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The perturbation theory of liquids developed recently by Weeks, Chandler, and Andersen
(WCA) is examined in detail: Each assumption introduced by these authors is tested by com-
parison with “exact” computer results. It is shown that the basic assumptions of WCA are
justified. An improved expression for the radial distribution function of the hard-sphere gas
enables us to correct for some further inconsistent assumptions of the WCA theory. We then
succeed in giving simple analytical expressions for the thermodynamic functions of the Lennard-
Jones fluid shown to be quite good at high density. We show that the remainder of the perturba-
tion series, which converges slowly at lower density, can be evaluated with the help of the
Percus-Yevick equation. We therefore possess a unified theory of liquids which is especially
simple at high density. Finally we reexpress the original WCA theory in an analytical form.

I. INTRODUCTION

A perturbation theory of liquids has been intro-
duced by Zwanzig, ! and been revived and generalized
recently by several authors®* The excess free
energy is expanded as a series in a parameter X
multiplying some part of the interaction considered
as a perturbation (e.g., the attractive part); the
statistical averages of the terms of the series are
calculated for a system interacting with the remain-
ing part of the interaction, the so-called “reference
system.” The first-order term of the expansion
involves the evaluation of the perturbing interaction
averaged over the reference system. The next-
order terms involve the averages of the fluctuations
with respect to the average perturbed energy and
they are very complicated to evaluate.

The method is feasible and useful because advan-
tage can be taken of the similarity between the ref-

erence system interacting with repulsive interac-
tions and that composed of hard spheres. Such a
similarity is, as a matter of fact, already present
for the full system at high density: It is well known
that the structure factors of dense liquids can be
interpreted with a hard-sphere model. ®

A prerequirement of that kind of theory is there-
fore a correct knowledge of the hard-sphere sys-
tem. The equation of state of a hard-sphere sys-
tem is quite well known at present® owing to the ex-
tensive computer work of Alder and Wainwright.’
The situation regarding the radial distribution func-
tion (rdf) is not so satisfactory. It is well known
that the Wertheim®-Thiele® (WT) analytical solution
of the Percus-Yevick (PY) equation is good when
the density is not too high: It becomes quite un-
satisfactory for very dense states. We use hard-
sphere rdf obtained through computer experi-
ments'®!! in order to improve the WT solution.
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Introducing essentially one empirical parameter,
we can succeed in fitting very well the computer
data up to the transition density (Sec. II).

In Sec. III we study the convergence of the ) ex-
pansion for various separations of the Lennard-
Jones (LJ) potential into a reference and a perturb-
ing part. In particular, a new way of handling the
perturbation problem has been considered recently
by Weeks, Chandler, and Andersen (WCA).!? These
authors take for the reference system potential
vo(7) that part of the potential which gives rise to
the repulsive force and vanishes when the force
vanishes. The remainder of the LJ potential, w(»),
is treated as a perturbation. We show that in the
dense states this separation leads to a very rapid
convergence of the X expansion: Near triple point
the first-order term in the perturbation series for
the free energy is 200 times as large as the re-
mainder of the series. This constitutes an order-
of-magnitude improvement over ways of handling
the problem, and we shall concentrate on that divi-
sion of the potential.

In the same section we examine another approxi-
mation made by WCA, % which, although in the same
spirit as the X expansion, is more restrictive. It
consists in replacing, when calculating the pres-
sure through the virial theorem, g(r) the rdf of the
total system by g,(»), the rdf of the reference sys-
tem. We show that this assumption leads to incor-
rect results.

We then examine (Sec. IV) how the reference
system can be replaced by hard spheres. Using an
approximation already introduced by Kim, 1* WCA
have proposed to replace the reference system rdf
go(r) by the approximation g,(r) given by

Bug(m) (1.1)

&r)=e yus ("/d,m) ,

where yys(/d, n) is the rdf of a hard-sphere gas

of diameter d, and packing fraction n="%47pd®,
smoothly extrapolated when »<d. The diameter d
is determined through a self-consistency criterion
also due to WCA. We show that both this criterion
and approximation (1.1) are excellent but that the
use of the WT solution made by these authors is not
correct for high densities where the results of

Sec. II should be used.

It is possible to expand yy(#/d, n) around »=d
owing to the fact that vy(») varies very fast in that
region.!® Then simple expressions can be given for
the diameter: It is given by the well-known expres-
sion of Barker and Henderson® with a small cor-
rection. The pressure is, but for a small correc-
tion, that of a hard-sphere gas of packing fraction
7.

In Sec. V, we consider the first-order free ener-
gy. We show that without appreciable loss of preci-
sion due to the approximations, it can be expressed
analytically.

We are then ready (Sec. VI) to calculate the ther-
modynamic properties of the system: the excess
free energy, the compressibility factor p/pkT, the
excess internal energy, all of which are given ex-
pressions which can be calculated without computing
facilities and which are shown to be very satisfac-
tory at high density. The defects, seen at lower
density, are not due to any numerical mistreatment
but mainly to the lack of convergence of the 2 ex-
pansion at low density, where the fluctuations of
the perturbing potentials are large. We therefore
resort to a mixed perturbation scheme.!* We add
to the free energy calculated to the first order in
)\ the remainder expanded in the density up to p®.

Section VII is devoted to the results specifically
obtained by WCA. There appears to be a mirac-
ulous cancellation of the errors entailed by the two
unjustified approximations we have mentioned
above: the replacement of g(») by g,(7) in the virial
theorem and the use of the WT approximation at
high density. It follows that using this coincidence
and the analytical procedures developed in the
present paper, we can give an equation of state
which is simpler, although less justified, than that
of Sec. VI. It reproduces exactly the results of
WCA which are known to be quite good at high den-
sity.

Once it has been verified that the cancellation of
errors mentioned above occurs for all high-density
states, the WCA approach provides an easy and
efficient way of calculating the rdf and gives a sim-
ple formula for the diameter of those equivalent
hard spheres which determine the structure factor
in the hard-sphere model.* ! Although there are
some empirical elements in their foundations, these
expressions for the rdf and the structure factors
can be quite useful in practice.

II. RADIAL DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION FOR
HARD SPHERES

We wish to give a simple approximation for the
hard-sphere rdf for densities extending up to the
transition density. We know that, at low density,
the solution of the PY equation given analytically
by Wertheim® and by Thiele® yields such a repre-
sentation. The direct correlation function is equal
to zero for 7 = d and otherwise given by

ey(v/d)= = = 6mrp(r/d) =z (/d)*, (2.1
with

A= (L+20)2/A=-7)t (2.2)

A== (L+3n)?/(L=n)* | (2.3)

From there it is possible to obtain the rdf
gw(v/d, n) using the Ornstein-Zernike relation which
reads:
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o e, ) = f ¢ [ gy (v/d, m) = 1]dF

Cy (d)

=T pa, (i)’ (2.4)

where &y (kd) is the Fourier transform of the direct
correlation (2.1).

Computer experiments!®!! show that the WT rdf
is incorrect and should be improved. Such experi-
ments have been performed on a system of 864
hard spheres by Schiff and Verlet!! for the following
values of the packing fraction: 7=0.35, 71=0.4,
1=0.45, 1=0.47, 1=0.49. Of the order of 10°
configurations were used in each case. A compari-
son of the rdf g(»/d, n) thus obtained with the WT
rdf gy (r/d, n) shows that the latter suffers from
three defects, which become very apparent near
the transition.

(1) gw(#/d, n) is too small near the core.

(2) Its oscillations for large » have the conse-
quence that the main maximum of the structure

factor, equal to 1+ph(kd,n), is too high.

(3) gw(¥/d, n) oscillates slightly out of phase with
respect to the exact rdf g(»/d, n).

The last two defects can be corrected by approxi-
mating, for »>d, g(»/d,n) by gy(v/dy, ny) Where
dy is smaller than d and obeys the relation

dy/ny=d*/n=6/1p .

As we shall see, dy can be adjusted so that an al-
most perfect fit of the rdf is obtained except near
the core where the first defect mentioned above is
still worse. To correct for this, we add a short-
range term 6g,(r) designed so as to produce the
correct behavior near the core. We thus write

2.5)

gw/a, n)=gy(r/dy, ny) +0g,(r) , (2.6)
with
8g1(r)=(A/7)e™ " cosplr-d) . 2.7

In order to determine dy, we use the rdf which are
computed!! for »< 34 and we minimize the integral

f,.jd 'g('r/d, n)—gw(r/dw, 77W)| d;, (2.8)

where 7;=1. 6d is large enough so that the second
term in (2. 6) is negligible. The results can be
represented using (2. 5) and the empirical formula

Ny=n-1sm" . (2.9)

A is fixed so that the correct value for the rdf at
core is obtained:

Ald=g(1,n) - gyld/dy, ny) .

g(1, n) is obtained using the virial theorem and the
excellent equation of state for hard spheres recent-
ly suggested by Carnahan and Stirling®:

Zys(n)=1+4ng(1,n)

(2.10)

_len+nP-n®
(1-n?

Since d/dy, is nearly equal to 1, we may expand

gw(x, m) around 1 and use the fact that the values of

the WT rdf and of its derivatives at core can be

calculated using the continuity at core of gy (x, n)

- cy(x, n) and that of its three first derivatives.
We then find easily, using (2.9) and neglecting

small terms,

A _ 3 nj(1-0.7117, - 0.114n3)
q1 4 1 -ny)?* )

The last parameter u is obtained from the follow-
ing remark. The Fourier transform of the correla-
tion function is, using (2. 6),

h(kd, 1) = hy(kdy, 1) + 67y (k) + 57, (E) | (2.13)

where hy(kdy, 1y) is given by (2.4) and %(kd, 1) is
similarly the Fourier transform of g(»/d, n) -1,
and where

shy (k)= [ "% 5o () dT

and
~ ar [° 7 .
Shy(R)=— — gwl=>nw)sinkrrdr . (2.15)
k -~ dy

ohy (k) is trivially obtained from (2.7). 8%,(k) can
be calculated by expanding gy (x, ny) around x=1
as above. In the £=0 limit, (2.13) reduces to

op ap\ _ .3 =
kT<—67>>Hs - kT<55>W—6h1(0)+6hz(0) .
The left-hand side is the difference between the
hard-sphere compressibilities calculated using the
“exact” expression (2.11) and the Wertheim approx-
imation, respectively. It is of the order of 1/200
at the transition. In the same density region,

(2.11)

(2.12)

(2.14)

(2.15")

' 61712(0) is of the order of unity. It is therefore a

good approximation to determine p by the condition

57,(0) +87,(0)=0 . (2.16)
We then get
24A/d
d & —————, (2. 17)
H Nwgw(L, My)

The rdf obtained in this way differs from the
“exact” one by at most 0.03; the statistical error
in the rdf is estimated to be of the order of 0.01.

The same kind of agreement is obtained when the
rdf obtained by Alder and Hecht” are considered,
if one takes into account the fact that those com-
putations are admittedly less precise than those
used in the present study. .

Another important fact to be noted is that 6%, (%)
+6hy(k) is quite small. It yields for 7=0.49 a cor-
rection of 0.5% on the structure factor at its first
maximum and a contribution of about 4% at its next
secondary maxima. The smallness of this correc-
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tion explains why the WT solution can be used to
fit the experimental structure factors of liquids. >
The packing fraction 7, determined through this
fit should be replaced by n obtained from (2.9) if
the “exact” value of the packing fraction is wanted.

IIIl. CONVERGENCE OF X EXPANSION

Let us consider that the potential v(») which acts
between the particles is replaced by

0=x=1. (3.1)

vo(7) contains mostly the repulsive part of the po-
tential. w(»), which contains the attractive part
of the potential, will be considered as a perturba-
tion: The free energy of the system will be expanded
in powers of X [ultimately X will be taken equal to
1 so as to recover the original potential v(#). |

The total free energy per particle f is given
through

S i UALSLS S
0

(1) = vp(7) + N (),

N (3.2)
where f, is the free energy per particle of the “ref-
erence system, ” i.e., of the system of particles
interacting through v,(»), and W is the total pertur-
bation. The average is to be taken for particles
interacting through v, (»).

The X expansion consists in expanding (W), in
powers of A and in integrating this expansion term
by term. One gets

2y _ 2

(3.3)

“Exact” computations using the Monte Carlo
method enable us to calculate (W), for various
values of . If we plot ((W), - (Wy))/N as a function
of ), we obtain the second-order term of (3.3) as
the slope of this curve for A=0, and the sum of the
second- and higher-order terms as the area under
the curve. We have done such a calculation for a
state near the triple point (p=0.84, 7=0."75) using
a system of 864 particles with 108 configurations.
The division of the potential was that due to WCA:

vo(r)=vp5(r) +1, y =y, =218

=0 , otherwise (3.4)
w)=-1, V=V
=) , r=r, (8.5)
where
v (r) =4[(1/7) - 1/7)%] (8.6)

(reduced units € =0 =1 are used throughout).

The results of this computation are shown in
Table I. It is seen that the ratio of the remainder
of the X expansion [second term in (3. 2)] to the
first-order term (W),/N is less than 1/200 in mag-
nitude. Good results are expected for dense states

TABLE I. Convergence of the A expansion of the free
energy for the potential separation schemes of McQuarrie
and Katz (MK) [cf. (3.9) and (3.10)], Barker and Hender-
son (BH) [cf. (3.7) and (3.8), and Weeks, Chandler, and
Andersen (WCA) [cf. (3.4) and (3.5)]. Column 4: first-
order term of the A\ expansion. Column 5: remainder of
the A expansion [cf. (3.2)].

Potential '
separation M = W)y
scheme p T @__(__;}’_)_g lf/(; dar N
MK 0.8 0.75 —14.99 —0.30
BH 0.85 0.72 ~— 7.79 —0.45
WCA 0.84 0.75 ~— 8.81 —0.038
if only the first-order term is kept. There are
two reasons for the good convergence. The first

one is well known: Owing to the repulsion of the
reference potential there is little space available
for the motion in the liquids and the potential fluc-
tuations are therefore prevented. Another reason
is peculiar to the WCA division, where w(r) is
perfectly smooth in the core region where important
fluctuations are most likely to occur for the dense
state.

This last argument is not true for the potential
separation proposed by Barker and Henderson®

vo(r)=vy; (), r=1

=0 , otherwise 3.7
w(r)=vy;(r) , r=1l

=0 , otherwise. (3.8)

For this case a computation similar to the one just
described has already been performed near the
triple point. ¢ We give the results for the sake
of comparison. !’ There the convergence ratio is
only of the order of 1/17. If quantitative answers
are wanted, it will be necessary to evaluate the
complicated second-order terms. 18

Still another division of the potential has been
proposed by McQuarrie and Katz (MK).'® It con-
sists in writing

ve(r)=4/7", (3.9)
wlr)=—-4/78. (3.10)

This problem has been studied .aeoretically by
Lebowitz?® and numerically by Hansen.?' The ad-
vantage is that some scaling laws hold which make
it possible to study only one isotherm. The draw-
back is that the reference system is rather different
from a hard-sphere one. This division of the po-
tential seems to be more attractive at very high
temperature, 22! where it leads to a very rapid con-
vergence. The convergence of the X expansion can
be examined near triple point for that case also.
We therefore have made a direct computation of
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TABLE II. Comparison of the compressibility factors
obtained through the virial equation using the exact rdf
g @) of the total system (column 3) and the exact rdf g,()
of the reference system (column 4).

[4 T zZ Zwea
1.10 3.05 9.87 10.12
0.85 2.81 4.35 4.59
0.84 0.75 0.37 1.587
0.65 1.35 0.85 0.92
0.40 1.35 0.27 0.02

(8. 2) for the state p=0.84, T=0.75. It can be
seen that the convergence ratio is substantially
smaller than in the BH case, of the order of 1/50.
The improvement over the BH treatment is however
less spectacular than it seems, because the first-
order term is anomalously large for the MK division
of the potential. Finally, the correction to the free
energy due to the remainder of the X expansion is
not much smaller than in the BH case, as may be
seen in Table 1.

Returning to the division of the potential due to
WCA, we examine the proposal of these authors
to approximate the rdf g(») of the full system by
that of the reference system ggo(r).

If this approximation were true, then the virial
equation of state yielded by

_q__P v -
z=1 6kT/g(r)ray dr (3.11)
and by the WCA approximation
-1_P_ v =
Zwea=1-grm fgo(r)r 5y OF (8.12)

would give the same result.

Monte Carlo computations have been made for the
reference system (864 particles, 10® configura-
tions) for a variety of states in the p, T plane,
which have enabled us to calculate Zyq, “exactly.”
We have chosen states for which we knew the exact
compressibility factor. The comﬁarison is made
in Table II. It is seen that the difference between
Z and Zy, is quite large. We can see directly that
the difference between g(7) and g,(7) is not negli-
gible. For instance, for p=0.84, T=0.75, the dif-
ference between the heights of the first maxima
of g(#) and go(r) reaches 0.05; the difference be-
tween the heights of the first peaks of the structure
factors amounts to 0. 32.

IV. REDUCTION OF REFERENCE SYSTEM

We can always write the rdf of the reference sys-
tem as

-Bv g (7)

(4.1)

y(7) contains the effect on the singled out pair of
the other particles of the liquid. y(r) is formally

golr)=e () .

obtained as

2 8Bf
y(r) = 5 pyeT1a)

(4.1")
If vy(7) is very repulsive, it is reasonable to follow
WCA® and to replace y(») by yys(#/d, n) where the
hard-sphere diameter d has to be determined in
the best possible way. We thus obtain an approxi-
mate rdf g,(») for the reference system:

B gy (v/d, ) . (4.2)
[In what follows we put carets on the quantities ob-
tained using (4. 2).]

We shall need y,(r/d, n) inside the hard core.
1t is given by (4.1’) in the limit of v,(r) going to a
hard-sphere potential with diameter d. yus(7/d, )
is seen to be smoother at the core. In the PY ap-
proximation, yys(#/d,n) is simply given by

g’o(”) =e

@,
ywv/d, n)=gylr/d,n) - cy(v/d,m) . 4.3)
In general we shall write, using (2. 6),
yﬂs('r/d, 77) = yw('}’/dw, nw) +5g1(7’) . (4 4)

There is obviously some arbitrariness in this ex-
tension, but we shall see, later on, that in fact
only the value at core 5g,() and of its first deriva-
tives are used and that the extrapolation inside the
core is really not needed.

In order to determine d, we shall require that
for the reference system, where vy(#) is steep, the
hard-sphere model for the structure factor® ap-
plies, i.e., that in some sense the structure factor

Sok)=1+p [ [2o(r) = 1] FaF (4.5)

can be identified with a hard-sphere structure fac-
tor. Because we have for »> 7,

4.6)

it is obvious that the hard-sphere diameter for the
model must be d. Then we can determine that
diameter by requiring, for instance, that

I | 84(%) - Sus (kd, m)| dr

be a minimum.

Another way of determining d is provided by the
remark that $,(0) is an extremely sensitive function
of d. To describe reasonably the very repulsive
reference system, we should have $,(0) very small,
and a way of -enforcing this is to impose with WCA

56(0) = Sus(0, 1) . (4.8)

It is remarkable that the similarity of a repulsive
system to a hard-sphere gas imposes definite rela-
tions on its structure factor which are sufficient
to determine the hard-sphere diameter. It is the
great merit of WCA to have proposed the approxi-
mation (4. 2) and the self-consistency criterion
(4. 8) to determine d.

&)= yus 0/d, m) ,

(4.7)
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We shall now give a typical numerical example
which illustrates the preceding statement. For
p=0.84 and T=0.75, we have Z;=10.23 and
Uy; =0.73. When criterion (4.7) is used we obtain
d=1.0220. Using the virial theorem and the excess
internal energy formula, we obtain 20= 10. 34 and
Up; =0.74. The value of S,(0) obtained with this
value of the diameter is —0.002.

If now we use the WCA criterion (4. 8) we obtain
d=1.0225 and then we get Z,=10.40, ;=0.74.
We see that both criteria give very similar results
(as they should if the ideas behind the model are
any good) and that approximation (4. 2) is quite reli-
able. Other examples are given in Table III.

If now we follow WCA and use the PY approxima-
tion instead of the exact hard-sphere solution, we
see that the good agreement just mentioned no
longer holds. We obtain for the same state, using
(4. 8) again,

d=1.0239, Z/'=9.31, Ug=0.65.

Using criterion (4.8) and Eqgs. (4.2) and (4. 5),
we easily see that d is determined by

a
fo d"”’zyﬂs(”’/d, )

= ]: drvyys(r/d, n)1 —e®™0™) | (4.9)
Let us consider
V) =0or/d-1)+50,(v/d =12 +--. ,  (4.10)
and let
ablr) »? v
a cwh, =E-2_ yHS(;'i‘, ’f)) . (411)

The condition (4. 9) becomes:

TABLE III.
(4.2) (columns 7 and 8, respectively).

L. VERLET AND J.-J. WEIS

|on

S vwe,ar=0, (4.12)
where
_ 4 sun
6,,0(1’)— » e (4.13)
behaves like a 6 function.!®
Using (4.10) we obtain
d:f révo(r) dr
0
01 Tz _y) (4.14)
+%;—d£ (E—1> évo(r)d1f+--- .
The first term is
dB:fo” 1 -e®0)ar . (4.15)

It is Barker’s expression for the hard-sphere
diameter.
We shall put

AN

* 2
»
j(; (a —1) bvo(r)dr .
Typically 0 is of the order of a few parts in a
thousand.
We thus have

d=dg[1+(0y/20) 0]

We have neglected higher -order terms in the ex-
pansion (4.14). They are extremely small. dp and
6 are simple integrals depending on the tempera-
ture only. These integrals are tabulated in the

2
5 z —l> 6,,0(7)d1'

d

(4.16)

(4.17)

Compressibility factor and excess internal energy of the reference system using the approximate rdf
For each state the upper line contains the values obtained when the HS diameter

d (column 6) entering the rdf (4.2) is determined via criterion (4.7). In the lower line, d is determined via criterion

(4.8). Column 9 gives the compressibility for both choices of d. Columns 3 and 4: exact Monte Carlo computations.
Criterion
for the
choice of . . .
P T Zo Uw d d Zo U;o SO(O)
4.7) 0.9610 12.79 5.36 -0.08
1.1 8.05 12.67 5.48 (4.8) 0.9623 12.99 5.45 0.016
4.7) 0.9692 6.99 2.39 0.016
0.85 2.81 6.92 2.31 (4.8) 0.9701 7.04 2.41 0.042
@.7) 1.0220 10.34 0.74 —-0.002
0.84 0.75 10.23 0.73 (4.8) 1.0225 10.40 0.74 0.024
4.7) 1.0025 4,98 0.64 0.059
0.65 1.35 4.89 0.62 4.8) 1.0030 4.99 0.64 0.070
4.7) 1.0045 2.55 0.24 0.192
0.40 1.35 2.53 0.23 4.8) 1.0047 2.55 0.24 0.194
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Appendix (Table XII) and simple approximants are
also given there [Eqs. (Al) and (A2)]. o, is the
value of the rdf g(1, n) at core and o,, obtained
simply in terms of g(1,7) and of its first derivative
at core, is given in the Appendix [Eq. (A.17)].

We now proceed to calculate the pressure of the
reference system. Through the virial theorem
we obtain

- T8 7
ZO: 1 +47’ dr 2‘3" YVHs 'E s N 61,0(7’) . (4. 18)
G

If we expand

73 7 % (7 2
FVus\g =To+Ty E—l +3T2 2—1 droe

(4.19)

we obtain, using (4.14)-(4.16), the following ap-
proximation for Z:

28 =Zyus () +4nd (375~ T 01 /200) . (4. 20)

Zyus (n) is the hard-sphere compressibility factor
given by (2.11). 7, and 7, are obtained in terms
of the first and second derivatives of g(x, ) at
core. They are given in the Appendix [Egs. (A15)
and (A16)]. It is seen that both for d and Z4 these
derivatives come in only multiplied by the very
small factor 6. The precise form of the correc-
tion term 6g;(») as given by (2.7) plays only a
minor role. The extrapolation of g(r/d, n) inside
the core does not enter at all in the approximate
theory.

In Table IV, we compare the exact values of the
compressibility factor Z, of the reference system
with those yielded by the approximate theory of
this section. Zo, as given by (4.18) contains only
the basic approximation (4. 2) with the WCA cri-
terion (4.8). We see that the error is only slightly
larger than the statistical error and therefore quite
acceptable. There is an exception for the point
T=3.05, p=1.1. This state is a fairly high-tem-
perature state quite near the solidification line.
Then, owing to the WCA division of the potential,

1

TABLE 1V. Compressibility factor of the reference
system obtained through exact Monte Carlo computations
(column 3), through Eq. (4.18) (column 4) and the approx-
imate equation (4. 20).

P T Zy 20 th,‘
1.1 3.05 12.67 12.99 12.61
0.85 2.81 6.92 7.04 7.01
0.84 0.75 10.23 10.40 10.37
0.65 1.35 4.89 4.99 4.99
0.40 1.35 2.53 2.55 2.55

it happens that the diameter of the reference sys-
tem is larger than that of the total system (as could
be determined from the HS model), so that it yields
a packing fraction n=0.51 which dangerously
extrapolates our formulas into the metastable
region of the hard-sphere gas. This explains why
the results are not so satisfactory for that case.
Further on it is seen that the approximations
made when deriving Zﬁ entail negligible errors.

V. CALCULATION OF FIRST-ORDER CONTRIBUTION TO
FREE ENERGY PER PARTICLE

fi=(W)o/N

=4p [ wlr) golr)dr . (5.1)

If we make the approximation (4.2), we obtain

.
fi=2mp U’ w(r)(e™o'” —1) yyg (% )1’26”’
0

+—[°° w('r)yns<§, 17> rzd'r]

:27rpf w(r)yﬂs<§,n) riar .

d

(5.2)

The WCA criterion (4.9) has been used to go from
the first to the second equation. Using (2.6), we
obtain after obvious manipulations

Fr=2m01 [ 00 (@2 ar + [ ¥ w(©) vy /dy,my) P dr +[” 05 () yulor/dy, ny) rPar

w

_fd"" vo@) ywr/dy, ny) vidr + fr” [w(r) —w(0)] 6g,(r) r2ar}. (5.3)
W e

The first and second terms cancel because of con-
dition (2.16). The third term may be written

N 112 IG )
Fi=48y, [———ﬁ—l (ny) _ 13 (1) (QW ] , (5.4)
dy dw
where we have put
(5.5)

S
)= [ " 2R g
1

[

For these integrals, there exist approximants due
to Kozak and Rice.? They are not quite precise
enough for our purpose. Improved expressions are
given in the Appendix.

The fourth term in (5. 3) may be written

72 - 4877“/ [_ 112.2 (77w) + Ig (ﬂw) — ig_] ,

di? 48 T4 (5.6)
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with

I - f e yul )
) x

These integrals are calculated in the Appendix by
expanding xyy(x, 7y) around x=1. The last term
in (5. 3) is the only one to depend explicitly on the
exact hard-sphere solution. It turns out to be quite
small. We can give an order-of-magnitude es-
timate of that term by expanding w(») —w(0) around
its inflexion point given by »;= (%)!/8,

(5.7)

“3N517Tpé
J1™ 769 u"

~ulr <d)
m

x[cosurn —d) —sinplr, -d)] . (5.8)

This term turns out to be of the order of 71 /1000
near triple point. It is negligible, so that the free
energy due to the perturbation is taken as

Ft=fi+ft. (5.9)
In Table V we compare the Monte Carlo computed
free energy f; with f 1 yielded by the basic approx-
imations (4.2) and (4.9). The relative error on
fy entailed by those approximations is seen to be of
the order of 1/200. It is therefore comparable to
the error made by neglecting higher-order terms
in the A expansion near triple point. When the
density is lower, the error due to the A expansion
is relatively much more important.

It is seen also here that the various approxima-
tions summarized in the Appendix which are made
to reduce f 1 to the easily computable form ff lead
to a negligible error.

V1. THERMODYNAMIC FUNCTIONS FOR LENNARD-
JONES SYSTEM

Starting from the expressions given in the two

preceding sections for Z, and f; we want to calculate

the total free energy per particle, the total com-
pressibility factor, and the excess internal energy.

In order to calculate the total free energy of the
system, we must get the approximate free energy
for the reference system which is given by

“A-lfp SA () _ 1190
fo—B i [z5 (n) —1] o

=f8s +40Af, (6.1)
where
Fex 4 —377 (6.2)

Bfas=nm

is the excess free energy of the hard-sphere sys-
tem and where the expression for

3Af=—3fn[2‘3(n)—1] ?;—2‘10177 (6.3)
1]

TABLE V. First-order contribution to the free energy
per particle in the A expansion. Column 3: exact values
obtained by Monte Carlo computations. Column 4: val-
ues obtained from Eq. (5.2). Column 5: values obtained
using the approximate equations (5.4), (5.6), and (5.9).

p T Bfi Bfi B
1.1 3.05 —2.83 -2.82 -2.81
0.85 2.81 —-2.33 -2.34 -2.34
0.84 0.75 —8.82 -8.85 —~8.84
0.65 1.35 —3.62 -3.63 —3.62
0.40 1.35 -2.05 . —2.06 ~2.06

is given explicitly in the Appendix.

Andersen, Weeks, and Chandler® have pointed
out to us that one can perform a functional Taylor
expansion of the free energy f; of the reference
system in terms of (¢™0'") — g"¥%rs (*/®))  where
vgs (7/d) is the hard-core potential of diameter 4.
The zero-order term of the expansion is ﬁfg.

Using (4.1’) and (4. 2), the first-order term is
proportional to

[azF[e®o™ — e ®us™] g o (v/d, 1)

and is seen to vanish if (4.9) is used. The next-
order term is in 6% and thus altogether negligible.
Between the free energy thus obtained and (6. 1),
there is a discrepancy which amounts to 46Af. This
illustrates the fact that the terms of order 6 are not
treated in a completely consistent way. In order to
include all terms of order 6 in our approach, it
would be necessary to include the first-order cor-
rection to £4(7) in the functional expansion consid-
ered above. This involves the knowledge of the
four-body correlation and is quite complicated.
Then the term 46Af would disappear in (6. 2) but a
new term of order & should be included in f;, which
turns out to have the same sign and order of magni-
tude as 46Af. We therefore choose to keep that
term in (6.1). We should note, in any case, that
this term is very small: 4B0Af is always smaller
than 0. 05.

In the same way, in order to get the total com-
pressibility factor, we must calculate

bl

ap
e ”W(dnw . (6.4)
with
Ny 9dy
L=— — . .5
4y oM, (6.5)

The explicit formulas making it possible to calcu-
late analytically Z ; are given in the Appendix.

In Tables VI-IX, the thermodynamic quantities
thus obtained are compared with the “exact” Monte
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TABLE VI. Compressibility factor, excess free ener-
gy, and excess internal energy on the isotherm 7'=0.75.
Columns 2—4: exact Monte Carlo Computations (Ref. 21).
Columns 5-7: approximate equations (A25), (A34), and

(A39).

p z Bf: U; z4  pft uf
0.1 0.23 -0.80 -1.15 0.42 -0.55 -—0.56
0.2 -0.29 —1.48 -1.90 -0.24 -1.15 -1.19
0.3 -0.78 —-2.10 -2.58 -0.93 -1.79 -1.87
0.4 —-1.20 —2.68 —-3.21 -1.58 —-2.,43 -2.62
0.5 —1.69 -3.22 -3.73 -2.07 -3.06 -3.40
0.6 —2.05 -3.73 -4,36 —2.24 -3.65 —4.20
0.7 -1.71 —-4.17 -5.07 -1.86 -—4.12 -5.00
0.8 —-0.53 —4.47 —-5.78 -0.56 —4.43 -—5.75
0.84 +0.37 —4.53 —-6.04 +0.32 -—4.49 -6.02

Carlo values® on the isotherms 0. 75, 1.15, 1.35,
and 2.74. The agreement is seen to be quite good
at high density. Using the basic ideas of the per-
turbation theory as formulated by WCA, we have
succeeded in obtaining quantitatively correct an-
swers which can be obtained with a minimal compu-
tational effort.

At low and medium densities the results are only
fair and should be improved. For instance, one
gets for the critical constants 7,=1.44, p,=0.3,
and Bp, /p,=0.41, when these constants should
be?% T.=1.36+0.02, p,=0.36+0.03, and B,p,/p,
=0.31+£0.03 for a Lennard-Jones system with en-
forced large scale density homogeneity.

A first idea' in order to improve the situation in
the low-density region is to subtract from the free
energy its low-density expansion and to add the ex-
act low-density expansion of the Lennard-Jones sys-
tem. 26 The results become evidently exact at low
density, but the theory breaks down at high density.
Making a Padé approximant with the correcting se-
ries does not improve the situation.

We then try to use some approximation for the
remainder of the perturbation series for the free
energy. By (3.2) it is equal to

Lpf, dnfdF [g,() - go)] w(r),

where g,(7) is the rdf for the potential vy(») +x w(¥).
We may first try a simple approximation proposed
by Stell.™ It consists in writing

2,(7) = exp{— Blvy(r) + 1 S&5(0) w ()] yus(¥). (6. 6)

This approximation incorporates the correct asymp-
totic form for large distances and the right behavior
at small separations. It leads to an exact second
virial coefficient. It appears, unfortunately, that
the screening of the potential tail yielded by (6. 6)

is too effective, so that the correction term is too
small, except at very low density. For instance,

at T=1. 35, the correction to 8 /¢ is — 0. 04 for p
=0.1, when it should be — 0. 07; this is fairly satis-
factory. But at the same temperature, for p=0.4,

947

a correction of — 0.02 is obtained instead of the
—0.09 which is required.

A technically more complicated method appears
to be quite successful. It consists in calculating
2,(7) by solving the Percus-Yevick equation and in
calculating the remainder of the series in that ap-
proximation. There we work again in the spirit of
Stell’s mixed perturbation expansion. X expansion
is used and its first two terms are calculated ex-
actly; the remainder of the series is treated through
a method of integral equations which amounts to a p
expansion. The results, shown in Tables VIII and
IX for the isotherms T=1.35 and T =2. 74, appear
to be very good. For T=0.75 and p=0. 84, the re-
mainder calculated in the PY approximation gives
practically zero. Thus one does not get the small
correction which should come in at high density,
but at least the very good agreement so far obtained
is not spoiled by our treatment of the remainder of
the perturbation series. We have therefore suc-
ceeded in giving a theory of liquids which provides
a value of the free energy with a precision of about
1/100 for all densities in a temperature region
ranging from triple point to twice or three times
the critical temperature. There is however at the
present time a very great inhomogeneity in the in-
gredients of that theory. The high-density and low-
density parts of the theory are obtained through
simple formulas; the medium-density range re-
quires a substantial computational effort. We hope
to simplify this part of the theory.

VII. WCA APPROXIMATION

As we have said above, WCA make two further
assumptions which we have shown to be separately
inadequate. The first approximation consists in
using the PY approximation for the hard-sphere
correlation function; the second consists in approxi-
mating the total system rdf by that of the reference
system. As these authors have shown by numerical
computations that the equation of state and the in-

TABLE VI. Compressibility factor, excess free energy,
and excess internal energy on the isotherm T=1.15.
Columns 2—4: exact Monte Carlo computations (Ref. 21).
Columns 5-7: approximate equations (A25), (A34), and
(A39).

) z Bfi Uy z4 ot Ut
0.1 0.61 —0.38 —0.86 0.70 -0.29 -0.55
0.2 0.35 -0.73 -1.55 0.37 -0.61 -—1.17
0.3 0.12 -1.05 —-2.24 0.05 -—-0.92 -—1.84
0.4 -0.09 —-1.34 -2.85 -0.19 -1.23 -—-2.55
0.5 -0.13 -1.59 -3.47 —-0.27 -1.51 -3.29
0.6 0.07 —-1.78 —4.14 -0.08 —-1.72 -—4.03
0.65 0.31 —1.84 —4.45 0.17 -~1.81 —4.40
0.75 1.17 -1.89 -5.13 1.10 -1.87 -5.09
0.85 2. 86 -1.78 —-5.67 2.83 —1.76 —5.68
0.92 4,72 —1.56 —-5.96 4,69 -1.54 -5.99
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TABLE VIII. Compressibility factor, excess free en-

ergy, and excess internal energy on the isotherm 7'=1.35.

Columns 2—-4: exact Monte Carlo results (Ref. 16).
Columns 5-7: approximate equations (A25), (A34), and
(A39). Column 8: remainder of the series (3.2)

gﬁmw)f(mo
) N

calculated in the PY approximation. The last column is
obtained by adding the values of column 8 to those of the
free excess energy of column 6.

bz Bfi Uz pft Ub A ™
1 .72 —0.29 -0.78 77 —-0.22 -0.55 -—0.07 -0.29
2 50 =—=0.56 -—1.51 53 —0.46 —1.16 —-0.11 -0.56
3 35 =0.80 -—2.09 32 -0.69 -1.82 —-0.11 —0.80
4 27 -—-1.00 =2.75 18 —-0.91 =—2.52 =—=0.09 -1.00
5 —-1.16 -—3.37 -1.09 -3.24 -0.07 —-1.15

41 -=1.22 -3.70
17 —-1.29 -4.68
42 -1.19 =5.25
58 —0.91 =5.66
32 —0.67 -5.71

30 —-1.16 -3.60 -0.05 —1.21
15 —-1.25 —4.64 =0.03 —-1.27
42 -1.15 -5.24 0.00 —1.15
53 —0.87 -=5.70 0.00 —0.87
97 —0.64 —5.84 0.00 —0.64

Cooo0o 0000 OO
ORMHOOOO O
w0
S
RO HROOOO SO
o
S

ternal energy obtained in this way are quite good,
this means?” that they have found a very good semi-
empirical way of representing the rdf of dense
fluid, by writing for it

Bwealr) =e™0™ yw(r/a,n) (7.1)
with
n=%wpa® . (7.2)

This form of the correlation where the screening of
the tail of the potential is complete, clearly entails
a hard-sphere-like structure factor with a diameter
a, which will be given by the condition (4.8). We
can follow the same line of argument as in Secs.

IV and V. We have for the hard-sphere diameter

a=dg <1+-01—6> ,

20, (7.3)

where d and & are given by (4.15) and (4.16), re-
spectively, and where 0,/20,, as calculated in the
PY approximation, is expressed in the Appendix
[Eq. (A40)]. The WCA equation of state is obtained
as

2w0A2§1 +8s (7.4)
with
2 N
gy=1- 3—2—2—, 8 %ﬁ(i)gwu(r)dr . (7.5)

Using the techniques of Sec. IV, one obtains, for
¢4, the approximation

a_l+2n+3n° Ty _ 7101
R G A iy

where 7, and 7, are coefficients of the expansion of
**gy(x,n) around x=1 (see Eq. (4.19) and Appen-
dix), and with

(7.6)

__2mp s dw(r)
Lp=— 3kT/V or Swea(r)dr . (7.7)

Using the methods of Sec. V, we obtain the following
approximation for ¢,:

¢4 =968 [21112(77)-;221212(77) _ ¥m) —slga(Tl)jl ,
a

a

(7.8)

where I}'(n) and I} (n) have been defined by (5.5) and
(5.17), respectively, and calculated in the Appendix.
In Table X, we have compared the compressibility

factor Zyc, obtained numerically by WCA using
(7.5) and (7.7) with the value Z{, obtained using
the approximations (7. 6) and (7.8). It is seen that
the approximations leading to the analytical equa-
tion of state are outstandingly good. The compari-
son of the WCA equation of state with the one pres-
ently derived shows a very slight superiority of the
latter one, especially in the low-density region
(where both equations are inadequate anyhow). For
instance, the critical constants obtained with the
WCA equation are 7,=1.55, p,=0.27, and g,p./p,
=0. 36.

WCA have also shown by a direct comparison with
molecular-dynamics calculations that their theory
provides a good rdf and structure factor in the
neighborhood of the triple point. It is unfortunate
that this simple semiempirical representation of the
rdf turns out to have a rather narrow range of
validity. It fails at lower density for the obvious
reason that the tail of the potential is entirely ne-
glected. It can be shown also to be unsatisfactory
when the density is larger than the triple-point
density. An illustration of this inadequacy is pro-
vided when one tries to apply the freezing criterion

TABLE IX. Compressibility factor, excess free energy,
and excess internal energy on the isotherm 7'=2.74.
Columns 2—4: exact Monte Carlo results (Ref. 16).
Columns 5~7: approximate equations (A25), (A34), and
(A39). Column 8: remainder of the series (3.2)

1
ﬁ/dx W)y = (W
0 N
calculated in the PY approximation. The last column is

obtained by adding the values of column 8 to those of the
excess free energy of column 6.

P 4 Bfi Uy z*  pff vt A BFPt
0.1 0.97 -0.03 =0.61 0.98 —0.02 -0.52 =0.02 —-0.03
0.2 0.99 -0.05 =-1.21 0.99 -0.03 -1.08 =-0.02 —-0.05
0.3 1.04 -0.05 =-1.78 1,05 —0.02 —1.67 =0.02 —0.05
0.4 1.20 -0.01 -2.37 1.19 0.01 -2,28 -0.02 =-0.01
0.55 1.65 0.06 —-3.21 1.65 0.07 -3.16 —0.01 0.06
0.70 2.64 0.37 =3.90 2.62 0.39 -3.92 0.01 0.38
0.80 3.60 0.65 —4.28 3.70 0.67 -—4.27 0.00 0.67
0.90 5.14 1.04 —4.41 5.24 1.07 ~4.43 0.00 1.07
1.00 7.39 1.58 —4.18 17.35 1.63 —4.31 0.00 1.63
1.08 9.58 2.16 —3.80 9.46 2.19 -3.97 0.00 2.19
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presented in Ref. 4. There it was stated that
freezing should occur in a liquid when the underlying
hard-sphere gas, yielded by the hard-sphere

model, 5 solidifies, that is, when the maximum of
the structure factor S(k,) reaches the value 2. 85.
This occurs?® 2! when 15 =0. 491, which, by (2.9),
corresponds to the value 7y =0. 476 if the PY ap-
proximation is used. Using (7.2), (7.3), and (A40)
one obtains at solidification

ps=1[0.91/d3(8s)][1 +13. 256(85)] (7.9)

which gives the density at freezing pg as a function
of Bg, the inverse of the solidification temperature.
Table XI shows that this relation is not so well
verified and this shows that the structure factor
yielded by (7.1) is not good enough along the freez-
ing line.

VIII. CONCLUSION

We have examined the validity of the various ap-
proximations introduced by Weeks, Chandler, and
Andersen in their version of the perturbation theory
and shown that these authors have introduced some
very interesting and fruitful new ideas. Using these
ideas with an improved solution of the hard-sphere
problem, we have derived a successfully analytical
equation of state for liquids. Such an equation can
and will be used to determine effective potentials
for real dense liquids.

TABLE X. Compressibility factor and excess internal
energies for various states tabulated in Ref. 12. Columns
3 and 6: exact molecular dynamics results (Ref. 15).
Columns 4 and 7: compressibility factor and excess in-
ternal energy obtained by WCA (cf. Table III of Ref. 12).
Columns 5 and 8: approximate compressibility factor and
excess internal energy as given by Egs. (A34) and (A39).

P T z Zwca z4 Ui Uca;  Uf
0.88 1.095 3.48 3.42 3.38 ~5.8 =-5.92 -—5.88
0.94 2.77 2. 87 2.74 -6.04 -6.08 -6.05
0.591 —-0.18 0.18 —0.46 —6.53 —6.47 —6.46
0.85 2.889 4.36 4.27 4.43 —4.25 -—4.35 =—4.27
2.202 4.20 4.11 4.25 —4.76 —4.85 -—4.78
1.214 3.06 3.05 3.02 -5.60 -5.65 —5.62
1.128 2.78 2.82 2.76 —-5.69 =5.73 —=5.70
0.88 1.64 1.82 1.59 -5.94 -5.96 —5.95
0.782 0.98 1.20 0.86 -—6.04 -6.06 —6.05
0.76 0.82 1.03 0.67 —6.07 —6.08 —6.07
0.658 —0.20 0.09 -0.45 -6.19 -6.19 -—6.18
0.591 -1.20 -0.75 —~1.43 —6.26 =—6.26 —6.26
0.75 2.849 3.10 3.05 3.14 -—-4.07 -4.09 -4.05
1.304 1.61 1.63 1.58 =5.02 —4.99 -—4.99
1.069 0.90 0.90 0.77 =5.19 =5.15 =5.15
1.071 0.89 0.91 0.78 —=5.17 =5.15 -5.15
0.881 -0.12 -0.02 -~0.26 -5.31 -5.28 =—5.29
0.827 —0.54 —-0.38 -0.66 -—5.38 =5.32 =5.33
0.65 2.557 2.14 2.08 2.14 -3.78 -3.78 -—3.76
1.585 1.25 1.21 1.23 —4.23 —-4.20 -—4.20
1.036 -0.11 —0.23 —0.29 —4.52 —4.46 —4.46

0.90 -0.74 -0.91 -1.01 -—4.61 -—-4.52 —4.53

TABLE XI. Solidification densities for the tempera-
tures T'=2,74, 1.35, 1.15, 0.75, using exact Monte
Carlo computations (Ref. 4) (column 2), the criterion
(Ref. 4) S (y)=2.85 (column 3), and expression (7.9)
(column 4).

T s os¥ ps
2.74 1.113 1.118 1.018
1.35 0.964 0.966 0.921
1.15 0.936 0.935 0.902
0.75 0.871 0.866 0.857

The extension of the present study to liquid mix-
ture is now under way.
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APPENDIX: TECHNICAL DETAILS OF CALCULATION OF
THERMODYNAMIC PROPERTIES OF LENNARD-JONES
FLUID

1. Calculation of Diameter d

dg, given by the integral (4.15) and tabulated be-
low, can be approximated by

_o+asp
az+B

with a;=0.3837, a,=0.4293, a3=1.068. For
0.7< T< 1.6, the error is less than 2x107% This
entails an error of less than 0.02 on the compres-
sibility factor Z, of the reference state. For
1.6<7T<4.5 the error may reach 8X10™* which
may yield an error of 0.08 on Z, near the solidifica-
tion line. This error decreases very rapidly with
the density.

In the same way 6 may be approximated by

B 1
agt+asp’

B 3 (Al)

(A2)

with a,=210.31 and a5=404.6. The precision of
that fit is of order 8x10~%, which is quite sufficient
for our purpose.

If we know d, we calculate the packing fractions

n=%mpd’ (A3)
and
w=n-1i5n° . (A4)

It is convenient to introduce the following approxi-
mant [see following Eqs. (A12) and (A14)]:

o 1480y +Sang +Ss7y
209 (1 “ﬂw)z

) (A5)
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TABLE XII. Values of dg and 6 and their derivatives
% and & with respect to the inverse temperature g for
temperatures going from the triple point temperature up
to T=5.

T dg dh 5 84
0.65  1.03061 0.02148 0.00126 —0.00050
0.70  1.02814 0.02356  0.00132 —0.00056
0.75  1.02579 0.02567 0.00137 —0.00062
0.80  1.02357 0.02781  0.00143  —0.00068
0.85  1.02144 0.02997 0.00148  —0.00074
0.90  1.01942 0.03216  0.00153  —0.00080
0.95  1.01747 0.03436  0.00158 —0.00086
1.00  1.01561 0.03659 0.00162  —0.00092
1.05  1.01381 0.03884 0.00167 —0.00099
1.10  1.01208 0.04110 0.00171 —0.00105
1.15  1.01041 0.04338  0.00176 —0.00112
1.20  1.00880 0.04568  0.00180 —0.00118
1.25  1.00724 0.04799  0.00184 —0.00125
1,30  1.00573 0.05032 0.00188  —0.00132
1.35  1.00426 0.05266 0.00192 —0.00139
1.40  1.00284 0.05501  0.00195 —0.00146
1.50  1.00011 0.05975  0.00202 —0.00160
1.60  0.99752 0.06454  0.00209 —0.00174
1.70  0.99506 0.06937  0.00216 —0.00188
1.80  0.99272 0.07424  0.00222 —0.00203
1.90  0.990 47 0.07915 0.00228 —0.00217
2.00  0.98833 0.08409  0.00234 —0.00232
2.20  0.98429 0.09405 0.00246 —0.00262
2.40  0.98054 0.10413  0.00256 —0.00293
2.60  0.97704 0.11431  0.00266 —0.003 24
2.80  0.97377 0.12457  0.00275 —0.00355
3.00  0.97068 0.13490  0.00284 —0.00387
3.50  0.96367 0.16104 0.00304 —0.00467
4.00  0.95746 0.18752  0.00322 —0.00549
4.50  0.95137 0.21429  0.00339 —0.006 31
5.00  0.94685 0.24128 0.00353 —0.00714

where S;=-17/4, S,=1.362, and S;=- 0. 8751,
Then
d=dg[1 +(0y/200) 8] (A6)
and
dy=d(my/n? . (A7)

As we do not know d beforehand, we use ds as a
trial value and eventually iterate through the pre-
ceding equations.

2. Calculation of Compressibility Factor Zﬁ of
Refervence System

[xyw(x,dw)] and its first derivatives with respect
to x at x=1 are given by

1+%le
- ~T2lw A8
S s (A8)
1 - 5ny - 50§
= ———lw— v A9
ay Ty (A9)

3nw(2 - 4ny - %)

- . Al10
(1- ’flw)'1 ¢ )
From the compressibility factor of the hard-

sphere system

Q=

1 -
ZHS = __ﬂjﬂ_n s (All)

we obtain, by applying the virial theorem, the
value of y(1,7) that we have called o,:

oo= (1 -3n)/(1-n)°. (A12)
We shall find it convenient to use for the combina-

tion Ap [A and p are defined by Eqgs. (2.10) and
(2.17), respectively] the expression

21 my

Z. - (1 -0.71179, - 0. 11452)>
2 (1-ny)

Au=
" 1 +%77W

b

(A13)

which is not difficult to calculate using (2.10) and
(2.12). We then have for the coefficients of the
expansions (4.10) and (4. 19)

O1=0g+ay —AL , (A14)
Ty=20p+ay —Ap , (A15)
Ty=20g+4ay +ay—4AU . (A16)
As stated in Sec. IV [Eq. (4.20)], Z4 is given by
Z4 = Zgs(n) =416 (575, — T4 01/20y) - (A17)

3. Calculation of First-Ovder Contvibution f 210
Free Enevgy

A first part of the perturbed free energy is given
by

Fi=48n, 32 /a¥ -18/d%) . (A18)

We have built approximants for the integrals

I (ny) [Eq. (5.5)] by noting that use may be made
of the known virial expansion of yy(x, ny) on the one
hand and that it may be supposed that I] behaves
like (1 —ny)~% as yy(1, 7y) does. We thus write

1+ uiny + 1y +uiny
(1 "77W)2

and find that
pot=%, wi®=0, wpi’=-0.797, p3*=-0.480,

, WE=-0.691, uS=-1.169, uS=0.751.
(A20)

(A

o=

The error is of order 1x10-3,

In order to evaluate the next contribution £, 2,
we need to calculate the integrals I3 defined by
(5.7).

Putting 0=7,,/dy -1 and n’=n - 2, we have

2
5= Jh, (A21)

m=0
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with
’ ’ ’ 7 7 ’
B a, ( _l4n'6+[n n' =1)/2116%+ < +[n'(n" =1)+-+(n —m+1)/m!~]9,,>
J:'_n'(n’—l)'“(n'-m) 1 1+e)" (a22)
T
and and
2= (%« p2dy) 22 (a25) b
AN Fh=fiedt. (425)
with a_; =0. Then, as noted in Sec. V,
- I ) Using th ding £ 1 t P
- % g the preceding formulas, we can cast /7 in
=48 - —- A24 ’ 1
1 ﬂw( ;i% a5 "4 (a24) the form
1
f4=48n[1<112_22_ﬂ_&>_ s _2 oy _a _9 7n
1 LaZ\"™ T10 90 "720) "af \'' "2 T12 "24) 6aal

_2 Lm)e i(h)z a l(
9<dw (- = 5\ Gy) (- 2> T\ 3

4. Fvee Enevgy for Reference System

The free energy for the reference system is

given by (6.1) with
(o)
= 3007 an ( 2°o> }

Bas f [2 - 2:1

3172(1 +1.759n — 5. 2497° )
(1-n)?

5. Calculation of First-Ovder Contrvibution Z2 to
Compressibility Factor

(A27)

f;‘ as given above depends explicitly on ny, dy,
and 6. We can easily see that

afl =0.

o (A28)
We have

dy agf - -3¢k, (A29)
with

£z =96y B ( ZI}Z 2y _ %%§> . (A30)

8B f2 /on,, is easily calculated using (A18), (A19),

(A24), and (A25), with the a,, given by (A8)-(A10).

We still need to know

Ny 8dw _
dy 9ny
=x- 0l -0, (A31)
where
-} [0
= LA .5 S
A=y 5o (2% ) (A32)

-

is calculated with the help of (A5).
We then have

- 1 opfa
A _ = =S A
zZy 1-3L (’nw ony 3L¢ ) (A33)
The total compressibility factor of the total system
is then
ZA- 78 1 24 (A34)
6. Total Excess Intevnal Enevgy
Using
N 98( fA 4 FA
Ut = ——ﬂ——"——ﬁ(f;f L, (A35)
8]
we obtain
A SA A 1am
U; ~f1 +46, Af+(Z4 -1 -£5)(1 - 37\1/) YR
(A36)
where
y= -1 4w
Nw an
1
=1_8,.’L (A37)
=187
and
1o 3de dﬂ (1+3\w) + §‘1L 5 . (A38)
n 98
Then

U4 =F4 48] AF+3(Z4 =1 - £4)(dL/dp +0,/20,6}) .
(A39)
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7. Equation of State in WCA Approximation

In order to calculate the hard-sphere diameter,
the value of 0y /20, is needed, which in the PY ap-
proximation is simply given by

5

o l-pu-int (a40)

20, (1+zn)(1-n)

In the PY approximation 7, and 7, are given by
(A15) and (A16) with Au=0 and o4= aq.
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