInt ;)

(6.14)
Note that all g-contours in  and all small m —contours in  are stable by the
inductive assumptions (i) and (iii) respectively. Therefore the various partition
functions in the first factor of the right-hand side of ([EI4) are equal to the cor-
responding truncated partition functions, which can be controlled by convergent
cluster expansion. We get by (BI6)

..... large

£oquy n Jext =1

smmall (EXt) q (IIlt) N
a( )

b
B ()3 o hAIExtihgd nlnty a3 (93

=1 =1

et (R 3+ RInt3 RExt)

where h3*!! is the free energy obtained from . Using the facts that hq+ gy
e , B ()7 I ()jand bounding RIntj+ RExtjby ® j+ 2d L ( ;), we find

rsnmaull (EXt) g (Int) e

P
e small . . X
5 BB (D] g B ha¥xtige PR ¥ (20 LI (6 ]5)
q

=1

Combining this bound with (EI4), the Peierls estimates (B), the inductive
assumption (ii), and @Int 2dL ( ), we get:
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Q) 2e R 3 X msmall hg) Fixt JL( 1)j.l8a+ 1) e IL( 1)
e J e m q J e 1 je 1
() . _
£ 1755 nJenp =1
. X small Yn
ez e R e h hq) Ext] e (+DL( 1) (6]_6)
£ o1y g =1
where for the last inequality we used the hypothesis @d+ 1) e land =
J 5

At this point we need a technical lemma proved in [I7] (see the proof below)

Lemma 1. Consider the partition function

B()= g( e (6.17)

Let s= Iim . (1=J ) mZP () be the corresponding free energy. Then

X . Yn et 1 .
e ¥l () e T F (6.18)

£ 1585 nQeg =1
where the sum is over contours in  provided

a s (6.19)

(6.20)

To apply this lemma to ([EI0) we put

e= +1 (6.21)
a=nhnll =g 4+l op (6.22)
and
e Ot is large
eB)= if is small (6.23)

For e ®?! < 1, the Mayer expansion for In# ( ) is convergent. Using the fact
that it only contains large contours (diam 1=a, for each contour contributing

to nZ& ( )) one has (see (6.0)):

e e on (6.24)
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Moreover the difference h®™2!!  h, is the free energy of a gas of large contours with

again diam 1=a, and thus again for e © ' < 1 shares the same upper bound
1
el hy e o (6.25)
Hence
1
a 8 a 2 e = (6.26)

1

Therefore the assumption a e 0 will be fulfilled if a, 2(e )= e if
@n =2)%" e . This is actually true because the function @=2)% has a minimum
at a= 2=e for which it takes the value e 2’ 0:47 that is greater than the upper
bound 1=@2d+ 1) required for e

Applying the lemma (with the value (E21)) to(EIH) immediately gives (E10).
Proof of (iii) for diam = k
The inequality (EIT) follows immediately from (63), (EI0) , and the fact that

] J amdiam R 3 R J (6.27)

Proof of Lemma For e ! < 1, the partition function Z ( ) can be controlled
by convergent cluster expansion. In particular for the interior Int= [iInt ; of a set

of external contours £ ;::5 g, we have the estimate
ejntj e 1 qIntj v 2de SF1 L ( 1)j
# (nt)e ’oe J e i (6.28)
=1

Here the first inequality stems from (BI7) and the last from the hypothesis (620).
Therefore

X x X R & o '
e afl xt] e( l) e aj’Eth e( l)eZde L ( l)ﬁ (Int)esjﬂtj
£ 175 nGgyy =1 £ 1755 nJgy =1
o X " o
e s] J E( i)e(Zde +S)L(i)§(]:nt)
£ 17 nggy =1
e % 3% (nt)

where in the last inequality, we used & e ©*. This gives (EI8) using again the
estimates (B.17).

This ends the proof of Proposition [I.

We now come back to the proof of Theorem[2l Weput 1) = 1+t 0= .+t
with e * + e 2 = 1. Then, by definitions (B3),[BI0), and (1), we have

1
Qemp  @mixt = Pmixt Pemp = L+ I’ + e?)+ ]J"'Hzldj—anZmixt( ) InZemp ()]
(6.29)
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where
X Y

Zg()=e %I 0()= zo ( 5) (6.30)
----- =1
The function t+ In e ' + e ?) = tis obviously increasing, negative for t< 0, positive
for t> 0, and it intersects the horizontal coordinate axis only at one point t= 0.
The difference apixy  @emp Will satisfy the same properties with the intersecting
point slightly changed) provided
1 a @
— — NZem — 1N Z nix <1 6.31
j j Qt emp () Qt ixt () ( )
uniformly in

Let us first give an upper bound on the derivative @%zg( ) of the truncated ac-
tivity. By virtue of relations (BH),([B0) one gets for every stable gq—contour , that
either &z5( )= 0, or:

e , e ., @ @ n nty, )
- = - ! - _hi
@tzq( : @t]n «) @tgq( )t et~ 4dnt, ) 2 ()
L+ Int, I2() V() FD (6.32)
On the other hand,
1 X z £
ffghza> Loy Zalnf 9 (6.33)
j jet supp 3% et ¢ Zg()

Here the sums are over contours containing a given point x and
X

Zq( nf g)= zo( ) (6.34)

q
where the sum goes over all families £ ;; ::5; 0 Yeomp compatible with . This sum
can be bounded using the cluster expansion. Indeed, denoting S the set of sites at
distance less or equal t% 1 from the support og , we get by B.T3),(EI1):
( )

< =
Z f X X
q(Zr(l)g):eXp. q(x), exp PJ Jq®)J
4 ’ X suppX \S=; ! X suppX 3x
exp @A+ 1)P()je exp @d+ 1)L () e (6.35)

Inserting this bound in (E33)) and taking into account the inequality (E32) and
the estimate

V()3 P ()iliam (B I &0
gives

]Iqu( ) e L( )+ @Jd+2)L( )Ke n n 2@d+1) e n
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Using that 7 49 | we get that for 2@+ 1) e 1 this last sum is less than
1=2 . This implies (631 ending the proof of Theorem 2l m

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 3

Let us first explain the idea of the proof.

In dimension d = 3, the first excitation of a flat interface is obtained by replacing

an empty site of the interface by an occupied one (denote I such an interface) or

by replacing an occupied site of the interface by an empty one (denote T°"® such

an interface). In the first case, we have

X .
I De p( .7 ,)P @3

I:supp I v
supp I=supp I;llp

XK1 N 1 ef: Jimg (, J2N 1 n) . .
= 1 1 2 2
e + e )

n (17 N

n=20

Ncle5J1+CQe5J2

C/_Le J1+ C‘Qe J2

= (ge Jl+c*2e Iz

In the s}ezcond case we have
I D)e P45 ,)B @I

I::supp I v

supp I=supp Iéilown

D

X 4N 4 (; Jing (, JHO 4 n) X4
— n eZm (1 J1)
ep( 17 2N m

n=0 m=1

® 2m)(, Jz)

2 J2)4

JZ)N (qe ? + %e

(Cle + Cze (qe J1 4 qe J2)4

In dimension d = 2, the first excitation of a flat interface is obtained by splitting
it into a left part and a right part and then shift the right part by a height Tor 1
(denote I, such an interface). Then, we have
X

! (I)e p( i z)is(l)j

I:supp I v
supp I=supp Ig]

XK1 N m el: Jing (, J20 m 1 -
= (el 1 -|- eZ
n ep(liz)N

2J2)

n=20

Cle2J1+0262J2
N

ge Ji+ e J2

= (Cle J1_|_ ce Jz)

Note, that in fact such modified interfaces are not allowed with the boundary
condition ™xt*mP - However, one can lightly modify this boundary condition to
allow such interface, leaving the resulting surface tension unchanged.



ON THE STATISTICAL MECHANICS AND SURFACE TENSIONS OF BINARY MIXTURES31

To study the difference F OWV) Fpa V), we shall express the quantity
X
(qe Ji 4 ce Jz) N ! (T)e P17 ,)B @I

Isupp I v
as the partition function of a gas of excitations to be called walls or more generally
aggregates with small activities at low enough temperature.

This will allow us to exponentiate this quantity and to obtained that the differ-
ence F°(V) Fg, (V))=N can be expressed as a convergent series (up to a boundary
term) whose leading terms are :

53, 2J2)4

lce 7'+ ce
q_e J1_|_ C‘Qe Jo (C/_Le J1+ C‘Qe J2)4

1le 7'+ ce

in three dimensions and
2 J>

2ce ?71 + ce

ge i+ e J2
in two dimensions.

7.1. Decorated interfaces. The first step is to express the quantity A (I) defined
by () in a form suitable for our purpose. We write for each support of the mixt
or emp cluster C in A (I):

£\D j £\DJ

" mixt € r " mixt € r ~
e "OET =14 e EET ) 1+ g ©)
~ £A\U - £\Uj
mp (€ ) E22 mp € ) E2L ~
e CIF5 2 14 @ T 1) 14+ T, ©)
Define for a connected family A of support of clusters:
Y Y
mixt @) = mixt € )7 emp @)= emp @)
C2A C2A
Then
Y - gvog Y - 0y £
A (I) — e mixt € )T e emp c )T
C\S M6 ; CAs@s;
X " X ™
= “mixt ® 1) Nemp (A'j)
fA 1A ndeomp A\ S (I)6; =1 fA 1A 0 Jeomp A1\S (1)6; =1

where the sums are over compatible families of connected sets A; of support of
clusters touching the interface. As it was done for multi-indexes, it is convenient
to sum all A with the same support say D to be called decoration. We define the
weight

X X Y
mixt O ) = “ixt A ) = “mixt € 1) (71)
A suppA=D fC1;:::Cng:[C3=D =1
X X m
emp D)= Nemp @)= ~emp Cy) (72)

A suppA=D fC1;:::3Cng:[C3=D =1
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This leads to
FOv) X (17 2)B @] X b
e = I (T)e PL1i 2)B @3 mixt © 1)

Isupp I V fD 15D ngcomp: i=1
D ;\S (I)6;;D ;\D 6 ;

emp (D j) (73)

£D 175D m gecomp: J=1
D;\S (I)6;;D;\US;

where the sums are over compatible families of decorations touching the interface.

We define a decorated interface as a triplet I9 = £I;D pix ;D empd, Where I is an
interface, D nix is a collection of mixt-decorations touching the interface and D ¢my,
is a collection of emp—decorations touching the interface.

£\D 3

The weights of decorations may be controlled with the inequalities £ ™ ©7%3

~ C\UJ
19 € DFmeC)and £ 755 19 € 1)Femp O )3 Together with
(EETT), this implies the bounds (see [29]):

Jmix®)3  ©Gee 1) e )P (7.4)
Jemp®)j e 1) e )

7.2. Walls and aggregates. We now introduce the notion of walls and aggregates
by the following definitions.

Consider a decorated interface I9 = £I;D ;D empd- Let o denote the hori-
zontal hyper-plane x4 = 0 and let  denote the projection parallel to the vertical
axis on this hyper-plane:  (x;;::5xq) = Xi;:25%q 1), @) = [xa ). A pair
fse;syg of the interface I is called correct if

(1) &)= () (the bond xy is vertical).
(2) there is no other pair pairs f£s,0;s,0g of the interface such that &%= (x).
(3) there are no decorations such that ©) x).

The connected components of the set of correct pairs are called ceilings and denoted
C. The connected components of the set of non correct pairs are called walls (see
Fig. 5).

For a wall W , we use S W ) to denote the set of sites for which s, = . The
set SUuppW = So@W ) [ S;@W ) [ S, W ) is called support of the wall W . As for the
contours and the interfaces, we will alsouse S@W )= S; W ) [ S, W ) to denote the
set of occupied sites of the wall, L; @ ) (respectively L, @ )) to denote the number
of nearest neighbour pairs hx;yisuch that such that s, = 1and s, = 0 (respectively
sx=2and s, = 0)and LW )=L; W )+ L, W ).

Denote further w (I) the set of walls of the interface I.
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The union [y 2w @SUPPW [p,ee D split into maximal connected components
called aggregates. Namely, an aggregate w of a decorated interface is a family

w=fWq;u5W,;D1;:25Dng

such that the set [T ;supp W ; [5_; D jis connected.

Here comes a difference for definitions between dimension 2 and dimension 3.

In 3-dimensions an aggregate is called a standard aggregate, (or aggregate in
standard position), if there exits a decorated interface I such that w is the unique
aggregate of I9¢. To any aggregate w, we can associate a unique standard aggregate
which is just a translate of w. In this way, one can associate to any admissible
collection of aggregates a unique collection of standard aggregates. Such collections
are called admissible collections of standard aggregates. To an admissible collection
of standard aggregates we can associate in a unique way an admissible collection
of aggregates.

0 0 O 0
0j]2 1 1 210
0 011 210 O 0
0 011 ZOT T\O
2 1 110(2
110(2
1

Figure 6: The walls corresponding to the interface of Figure 4.

7.3. Expansions. With these definitions and notations, one gets from ([Z3), the
following expansion
. X o
e F V= (e T+ cge )N Z (W) (7.6)

fW17::5W n Gadm = 1

where the sum is over admissible collections of standard aggregates and the activi-
ties of aggregates are given by

Y e JiLi® ) JLo® )+ ;B0 )F , B0 )3 Y

zw) = (B0 ge T4 e I2)) 0 b) (7.7)

W 2 D2w

Here ©)= pix ©) for the mixt-decorations and (@)= ¢y, © ) for the emp-
decorations.
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In two dimensions we proceed differently. For an aggregate w, we consider the
ceiling components to the left and to the right of w respectively denoted C*®’ and
C®). Let h™ (respectively h®) be the second coordinate of any empty site of C®’
(respectively C®’). We define the position pw) of th aggregate w as pw) = h®
and the height of the aggregate w as h@w) = h®  h®). An aggregate w is now
called standard aggregate (or aggregate in standard position) if p@w) = 0. One
obviously can associate to any aggregate an aggregate in standard position and to
any admissible collection of aggregates a unique collection of standard aggregates.
As before such collections are called admissible collections of standard aggregates
and to an admissible collection of standard aggregates we can associate a unique
admissible collection of aggregates.

L.hw)) = 0 If we let, for i= 1;:::;n, wpdenote the standard aggregates
corresponding to w$, this constraint reads also L hw;) = 0. From ([Z3), we
then get:

FOW) _ J1 J2\N X v X .
e = e '+ cge 7 z (W) hw;);0 (7.8)

fW 1 7::5Wn Jadm = 1 =1

where the activities z w) of aggregates are also given by (Z1).

We now introduce the notion of elementary walls which are the walls correspond-
ing to the elementary interfaces mentioned in the beginning of this section.

In two dimensions, an elementary wall W is a wall that contains two pairs
fsy;s,g and fs,;s,gsuch that the site x is occupied, the sites y and z are empty,
y is above x and z is to the left or to the right of x.

The activity of such a wall are easily computed and we have

X C/_LeZJl‘l'CQeZJZ

zZW¢) = ce J1+Cze I, (79)

W 1 SUPPW 1= £Xjyizg

In three dimensions, we call elementary wall, either a wall (corresponding to the

elementary interface I}”) that contains four pairs fs, ;s,.g, 1= 1;:::354, such that
the site x is occupied, the sites x; are empty and all the sites leave on the plane
x> = 0, or a wall (corresponding to the elementary interface I;" ) that contains
eight pairs fs,;s,,g, fs¢,5s,,9;1= 1;:::34, such that the sites x and z; are empty,
the sites y; are occupied, the sites x and x; leaves on the plane x> = 1, the sites
y; leaves on the plane x° = 0.
In the first case we have
X e 5371 + e 53,
Z W) = a CZ (7.10)

ge i1+ ce J2

W ] SUPPW = £XX1/X2/X3/X4g
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while in the second case

X ( e 2J1+ e 2J2)4
)=~ 2 (7.11)
(e Y1+ ce Y2)

W o] SUPPW )= £X;X1 /X2 7X3 X4 /Y1 iY2iY37¥49

For non elementary walls and aggregates, the activities (L7) may be bounded as

J\L W)
z W) bge ") —— (7.12)
(C’_I.e J1 4 C*Qe JZ)] wW)J
X J\L
20) e ) T (7.13)
wil W)=L qe C‘Qe

where
8ele 1) e e ifLw) 2d

1 otherwise

This allows to exponentiate the partitions functions of the gas of aggregates in
the RHS of (L) and ([ZF), for low enough temperatures. We define multi-indexes
Y corresponding to aggregates as function from the set of aggregates into the set

of non negative integers, and we let suppY = [,y ) 1Supp w. The truncated
functional corresponding to the activities z is given by
Y
a
wy= @20 T Ly w (7.14)
LY )L
where the factor a (Y ) is defined as in (BI2). Then,
X w n X o _
z (W) = exp ) =e NFT I (7.15)
£W1735Wn Jaam =1 YsuppY V.

in 3-dimensions and

X Y xn nxn o n X o
zZ W) hw;);0 = Pr hw;)=0 exp )
fW1735Wn Jadm =1 =1 =1 Y suppY V.
nxn o _
= Pr hw;)=0e NF" V3) (7.16)
=1

in 2-dimensions. Here

X
pe F 0 e
Y suppY 30 upp Y 0J

_ X Supp Y \ (V)3
V3= (v ) 2P 2 (7.18)

— Fupp Y \ o]

Y supp Y \V §;
and
P Q n P n
nxt © fW1;05W 0 Jadm i=lz(wi) i=lh(wi)’.o
Pr hw;) =0 = p o+ (7.19)
=1 fW17:5Wn Jadm i=1 4 (Wi)
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The series ([LI7) converges whenever 8ee 1) e < 1. This can be seen by
verifying the convergence condition (6.2) with the activities z @) and with the
contours replaced by aggregates.

Notice that the multi-indexes involved in the sum of (ZIF) intersects both (V)
and V- = z9nV. Thus at low temperatures, this sum can be bounded by L9 2
times a constant so that this term will give no contribution o the surface tension

in the thermodynamic limit. In addition, the probability Prf 1 h@w;) = Og, may

be controlled by known techniques (see e.g. |11, B0, B1, B2]) and

X?
Im (1IN )InPrf h@w;)= 0g=0

L!1
=1

Hence, by taking the thermodynamic limit L ! 1 in equations ([ZH) and (ZF)) we
obtain:

e ( mixt;emp E) . qe Ji1 + cze J2 (720)

Whenever a multi-index Y contains only one aggregate w (Y w)= land ¥ w° =
Ofor w6 w)onehas (Y)= zw). The leading terms of F are then obtained with
the help of relations ([C3)—([ZTT)). This gives the expressions (BH) and (6). Taking
furthermore into account the expression (ZI6) ends the proof of the theorem.
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