arXiv:2405.07701v1 [physics.comp-ph] 13 May 2024

Phase separation in a binary mixture of sticky spheres

D. C. Thakur, Jalim Singh^†, and A. V. Anil Kumar^∗ School of Physical Sciences, National Institute of Science Education and Research, HBNI, Jatni, Bhubaneswar 752050, India. and †Current Adress: Department of Biomedical Engineering, Oregon Health and Science University, Portland, OR 97239, U.S.A.

We numerically investigate the dependence of range of attractive potential on the phase separation of 2-D binary systems. Through extensive simulations and analysis, we show that when the range of attractive interactions approaches the sticky sphere limit, the system undergoes a phase separation at lower temperature. Further reduction in temperature causes the system to mix again. These mixing-demixing-mixing transitions are of first order. Such phase separation is not observed for systems with larger interaction range. In the phase separated region of the phase diagram, one of the components of the mixture chooses to be in crystalline configuration, while other being in disordered state.

I. INTRODUCTION

Phase separation in binary mixtures is a complex and multifaceted phenomenon that has garnered substantial attention across a spectrum of scientific disciplines[1– 5]. This intricate process involves the demixing of components, resulting in the emergence of distinct phases [1, 6, 7]. Colloidal systems have been at the forefront of research in understanding phase separation, particularly within the realm of soft matter physics. Studies on colloidal glasses by the scientific community and investigations into ordered structures in binary mixtures have played pivotal roles in unraveling the nature and kinetics of phase separation [8–14]. The interplay of attractive and repulsive forces in colloidal systems, those modeled by the different potential functions, significantly influences the resulting phase behavior [15–21]. Furthermore, the exploration of liquid-liquid phase separation [22–24] and gas-liquid phase separation [25–27] has added insights, enriching our understanding of the diverse manifestations of phase separation in binary mixtures.

Phase separation in binary mixtures is usually believed to be induced by attractive interactions between the particles rather than the short ranged repulsive interactions. Later on it is revealed that phase separation can occur in systems with purely repulsive interactions[28–30]. Effect of these short range repulsive interactions as well as the attractive interactions has been studied extensively[31– 34]. For purely repulsive inverse power potential, the phase separation depends on the softness of the repulsive potential[31]. In binary mixtures with attractive interactions, the phase separation at lower temperatures is often interrupted by an arrested glassy phase[34]. The studies on the interplay between the attractive and repulsive forces has provided valuable insights into the thermodynamics and kinetics of phase separation in binary mixtures [35–38].

In colloidal systems, it is possible to realise a system

∗ anil@niser.ac.in

of interacting particles whose interaction can be tuned by various means; i.e. interactions can be controlled in strength as well as range[39]. The exploration of phase separation in binary colloidal mixtures and its dependence on attractive interactions are mainly confined to the strength of interactions. There are fewer studies about the dependence of range of attractive interactions on the stability of binary mixtures. The main impedence on this front was the nonexistence of a potential function whose attractive range can be varied. Recently, Wang et al.[40] proposed an interparticle interaction whose range of attractive well can be varied. At larger ranges, the potential is very similar to Lennard-Jones potential and exhibits a similar phase diagram. At very low ranges, the potential reduces to sticky spheres. In this article, we make use of this potential to investigate the effect of the range of attractive potential on the stability of binary mixtures using Langevin dynamics simulations. We found that while approaching the sticky sphere limit, the binary mixture spontaneously phase separates into large particle-rich and small particle-rich phases.

The remainder of this article is organised as follows. In section II, we detail our model and the interaction potentials. The simulation details are also outlined in this section. Our results are presented in section III along with discussions. We finally summerise the main results in section IV.

II. MODELING AND SIMULATION FRAMEWORK

We performed Langevin dynamics simulations of a binary mixture in two dimensions. The binary system studied here composed of 1000 particles with a size ratio 1:1.4 and the composition ratio 50:50[41, 42]. Hereafter, the larger particles are referred as A particles and smaller particles as B particles. The components in the mixture are interacting via the potential function given by equation 1[40].

ϕ(r_{ij} ) = ϵζ ([_{σαβ} r_{ij} ]_2 − 1 ) ([_r c r_{ij} ]_2 − 1 )_2 for r_{ij} ≤ r_c, 0 for r_{ij} > r_c. (1) This potential is special case of the general form of potential proposed by Wang et al.[40],

ϕ(r_{ij} ) = ϵζ ([ σ_{αβ} r_{ij} ]_{2μ} − 1 ) ([ r_c r_{ij} ]_{2ν} − 1 )_{2ν} (2) where the coefficient ζ ensures that the depth of the attractive well is -ϵ, while μ, and ν are all positive integers. This potential has been proposed as an alternative to Lennard-Jones potential when the interactions in a system are finite ranged. Here the cut-off parameter r_c determines the range of interactions and the potential vanishes quadratically at r_c. We consider the case (μ = ν = 1) in equatin 2, for which potential has the form given by equation 1. With this choice of μ and ν and the constraint that the value of the potentail at the minimum is -ϵ, we get that

ζ(1, 1; r_c) = 2 ( r_c σ_{αβ} )_2 3 2 (( rc σ_{αβ} )_2 − 1 ) (3)

and

r_{min}(1, 1; r_c) = r_c 3 1 + 2 (_{rc} σ_{αβ} )_2 1/2 (4)

One advantage of using this potential is that we can set the range of potential by setting the value of r_c in 1. We have employed this potential in our simulations with r_c defined as r_c = σ_{αβ} × Λ for different pair interactions, where (α, β) ∈ (A, B). Here Λ is the range of attractive interaction. We have varied the Λ ranging from 1.1 to 1.6 for the pair interactions. Figure 1 depicts the A-A, B-B and A-B interactions for two different ranges.

The dynamics of the particles in the binary system is governed by the Langevin’s equations of motion (see eq. 5). m_ir̈_i = −γṙ_i + ∑ ij F_{ij} + √ 2k_B T γη_i, (5)

Here γ denotes the friction coefficient, and the interparticle interaction force was calculated as F_{ij} = −∇V (r_{ij} ) , T denotes the thermodynamic temperature at which the simulation is performed, and η_i denotes the random gaussian noise with zero mean and unit variance, i.e., ⟨η_i⟩ =0 and ⟨η_{iα}(t)η_{jβ} (t^′)⟩ = 2k_B T γδ_{ij} δ_{αβ} δ(t − t^′).

Figure 1. Potential used in the study is plotted separately for AA (– lines), AB (- - lines) and BB (... lines) interactions, at Λ =1.1 (lowest simulated Λ) and 1.6 (largest simulated Λ). For example for Λ =1.6 in case of AA prticles the potential is zero beyond r =2.24.

The simulation was performed at a constant area fraction ϕ = 0.628, calculated as ϕ = πρ(σ^2_{AA} + σ^2_{BB} )/8. For the underdamped condition, the damping coefficient γ is set to 10.0. Equations of motion were integrated with a time step dt = 0.002 using the algorithm given in [43]. All quantities are presented in Lennard-Jones (reduced) units, such that reduced density ρ^∗ = ρσ^3, reduced temperature T^∗ = k_B T/ϵ, reduced time t^∗ = (ϵ/mσ^2)^{1/2}t, and reduced force f^∗ = fσ/ϵ [44].

A random initial configuration was produced at an area fraction ϕ = 0.628 for each Λ at high temperature T = 8.0 and for simulations at this high temperature, the time step of integration was kept dt =0.001. The final configuration obtained from these high-temperature simulations was rapidly cooled to corresponding lower temperatures, equilibrated for 7.5 × 10^7 steps at all temperatures and Λ, and subsequently, trajectories were stored for further analysis.

III. RESULTS

We have carried out Langevin dynamics simulations for different values of Λ as well as at different temperatures. The final configuration obtained for Λ =1.10 at different temperatures is shown in figure 2. At very low temperatures, as illustrated in figure 2(A) for T =0.01, the system is in a mixed state. As we increase the temperature to T =0.02 (see figure 2(B)), the system start demixing and the B (red) particles start forming small domains. On further increasing the temperature the domain size of the cluster of B particle increases (as depicted in figure 2(C) for T =0.04). On increasing the temperature further, the system undergoes mixing again, as shown

Figure 2. Figure (A), (B), (C), and (D) shows the final configurations of the simulation at Λ =1.1 for temperatures T = 0.01, 0.02, 0.04 and 0.10 respectively. The blue and red colour represent A (large) and B (small) particles respectively.

in 2(D) for T =0.1. Similar behaviour was observed for Λ =1.15 and 1.20. However this mixing-demixing-mixing behaviour has not been observed for higher values values of Λ and the system is always in a mixed state. In figure 3, we have plotted the potential energy of the system against temperature for different values of Λ. It is clear from the figure that for Λ = 1.10, 1.15 and 1.20, there is abrupt increase in the potential energy curve corresponding to mixing-demixing transition and demixing-mixing transition, confirming these transitions are of first order in nature. However, for higher values of Λ where we do not see any transitions, the potential energy curve is continuous.

In order to quantify this phase separation, we have divided the simulation box into a number of square subcells(N_{cell} = 8 × 8). Each of this subcells has a cell length of l_c = 5.38. For a given equilibrium configuration, we calculated the difference in number density of A and B type particle as χ = (n^i_A − n^i_B )/(n^i_A + n^i_B )[45]. Here, n^i_A and n^i_B denote the counts of A and B particles, respectively, in the i^{th.} cell. Absolute value of this quantity is denoted as the order parameter for this mixing-demixing transition. This is be averaged over all the subcells as well as many equilibrium configurations and is expressed as:

Φ(Λ, T ) = 1 Ncell ⟨_{Ncell} ∑ i=1 |n^i_A − n^i_B | (n^i_A + n^i_B ) ⟩ , (6)

Within Equation 6, the angular brackets indicate aver-

Figure 3. Potential energy plotted at different Λ as a function of temperatures.

Figure 4. The χ distribution, denoted as P (χ), depicted in figure (A), (B), (C), and (D) at Λ =1.10, 1.15, 1.20 and 1.25 respectively, at temperatures shown in the legend.

aging over the system’s equilibrium configurations. This order parameter Φ(Λ, T ) acts as a metric for gauging whether the system is in a mixed or demixed state. If Φ(Λ, T ) is below its critical threshold, the system is deemed mixed; conversely, if Φ(Λ, T ) exceeds its critical threshold, the system is considered demixed. The analysis of onset of phase separation in the system focuses on a critical value of Φ(Λ, T ), termed as Φ_c(Λ, T ) for this study.

Figure 5. Phase diagram at different Λ and temperatures, the color bar corresponds to the average value of χ, the lightest yellow colour corresponds to highly demixed state while the darkest blue colour represents highly mixed state.

To calculate Φ_c(Λ, T ), we have calculated χ for the subcells over the equilibrium configurations and formed the distribution of χ, denoted as P (χ). This is done for different values of Λ as well as temperatures. These distributions, P (χ), are plotted in figure 4(A), (B), (C) and (D) for Λ =1.10, 1.15, 1.20 and 1.25 respectively, at various temperatures. Figure 4(A) illustrates that P (χ) shows a prominent peak near χ = 0 at T = 0.01, which indicates that the most of the subcells have equal number of A and B type of particles and the system is in a mixed state. As we increase the temperature, the height of this peak starts diminishing accompanied by broadening. Further increase in temperature results in splitting of this peak into two at non-zero values, indicating a disparity in the number of A and B particles in the subcells. The appearance of this two peak structure thus indicates the onset of phase separation of the binary mixture. The broadening and appearance of double peak structure in P (χ) starts at T = 0.02 and we designate the value of Φ(Λ, T ) at this temperature as the threshold Φ_c(Λ, T ), indicating the initiation of the phase separation. With further increase in temperature, both peaks grow, indicating that the demixing becomes stronger. Please note that the peak at χ = ±1 becomes more prominent as we increase the temperature, which shows that the two phases in the demixed system are prominently made up of A or B particles. Figure 4(A) reveals that, beyond temperature T =0.06, the two peaks start coming closer and merges, leading to one peak at χ=0 at T = 0.1, signifying that the system prefers to be in a mixed state at higher temperature. This is evident in the snapshot, plotted in figure 2(D) for temperature T =0.1. Similar behaviour in p(χ) observed for Λ =1.15 and 1.20, however the extent of phase separation lessens owing to the

Figure 6. The Radial Distribution Function gBB (r) depicted in figure (A), (B), (C), and (D) at Λ =1.10, 1.15, 1.20 and 1.25 respectively, at temperatures shown in the legend.

increase in the softness of the potential, resulting in a decline in the maximum peak height observed in P (χ). For Λ = 1.25 and above, we do not observe any double peak structure in P (χ), suggesting that no mixing-demixing-mixing transition occurs if the range of attractive potential is larger. Thus , the demixed state observe at these lower temperatures occurs only for sticky spheres, where the range of attractive interaction is very small compared to the size of the particles. In Figure 5, we present the phase diagram in the Λ − T plane, where the color bar corresponds to the average value of χ, Φ(Λ, T ). We have plotted the value of Φ(Λ, T ) for all 253 state points simulated the colour in phase diagram. Demixed states are represented by the color on the top side of the color bar, while the mixed states are represented by the bottom side. We used the value of Φ_c(Λ, T ), as described earlier to determine the phase boundary of demixed and mixed state.

The mixing and demixing of the particles with the temperature variation at different values of Λ, is accompanied by structural changes in the system as suggested by the instantaneous configurations plotted in figure 2. To investigate these structural changes in the system in mixed and phase seprated states, we first calculated calculate the radial distribution function(RDF). As evident from the snapshot configurations, one of the separated phases is dominated by the smaller B particles, which appears to form hexagonal crystallites. So we have calculated g_{BB} (r), which is shown in figure 6 (A), (B), (C) and (D) for Λ =1.10, 1.15, 1.20 and 1.25 respectively at few representative temperatures. For Λ = 1.10 the intensity of the first peak of RDF increases from temperature T =0.02 to T = 0.04, indicating the accumulation of the more B neighbours around B with increasing temperature. There are multiple sharp peaks at larger

Figure 7. The Hexatic Order Parameter depicted in figure (A), (B), (C), and (D) at Λ =1.10, 1.15, 1.20 and 1.25 respectively, at temperatures shown in the legend.

values of r, signifying long range ordering in the system. These peak positions are matching with two dimensional hexagonal crystalline phase. On increasing the temperature further, the intensity of these peaks reduces. Thus we can see that the long range ordering in the system initially increases with the temperature and then starts decreasing with the further temperature increment. For this particular Λ, we can see that the ordering is less in the system for lower and higher temperature side, as compared to the intermediate temperatures, indicating that the mixing-demixing-mixing transitions are accompanied by the formation and decomposition of hexagonal clusters of B particles and similar behaviour is observed in the g_{BB}(r) for Λ =1.15 and 1.20, where we observed demixing at intermediate temperatures. But, for Λ =1.25 and higher values of Λ studied (figure 6 (D)), we do not find any long range ordering in the g_{BB} (r) at any temperature.

The radial distribution function of smaller B particles, where the system is in a demixed state, we have seen that there is a long range order and the peaks corresponds to hexagonal closed packed structure. In order to further validate this, we have calculated the orientational ordering of the B particles. Utilizing the single-particle Hexatic Order Parameter (HOP), we investigate the local orientational ordering within the binary system. The hexatic order parameter is defined as:

ψ^j_6 = 1 N^j_b N^j_b∑

m=1 exp(ı6θ^m_j ), (7)

where N^j_b represents the count of nearest neighbours surrounding particle j, and θ^m_j measure the angle subtended by r^m_j on the reference axis, where r^m_j is the radius vector. [41, 46]. Depending on θ^m_j , the magnitude of |ψ^j_6| varies between 0 and 1; a perfect trigonal configuration corresponds to 6θ^m_j = 2π, resulting in |ψ^j_6| = 1. while |ψ^j_6| = 0, it indicates a random orientational arrangement of the six nearest neighbors of particle j. To determine the cut-off for computing the HOP, we analyze the radial distribution function (RDF) for B particles, singling out the end point of the first maximum as the cut-off range, representing the range of the first coordination shell (see black dashed line in figure 6). As indicated by the RDF and Φ(Λ, T ), the local ordering of the B particles cause the phase separation in the system. Hence, we analyze the averaged distribution of local hexatic ordering across the steady-state configurations of the system. Figure 7 represents the distribution of the single-particle hexatic order parameter for B particles, labeled as P (ψ^l_6), for Λ =1.10, 1.15, 1.20 and 1.25 respectively. Figure 7(a) demonstrates that P (ψ^l_6) features a peak near ψ^l_6 ≃ 1. This peak indicates the local hexagonal ordering. For very small temperature, this peak is not significant. However, as we increase the temperature, the peak at ψ^l_6 ≃ 1 grows indicating increase in local hexatic arrangement. The highest peak in P (ψ^l_6) occurs at T = 0.02, where the binary mixture starts the phase separation. Beyond T = 0.02 for Λ =1.10, the peak of P (ψ^l_6) near ψ^l_6 ≃ 1 begins to decrease, representing smaller values of P (ψ^l_6) compared to those at T = 0.02. This indicates that at this particular temperature the orientational ordering is highest as compared to other temperatures. Further increment in the temperature, reduces the intensity of the peak, suggesting that temperature elevation is affecting the orientational ordering in the system. As evident from the final configuration of the system (Figure 2) at various temperatures, with the increase in the temperature the domain size of phase separated B particle also increases initially. This decreases as system start mixing again. The largest peak at χ =1 indicates that at this particular temperature one type of particles are aggregated more in different regions in the box. This is supported by the g_{BB} (r), where the largest height in the first peak indicate that there are more B particles around any B particle. For Λ =1.15 and 1.20 (see figure 7(B) and (C)), P (ψ^l_6) exhibits qualitative similar behaviour as observed at Λ =1.10, but with a smaller extent of orientational ordering in B particles, as indicated by the intensity of the peak at χ =1. But such hexagonal ordering decreases for higher values of Λ and we do not observe any increase in hexatic order parameter for intermediate temperature in those cases.

After analyzing the instanteneous configuration of the simulation, radial distribution function, Φ(Λ, T ), and HOP for various Λ, we can come to a conclusion that phase separation coincides with hexatic ordering in B particles. This phase separation and associated hexagonal ordering occurs in the sticky sphere limit of attractive interactions. We do not find any evidence of such a mixing-demixing-mixing transition for larger values of Λ.

This phase separation is found to be a first order transition as indicated by the potential energy versus temperature curve. However, it should be noted that the second phase in the phase separated system which is dominated by the larger particles is not ordered and appears to be in a glassy state.

IV. CONCLUSION

Based on our numerical investigations into the phase behaviour of 2-D binary systems, we have uncovered several insights into the dependence of the range of attractive interaction between the particles. We have observed that the binary system undegoes demixing transitions in the sticky sphere limit. Our simulations and analysis have provided insights into the conditions governing this first order phase transitions, with observable changes in particle configurations and thermodynamic properties. Through metrics such as the hexatic order parameter and radial distribution functions, we have quantified the extent of phase separation and elucidated the underlying structural transformations. The phase diagram constructed showcases distinct regions corresponding to mixed and phase-separated states, shedding light on the correlation between phase separation and orientational ordering. Our findings highlight the importance of range of intermolecular forces in dictating phase behaviour of binary mixtures of particles qith very short range attraction.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors acknowledge financial support from the Department of Atomic Energy, India through the plan project (RIN4001-SPS).

[1] E. McCarthy, R. K. Manna, O. Damavandi, and M. L.

Manning, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 098301 (2024). [2] P. Dolai, A. Simha, and S. Mishra, Soft Matter 14, 6137 (2018).

[3] C. A. Weber, D. Zwicker, F. Jülicher, and C. F. Lee, Rep. Prog. Phys. 82, 064601 (2019).

[4] B. van der Meer, M. Dijkstra, and L. Filion, Soft Matter 12, 5630 (2016).

[5] M. Tateno and H. Tanaka, Nat. Comm. 12, 912 (2021). [6] S. Maity and A. Morin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 178304 (2023).

[7] B.-Q. Ai, S. Quan, and F. guo Li, New J. Phys. 25, 063025 (2023).

[8] N. N. Striker, I. Lokteva, M. Dartsch, F. Dallari, C. Goy, F. Westermeier, V. Markmann, S. C. Hövelmann, G. Grübel, and F. Lehmkühler, J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 14, 4719 (2023).

[9] L. Lei, S. Wang, X. Zhou, S. E. Ghellab, G. Lin, and Y. Gao, Front. Chem. 10, 803906 (2022).

[10] J. Rouwhorst, C. Ness, S. Stoyanov, A. Zaccone, and P. Schall, Nat. Comm. 11, 3558 (2020).

[11] B. Tata and S. S. Jena, Solid State Communications 139, 562 (2006).

[12] U. R. Pedersen, T. B. Schrøder, and J. C. Dyre, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 120, 165501 (2018).

[13] J. Singh and A. V. A. Kumar, Phys. Rev. E 101, 022606 (2020).

[14] H. Tanaka, Journal of Non-Crystalline Solids 13, 100076 (2022).

[15] J. Ruiz-Franco and E. Zaccarelli, Ann. Rev. Condens.

Matter Phys. 12, 51.

[16] J. Marques and F. Pereira, J. Mol. Liq. (2015). [17] M. A. Blanco and V. K. Shen, J. Chem. Phys. 145, 155102 (2016).

[18] M. A. Blanco and V. K. Shen, J. Chem. Phys. 145, 155102 (2016).

[19] C. N. Likos, B. M. Mladek, D. Gottwald, and G. Kahl, J. Chem. Phys. 126, 224502 (2007).

[20] B. K. Ryu, S. M. Fenton, and R. N. Zia, J. Chem. Phys.

156, 224101 (2022).

[21] A. Stradner and P. Schurtenberger, Soft Matter 16, 307 (2020).

[22] M. Patel, S. Shimizu, M. A. Bates, A. Fernandez-Nieves, and S. Guldin, Soft Matter 19, 1017 (2023).

[23] A. M. Othman, A. S. Poulos, O. Torres, and A. F. Routh, Langmuir 39, 13242.

[24] L. D. Gelb and K. E. Gubbins, Phys. Rev. E 55, 1290 (1996).

[25] R. Okamoto and A. Onuki, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 28, 244012.

[26] J. M. Choczynski, B. Shokoor, J. Salazar, A. Zuend, and J. F. Davies, Chem. Sci. 15, 2963 (2024).

[27] P. de Castro and P. Sollich, Soft Matter 15, 9287 (2019). [28] G. I. Kerley, J. Chem. Phys. 91, 1204 (1989). [29] A. de Kujiper, B. Smit, J. A. Schoten, and J. P. J.

Michels, Europhys. Lett. 13, 679 (1990).

[30] T. Biben and J. H. Hansen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66, 2215 (1991).

[31] S. Kambayashi and Y. Hiwatari, Phys. Rev. A 46, 1014 (1992).

[32] G. Pellicane, F. Saija, C. Caccamo, and P. V. Giaquinta, J. Phys. Chem. B 110, 4359 (2006).

[33] R. Garibay-Alonso, J. M. Mendez-Alcaraz, and R. Klein, Physica A 235, 159 (1997).

[34] G. Foffi, C. D. Michele, F. Sciortino, and P. Tartaglia, J. Chem. Phys. 122, 224903 (2005).

[35] H. Hoang and G. Galliero, Eur. Phys. J. E 45, 42 (2022). [36] K. Koperwas, K. Adrjanowicz, Z. Wojnarowska, A. Jedrzejowska, J. Knapik, and M. Paluch, SCIENTIFIC REPORTS 6, 36934 (2016).

[37] U. M. B. Marconi and S. Melchionna, J. Chem. Phys.

134, 064118 (2011).

[38] R. Krishna, ACS Omega 4, 13520.

[39] W. B. Russel, D. A. Saville, and W. R. Schowalter, Colloidal Dispersions (Cambridge University Press, New York, 1989).

[40] X. Wang, S. Ramıirez-Hinestrosa, J. Dobnikar, and D. Frenkel, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 22, 106024 (2020).

[41] T. Hamanaka and A. Onuki, Phys. Rev. E 74, 011506 (2006).

[42] T. Kawasaki and H. Tanaka, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 23, 194121 (2011).

[43] E. Vanden-Eijnden and G. Ciccotti, Chem. Phys. Lett.

429, 310 (2006).

[44] J. P. Hansen and I. R. McDonald, Theory of Simple Liquids (Academic Press, London, 2006).

[45] S. S. N. Chari, C. Dasgupta, and P. K. Maiti, Soft Matter 15, 7275 (2019).

[46] K. Binder, S. Sengupta, and P. Nielaba, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 14, 2323 (2002).