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The phase transition of confined fluids in mesoporous materials deviates from that of bulk flu-
ids due to the interactions with the surrounding heterogeneous structure. For example, adsorbed
fluids in metal-organic-frameworks (MOFs) have atypical phase characteristics such as capillary
condensation and higher-order phase transitions due to a strong heterogeneous field. Considering
a many-body problem in the presence of a nonuniform external field, we model the host-guest and
guest-guest interactions in MOFs. To solve the three-dimensional Ising model, we use the mean-
field theory to approximate the guest-guest interactions and Mayer’s f -functions to describe the
host-guest interactions in a unit cell. Later, using Hill’s theory of nanothermodynamics, we define
differential thermodynamic functions to understand the distribution of intensive properties and in-
tegral thermodynamic functions to explain the phase transition in confined fluids. The investigation
reveals a distinct behavior where fluids confined in larger pores undergo a discontinuous (first-order)
phase transition, whereas those confined in smaller pores experience a continuous (higher-order)
phase transition. Furthermore, the results indicate that the free-energy barrier for phase transitions
is lower in confined fluids than in bulk fluids giving rise to a lower condensation pressure relative
to the bulk saturation pressure. Finally, the integral thermodynamic functions are succinctly pre-
sented in the form of a phase diagram, marking an initial step toward a more practical approach for
understanding the phase behavior of confined fluids.

I. INTRODUCTION

Confined fluids can be gas (vapor) trapped in nanobub-
bles [1], adsorbed gas in porous structures [2–4], natural
gas trapped in shale and tight rock formations [5], or
biomolecules trapped in cells [6]. Fluids such as these
enclosed within restricted spaces have distinct physical
and thermodynamic characteristics that differ from those
of bulk fluids. These unique characteristics include phe-
nomena such as an atypical phase transition and packing
polymorphism [7–10], a shift in the freezing and melt-
ing points [11], an anomalously low dielectric constant
[12], and very high hydrodynamic slippage [13]. Al-
though these phenomena have been widely observed and
reported, how heterogeneity and their multiscale nature
affect the fluid characteristics still lacks a comprehensive
thermodynamic understanding.

The atypical thermodynamic properties are due to the
heterogeneous interactions and steric hindrance of con-
fined fluids. Generally, these interactions take the form
of van der Waals forces and the inverse radial dependence
of these cohesive interactions translates into a layered
distribution of density near the surface, which creates
anisotropy [14–18]. Gibbs laid the foundation for mod-
eling how heterogeneous interactions affect fluid proper-
ties by formulating surface thermodynamics, where he
introduced the concept of the Gibbs surface excess [19].
Later, Hill put forth a thermodynamic approach to model
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small systems [20]. Since then, numerous models de-
scribing how heterogeneity affects the fluid properties
have been proposed. For example, various self-consistent
field models have been presented based on the analogous
Bogoliubov–Born–Green–Kirkwood–Yvon hierarchy de-
scribing a system containing a large number of interact-
ing particles [21–29]. These models can be solved for spe-
cial cases but become much more complex for a different
sets of conditions.

To make the model more realizable under general
conditions, Sircar and Mayers [2, 30] proposed a semi-
empirical formulation for low-concentration adsorption.
They coined the term “ideal adsorbed phase” to indicate
a behavior that differs from that of bulk fluids. Nichol-
son [31, 32] later presented an elaborate molecular the-
ory focusing on the adsorption of lattice gas. This model
shows qualitatively how the thermodynamic properties
vary but does not focus on the phase transition of the
adsorbed fluid. Martinez et al. [33] predicted adsorption
isotherms using a two-dimensional statistical associating
fluid theory for a square well potential on a flat surface.

In parallel, with the advancement of molecular simu-
lations, Evans [3, 34] undertook extensive Monte Carlo
simulations to elucidate phase transitions in mesoporous
slits. Schmidt and Löwen [35] introduced a hard-sphere
model to investigate the freezing transition between par-
allel plates, presenting a phase diagram through Monte
Carlo simulations. Subsequently, numerous studies used
brute force molecular simulations to produce both qual-
itative and quantitative phase diagrams. For instance,
Kimura and Maruyama [36] explored boiling phase tran-
sitions and cluster formation using molecular dynamics
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simulations, while Radhakrishnan et al. [37] used bi-
ased potentials and umbrella sampling in grand canonical
Monte Carlo (GCMC) simulations to obtain thermody-
namic properties. Takaiwa et al. [38] presented a phase
diagram of water in carbon nanotubes. Zhou et al. [39]
conducted ab initio simulations using density functional
theory and grand canonical algorithms to illustrate a sur-
face phase diagram.

More recently, these molecular simulation techniques
have been improved by incorporating various machine-
learning algorithms [40–43]. Such methodologies aim to
extract specific properties of adsorbed fluids, reducing
computational demands and facilitating the prediction
of certain thermodynamic properties. However, even
the most current deep-learning models are black boxes
[44, 45], meaning that they perform the majority of
their calculations internally, so that significant thermo-
dynamic information is overlooked. This hinders a com-
prehensive understanding of the physics underlying ad-
sorption and confinement. Moreover, deep-learning al-
gorithms are essentially the methods of statistical me-
chanics, as explained by Lin et al. [46]. Consequently,
understanding the thermodynamics of confined fluids re-
quires statistical methods and analytical models based
on appropriate approximations.

Statistical models have been used to understand vari-
ous multiscale processes. For example, Košmrlj and Nel-
son [47] gave a model for the thin shells and argued that
large spherical shells are unstable due to thermally gen-
erated pressure using statistical mechanics. Goodrich et
al. [48] formulated a statistical model for nanocluster
formation in the crystallization process, and Molina et
al. [49] experimentally described the many-body inter-
actions that occur in confined space for self-organizing of
droplets. In a similar way, to understand the multiscale
process of phase transition in confined fluids, we have
developed a semi-analytical statistical model.

The present paper introduces a three-dimensional (3D)
Ising model for argon confined in a cubic metal-organic
framework [MOF, see Fig. 1(a)]. This approach considers
the nonuniformity of the external field by decoupling ho-
mogeneous and heterogeneous interactions. The homo-
geneous interactions are considered through mean-field
theory and the heterogeneous interactions are approxi-
mated using Mayer’s f -functions. The nonuniform inter-
actions lead to a nonuniform density distribution in the
pores, as depicted in Figs. 1(b)–1(e). To account for the
thermodynamic properties of such a distribution, differ-
ential (local) and integral (global) intensive thermody-
namic functions can be defined. For example, Figs. 1(b)
and 1(c) show the expected relative density distribution
(a differential property) of argon at relative pressures,
p/p0 = 0.04 and p/p0 = 0.20, respectively, for a small
pore (a = 12 Å). Even for extremely low relative pres-
sure, the pores are close to saturation. Conversely, Figs.
1(d) and 1(e) show the expected relative density distri-
bution of argon at relative pressures p/p0 = 0.10 and
p/p0 = 0.70, respectively, for a large pore (a = 24 Å).

FIG. 1. Statistical model for adsorbed fluid. (a) Schematic
representation of the system under consideration. The argon
molecules (red) in bulk with chemical potential µbulk are in
equilibrium with the system of adsorbed molecules with chem-
ical potential µads in a metal-organic framework (MOF) with
chemical potential µframe. The relative density distribution
obtained from the proposed model for an MOF with a 12 Å
unit cell is shown at (b) low relative pressure (p/p0 = 0.04)
and (c) after saturation (p/p0 = 0.20). Similar distribu-
tion functions are plotted for a 24 Å unit cell MOF at (d)
low relative pressure (p/p0 = 0.10) and (e) after saturation
(p/p0 = 0.70). The deep blue shade represents the hetero-
geneity (metal or ligand) and all distributions are plotted for
a cross section of the unit cell at z = a/2.
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Here, the layered adsorption occurs near the heterogene-
ity at lower relative pressure and a uniform density distri-
bution develops at higher relative pressure. Later in this
paper, we derive the integral thermodynamic functions
using Hill’s thermodynamics for small systems. Based
on these integral properties, we discuss the phase transi-
tion of confined fluids and compare it with that of bulk
fluids.

This paper discusses the statistical modeling of the
confined fluid while highlighting the phase transition dur-
ing capillary condensation. We also showcase the phase
diagram of the adsorbed fluid and discuss the similar-
ities and key differences vis-á-vis the bulk fluid. The
remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section
II B details a mathematical derivation of the Ising model
in a grand canonical ensemble for a confined fluid. Sec-
tion IIC derives the relevant thermodynamic properties
of the adsorbed fluids. Section IIIA explains the bench-
marking of the proposed model with GCMC simulations.
Section III B discusses the phase transition as a function
of pore size based on a double-well potential. Sec. III C
introduces the phase diagram for the adsorbed fluid. Sec-
tion IVA then discusses how this model may be used in
different contexts (e.g., where the confinement effect is
significant). Finally, Sec. IVB presents the conclusions
of this paper.

II. MODEL

A. General assumptions

We focus on the classical regime, where quantum
effects may be disregarded. Consequently, the van
der Waals potentials generated by different sources are
treated as additive, following the established principles of
intermolecular forces [50]. Furthermore, the analysis as-
sumes equilibrium conditions throughout. This assump-
tion is based on the premise that external conditions,
such as temperature and pressure, are time-independent.
Given such conditions, macroscopic quantities can be ex-
pressed in terms of microscopic average values, distribu-
tion functions, or probabilities.

Furthermore, mean-field theory is used to solve the
many-body problem of adsorbents in a potential well of
nonuniform depth. This assumption is valid under con-
ditions of low adsorbent concentration because interac-
tions between adsorbed molecules are negligible at such
concentrations. Moreover, the mean-field theory remains
valid at and above the saturation point for capillary
condensation because the distribution of fluid molecules
within pores becomes uniform, leading to a mean-field ef-
fect. However, the mean-field theory may not be accurate
in a high-density gas-like regime. In such cases where the
adsorbents are relatively concentrated, a density distri-
bution around the heterogeneity creates an anisotropy.
However, this effect is not considered in the current
model.

Given these assumptions, the current work provides a
framework for analyzing and understanding the behavior
of fluids in confined spaces, particularly in the context of
adsorption in MOFs. These assumptions allow for simpli-
fied models and calculations, enabling insights into the
thermodynamic properties and phase transitions of the
adsorbed fluids.
To clarify the formulation of the model, we briefly

revisit the fundamental concepts of Hill’s nanothermo-
dynamics [51] in the context of the current problem (a
detailed derivation and discussion are available in Ref.
[52]). In our case, fluid confined in the pore of a modeled
MOF is in equilibrium with the surrounding bulk fluid.
The argon molecules confined within the MOF are the
“system” in this investigation. To understand the ther-
modynamic characteristics of this system, we subdivide it
into an ensemble of η small, equivalent, distinguishable,
independent systems, as shown in Fig. 1(a). Therefore,
assuming the total volume is constant, the system de-
scribed here at equilibrium gives

dEt = TdSt + µdNt + ξdη, (1)

where Et is the total energy of the system, T is the tem-
perature, St is the total entropy of the system, µ is the
chemical potential, Nt are the total number of molecules
in the system, ξ is the subdivision potential, and η is the
number of subdivisions.

Equation (1) resembles Gibb’s equilibrium equation for
a two-component system with Nt being the number of
molecules. Since η is the number of subdivisions then
the total volume Vt = ηV , where V is the volume of each
subdivision. Therefore, we consider the work associated
with varying η at pressure p by adding the work of ex-
pansion, −pηdV , in Eq. (1) to obtain

dEt = TdSt − pηdV + µdNt + ξdη, (2)

where −pη ≡ ∂Et/∂V . We now use Hill’s definition of
subdivision potential, ξ ≡ −p̂V , where p̂ is the integral
pressure [52]. Integrating Eq. (2) gives the equilibrium
equation for the total system:

Et = TSt + µNt − p̂V η. (3)

From here, it is straightforward to show for a grand
canonical ensemble that

p̂V = kBT ln Ξ, (4)

where kB is the Boltzmann constant and Ξ is the grand
partition function for the small chosen system of volume
V .

Hereinafter, we use Hill’s notation [52] where the hat
(̂ ) denotes the integral intensive thermodynamic func-
tion and for any extensive thermodynamic function α,
and

ᾱ ≡ 1

V

∫

V

αdV (5)

denotes the integral extensive thermodynamic function.
In contrast, symbols without hat or bar represent differ-
ential thermodynamic functions.
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B. Ising framework

To understand the phase transition, the Ising model
plays a crucial role. The inherent complexity in the 3D
Ising model coupled with the external non-uniform field
presents significant challenges. However, we have made
certain assumptions, mentioned in the prior section to
obtain an approximate solution. The formulation for the
confined fluids is as follows:

Let p = (p1, p2, . . . , pN ), q = (q1, q2, . . . , qN ) be the
momentum and position coordinates, respectively, in
phase space for a system of N molecules confined in a
framework creating a potential Uma(q). The Hamilto-
nian H is then

H(p,q) = K(p,q) + U(p,q) (6a)

=

N∑

i

p2i
2m

+

N−1∑

i

N∑

j>i

Φ(ri − rj) +

N∑

i

Uma(qi),

(6b)

where K and U are kinetic and potential energy contri-
butions to the Hamiltonian, respectively. m is mass of
the particle, Φ(ri−rj) is the potential between molecules
i and j as a function of the spatial coordinate r. This
intermolecular potential can be approximated as a field
defined in terms of the phase-space coordinate Uaa(q):

N∑

i

Uaa(qi) ≡
N−1∑

i

N∑

j>i

Φ(ri − rj). (7)

1. Canonical ensemble

Equation (6b) shows that the kinetic-energy term is in-
dependent of the position coordinate q and the potential-
energy term is independent of the momentum coordinate
p. Assuming that the confining framework is stationary
and only fluid particles contribute to the kinetic energy,
we separate the variables and define the canonical par-
tition function Z as the product of the kinetic contribu-
tion Zk−aa and the configurational contribution Zq [refer
Eq. 8]. Additionally, the kinetic energy in turn depends
only on the temperature of the reservoir. Therefore, we
focus on the solution of the configurational partition.

Z = Zk−aaZq, (8)

where the configurational contribution is

Zq =
1

V N

∫

V

e−U(q1,q2,...,qN )/τdq1 . . . dqN , (9)

with τ = kBT . The potential energy is a combina-
tion of potentials created by adsorbate-adsorbate inter-
action and the MOF-adsorbate interaction as described
in Eq. 10

U(q) = Uaa(q) + Uma(q). (10)

Uma is the potential energy due to the framework at any
given position, which implies

Uma(q) = Uma(q1) + Uma(q2) + · · ·+ Uma(qN ). (11)

The configurational partition function [Eq. (9)] is

Zq =
1

V N

∫

V

exp{−[Uma(q1) + · · ·+ Uma(qN )

+Uaa(q1) + · · ·+ Uaa(qN )]/τ}dq1 · · · dqN .
(12)

For the extreme case in the absence of any external field,
where Uma(q1, . . . , qN ) = 0, Eq. (12) resembles the con-
figurational partition function for a bulk fluid.
The complexity due to the inclusion of an external field

may be treated in several ways. For example, Travalloni
et al. [53] used the extension of the generalized van der
Waals theory to model the confined fluids. Simon et al.
[54, 55] took as a lattice model the adsorbed gas and
the different orientations of the flexible framework and
defined a transfer matrix for a rather complex problem.
Poluektov [28] analyzed the self-consistent field model
for classical systems using a one-dimensional perturba-
tion theory. Singh et al. [56] proposed decoupling the
two types of interactions and approximating the solution.
Recently, Dong et al. [57] used Gibbs-surface thermody-
namics to define the problem in appropriate independent
variables and obtained an analytical solution for the spe-
cial case of confinement between parallel sheets.
We follow the approach of Singh et al. [56] of decou-

pling the interactions and approximating the effect of the
external potential using Mayer’s f -functions [58, 59]. Let
fi be defined as follows:

fi ≡ e−Uma(qi)/τ − 1. (13)

Equation (12) can then be written as

Zq =
1

V N

∫

V

e−Uaa(q)/τ
N∏

i=1

(1 + fi)dq1 · · · dqN , (14)

where

N∏

i=1

(1 + fi) = 1 +
N∑

i=1

fi +
N−1∑

i=1

N∑

j>i

fifj +O(f3
i ). (15)

Including the individual molecular terms and ignoring
the higher-order terms in Eq. (15) yields,

Zq =
1

V N

∫

V

e−Uaa(q)/τ

(
1 +

N∑

i=1

fi

)
dq1 · · · dqN (16)

This expansion is analogous to the first-order fluid-fluid
interactions described by Mayer [59]. In this formulation,
Mayer’s f -functions are applied to simplify the heteroge-
neous interactions and not the fluid-fluid interactions.
Assuming that, despite the density distribution result-

ing from the external potential, fluid particles collectively
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establish a mean field to render the analytical solution
tractable, we can write

Uaa(q) = Nuaa, (17)

where uaa is the mean field independent of the positional
coordinate in phase space. Thus, uaa can be moved out-
side the integral and Eq. (16) takes the form

Zq =
1

V N

∫

V

e−Nuaa(q)/τdq1 · · · dqN

+
e−Nuaa(q)/τ

V

(∫

V

f1dq1 + · · ·+
∫

V

fNdqN

)
.

(18)

The first term in Eq. (18) describes the configurational
partition function of the bulk phase in the absence of any
external field; let it be Zq−aa. In addition, we can define

ϕ ≡ 1

V

∫

V

fidqi

=
1

V

∫

V

(
e−Uma(qi)/τ − 1

)
dqi. (19)

Using this definition,

Zq ≈ Zq−aa (1 +Nϕ) , (20)

where Zq−aa is the configurational partition function of
the mean-field bulk fluid. Putting this back into Eq. (8)
gives

Z = Zk−aaZq−aa (1 +Nϕ)

= Zbulk (1 +Nϕ) . (21)

Given that Uma is a spatially varying potential inside the
mesopores, we consider an infinitesimal volume dV =
dxdydz at coordinate qi = (x, y, z). We assume a uni-
form potential Uma(x, y, z) in the infinitesimal volume,
which implies that the canonical partition function for
an infinitesimal volume is

Z = Zbulk[1 +Nϕ(x, y, z)]. (22)

2. Grand canonical ensemble

The equilibrium assumption implies that the chemi-
cal potential µbulk of the bulk phase equals the chem-
ical potential µtotal of the argon inside the nanospace.
The chemical potential µtotal of argon inside the
nanospace consists of contributions from other argon in-
side nanospace (µads) and from the framework atoms
(µframe) that form the heterogeneity. Both contributions
are made through intermolecular forces, not intramolec-
ular forces:

µbulk(pext, T ) = µtotal (23a)

= µads + µframe. (23b)

Similar to the excess chemical potential defined by
Widom [60], the chemical potential of the adsorbed phase
combines the intramolecular chemical potential µads from
the adsorbed phase and the excess chemical potential
µframe due to the framework. We use the mean value
of the interaction energies in the unit cell to calculate
the excess chemical potential µframe:

µframe = −τ ln

〈
exp

(−Uma(q)

τ

)〉
. (24)

In addition, the unit-cell volume V is fixed and the tem-
perature T is controlled externally. Therefore, the mod-
eling is done in a grand canonical ensemble (µads, V, T ).
Moreover, if a partition function of a system of particles
can be obtained, the relevant quantities of interest, such
as density, pressure, entropy, and free energy can be de-
rived. To this end, we start the model by defining the
grand partition function Ξads for the adsorbed fluid [52]:

Ξads =
∞∑

N=0

∫
dNqdNp

h3NN !
e−[H(p,q)−µadsN ]/τ (25a)

=
∞∑

N=0

ZeNµads/τ , (25b)

where h is Planck’s constant and Z is the canonical parti-
tion function for an ensemble of N molecules. Combining
Eqs. (22) and (25b) gives

Ξads(µ
ads, V, T ) = Ξbulk(µ

ads, V, T )
(
1 + ϕ⟨N⟩µ

ads

bulk

)
.

(26)

Under extreme conditions where there is no external po-
tential (i.e., no confinement), the partition function Ξads

simplifies to the partition function Ξbulk of the bulk fluid.
This ensures the consistency and coherence of the equa-
tion, particularly in scenarios where confinement effects
are negligible.

C. Thermodynamic properties

When examining intensive thermodynamic functions
for a bulk fluid, such as pressure or chemical potential,
it is common to assume that the fluid is homogeneous,
meaning that the properties of the fluid are uniform
throughout the entire volume under consideration. How-
ever, in the context of confined fluids, the presence of het-
erogeneous interactions introduces nonuniformities in the
intensive thermodynamic functions. To address this dis-
tribution of properties, Hill introduced both differential
and integral thermodynamic functions [52, 61]. Differ-
ential thermodynamic functions are defined at a specific
point in space, indicating their local nature. Conversely,
integral thermodynamic functions extend their definition
across the entire volume of the system, providing a global
characterization.
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Given that the phase of any substance is defined for a
group of molecules [62, 63], understanding the phase of
the fluid requires that the integral properties be consid-
ered. Therefore, in the exploration of phase transitions,
emphasis is placed on global (i.e., integral) thermody-
namic properties rather than local (i.e., differential) ther-
modynamic properties.

Relevant thermodynamic properties such as the grand
potential Ω̄ads, the expected number ⟨Nads⟩ of molecules
adsorbed, the pressure p̂ads of the adsorbed phase, en-
tropy S̄ads, enthalpy H̄ads, Helmholtz free energy F̄ads,
and Gibbs free energy Ḡads can all be obtained from the
grand partition function Ξads, as shown in the following
section.

1. Grand potential Ω̄ads

The grand potential can be obtained from its definition

Ωads(x, y, z) = −τ ln[Ξads(x, y, z)]

= −τ ln(Ξbulk)− τ ln[1 + ϕ(x, y, z)]

= Ωbulk − τ ln[1 + ϕ(x, y, z)]. (27)

where Ωbulk is the grand potential of the bulk fluid. Since
we are interested in the integral properties inside the
MOF pore, we spatially average the grand potential:

Ω̄ads =
1

V

∫

V

Ωads(x, y, z)dxdydz

= p̂V ≡ ξ. (28)

2. Pressure p̂ads of adsorbed phase

For any macroscopic system, we can write

Et − TSt − µNt = −τ ln Ξt. (29)

Combining Eqs. (3), (4), and (29), we obtain the integral
pressure p̂ads of the adsorbed fluid in terms of the grand
partition function:

ξ ≡ p̂adsV = τ ln Ξads = −Ω̄ads. (30)

Therefore,

p̂ads = − (Ω̄ads)µ,T
V

. (31)

3. Expected number ⟨Nads⟩ of molecules adsorbed

The expected number ⟨Nads⟩ of molecules adsorbed
can be calculated as follows:

⟨Nads(x, y, z)⟩ =
∑

N NZadse
µadsN/τ

Ξads
(32a)

=
⟨N⟩µ

ads

bulk + ⟨N2⟩µ
ads

bulkϕ(x, y, z)

1 + ⟨N⟩µads

bulkϕ(x, y, z)
, (32b)

where ⟨N⟩µ
ads

bulk is the average number of molecules that
would be present in the bulk if the chemical potential
were µads. Note that the term ⟨Nads(x, y, z)⟩ is not the
actual number of molecules at a given position but the
expected number. Therefore, the expected total number
of molecules in the unit cell is

⟨Nads⟩ =
1

V

∫

V

⟨Nads(x, y, z)⟩dxdydz. (33)

The number of molecules confined within a system is in-
fluenced by two factors: intermolecular interactions and
heterogeneous interactions. The maximum number of
molecules is capped by the volume of the unit cell. These
interactions collectively contribute to the effective poten-
tial experienced by the adsorbate molecules. Equation
(26) uses a decoupling approach to separate these two
interactions. The intermolecular interaction among the
confined molecules is considered independently, following
which the heterogeneous interactions are incorporated as
an additional potential term. The volume constraint is
accounted for by capping the summation in Eq. (32) at
Nmax such that

Nmax =

⌊
Vcell − Vm − Vl

b

⌋
, (34)

where ⌊·⌋ is the floor function, Vcell is the unit-cell vol-
ume, Vm and Vl are the volume of the unit cell occu-
pied by the metal and ligand, respectively, b =

√
2σ3

a is
the volume of each molecule according to van der Waals
theory, and σa is the Lennard–Jones size parameter for
adsorbates.

4. Other thermodynamic functions

The following standard thermodynamic relations still
apply to the integral values:

Entropy: (S̄ads) =
(∂Ω̄ads

∂T

)
p,µads

, (35)

Gibbs free energy: (Ḡads) = µads⟨Nads⟩, (36)

Helmholtz free energy: (F̄ads) = Ω̄ads + µads⟨Nads⟩,
(37)

Enthalpy: (H̄ads) = Ḡads + T S̄ads. (38)

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Benchmarking

We assume that bulk argon behaves as a van der Waals
fluid, so we can write the canonical partition function of
the bulk fluid as

Zbulk =
1

N !

(
V −Nb

λ3
T

)N

exp

(−aN2

V τ

)
, (39)
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FIG. 2. Benchmarking of the model with GCMC simulations.
(a) Model metal-organic framework (MOF) with metal oxides
and ligands; a is the unit-cell length. (b) Potential-energy
distribution inside the unit cell of this MOF. (c) Adsorption
isotherm for argon obtained from the model (green line) and
the GCMC simulations (pink diamonds). Capillary conden-
sation occurs at relative pressure p/p0 ≈ 0.6. The insets (i)–
(iii) show the distribution of argon atoms inside the unit cell
obtained from the GCMC simulation and the expected rela-
tive density distribution (normalized with the maximum local
density for better contrast) obtained from the proposed model
presented at the corresponding locations in the isotherm. The
benchmarking is done for argon adsorption in a model MOF
with unit-cell length a = 24 Å, LJ parameters σm = 5 Å,
εm = 120 K, and temperature T = 120 K.

where a and b are the van-der Waals coefficients for argon
and λT is the thermal de Broglie wavelength [64]. Based
on this assumption various cases with different pore sizes
and temperatures were analyzed using an in-house GPU-
accelerated Python code (available upon request).

This proposed model is benchmarked using a GCMC
simulation for a model MOF with a cubic unit cell. Metal
oxides occupy the vertices of the cube and ligands are lo-
cated on the edges of the cube, as shown in Fig. 2(a).
To maintain the consistency with the statistical model,
we used averaged LJ parameters for metal-oxide and aro-
matic rings to model this framework [65]. The GCMC
simulations were performed using the RASPA [66] sim-
ulation software package. All simulations included a
50 000-cycle equilibration period and a 100 000-cycle pro-
duction run. In these simulations, the structure of all
the frameworks is considered rigid; that is, all species
of the framework are held fixed at their crystallographic
positions. The argon atoms can move in three different
ways in the GCMC simulation: translation, rotation, and
swap. The interaction between MOF and argon and be-
tween argon atoms was modeled using the LJ potential
function and the Lorentz–Berthelot mixing rule. Sam-
ple crystallographic information (.cif) files and the LJ
parameters are listed in the electronic supporting infor-
mation (ESI) [67] Sec. S1A.

Figure 2 shows the benchmarking results for the 24
Å unit cell. Figures 2(a) and 2(b) show the unit-cell
structure and the potential-energy distribution, respec-
tively. Figure 2(c) compares the adsorption isotherm de-
rived from the GCMC simulation with that produced by
the proposed model, showing that the two curves are con-
sistent. Additionally, Fig. 2(c) shows in the three lower
panels the molecular distribution obtained through the
GCMC simulation along with the density distribution
within the pore at positions (i), (ii), and (iii). The pro-
posed model correctly captures the previously observed
trend of layered adsorption [14–18]. Specifically, at lower
relative pressures, adsorption predominantly occurs near
the heterogeneity, as shown in Fig. 2(c)(i). As the rel-
ative pressure increases but before capillary condensa-
tion, a distinct layering of adsorbed molecules is evident
in Fig. 2(c)(ii). Finally, beyond capillary condensation,
the pore becomes saturated with a density distribution
resembling that of the bulk liquid [Fig. 2(c)(iii)]. Ad-
ditional benchmarking results are presented in Sec. S1.
Moreover, Sec. S2 of the ESI [67] provides a brief para-
metric investigation that supports the hypothesis made
in our previous paper [68] that the thermodynamic prop-
erties of confined fluids are a function of the confinement
parameter Ψ ≡ σma/a.

Figure S1 of the ESI [67] shows that the isotherms
for ultrasmall pore size (10 Å) and larger pore sizes (24
Å) are consistent with the results obtained from GCMC
simulations. This result is attributed to the assumption
of a uniform field generated by the fluid molecules ad-
sorbed in the cavity. In ultrasmall pores, the variability
in the field resulting from argon adsorption at different
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positions is effectively equivalent to a uniform distribu-
tion. Similarly, for larger pore sizes, the distribution of
molecules near adsorption sites remains independent at
lower concentrations, thereby creating a uniform field in-
side the cavity, as depicted in Fig. 2(c)(i). At higher
concentrations (that is, post capillary condensation), ar-
gon molecules densely occupy the cavity, resulting in a
uniform field, as shown in Fig. 2(c)(iii). For concentra-
tions between these extremes, the adsorption isotherm
slightly deviates from the GCMC values, as shown in
Fig. 2(c)(ii).

Likewise, for the medium pore sizes shown in Figs.
S1(b)–S1(e) of the ESI [67], the isotherm produced by the
proposed model deviates from the GCMC isotherm. This
discrepancy arises when the assumption of a uniform field
in the cavity is no longer valid. This problem could be
addressed through an iterative process, where the density
distribution obtained from the proposed model serves as
the initial guess. However, this problem is beyond the
scope of present paper.

B. Phase transition in confinement

1. Types of phase transitions

Since the inception of fullerenes and 3D carbon nan-
otubes with cylindrical pores, the phase-transitions inside
these structures have been discussed [69]. Multiple stud-
ies show that freezing of water confined in these struc-
tures may occur continuously or discontinuously [70, 71].
The results in this section show that this transition de-
pends on the pore size. Smaller pores produce continuous
phase transitions, whereas larger pores produce discon-
tinuous (first-order) phase transitions.

The Helmholtz free energy can be expressed in terms
of the canonical partition function [Eq. (22)]:

Fads(N,V, T ) = −τ ln
[
Zbulk(1 +Nϕ)

]

= −Nτ

{
ln

[
(V −Nb)

λ3
TN

]
+ 1

}
− N2a

V

− τ ln
[
1 +Nϕ(x, y, z)

]
. (40)

Therefore, we define the differential chemical potential
µads and integral chemical potential µ̂ads as follows:

µads =

(
∂Fads

∂N

)

V,T

,

µ̂ads =

(
∂F̄ads

∂N

)

V,T

=

(
F̄ads

N

)

V,T

. (41)

Using the formulation in the canonical ensemble, we
calculate the grand potential ω as follows:

ω = F̄ads −Nµ̂ads
sat . (42)

where µ̂ads
sat is the chemical potential at which capillary

condensation occurs for a given temperature.
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FIG. 3. Types of phase transitions. Potential wells for fluid
confined in (a) 11 Å pores and (b) 24 Å pores. Entropy varia-
tion is plotted as a function of relative bulk pressure confined
in (c) 11 Å pores and (d) 24 Å pores at temperatures ranging
from 110 K - 150 K.

Figures 3(a) and 3(b) show the grand potential thus
obtained plotted as a function of density. For the small
pore size (11 Å), two phenomena occur. First, the dou-
ble well vanishes at a much lower temperature than for
the large pore size, indicating a lower critical temper-
ature for fluids confined in small pores. Consequently,
the entropy variation in Fig. 3(c) shows that a continu-
ous phase transition occurs beyond 130 K. Second, the
energy barrier to cross the well is less than the thermal
noise (∆Ea ≈ 0.015kBT for 110 K), implying that the
system spontaneously jumps between the wells. As a re-
sult, a minute step occurs in the entropy variation at 110
K at a lower relative pressure, as shown in Fig. 3(c). This
implies that two different phases exist. However,

PA1/PA2 = exp(∆Ea/kBT ) ≈ 1, (43)

implying that the probability of the system being in state
A1 or A3 (PA1) approximately equals the probability of
the system being in state A2 (PA2). Therefore, these
two phases are practically indistinguishable. In addition,
we hypothesize that the absence of hysteresis during the
adsorption-desorption loop is because the required acti-
vation energy is negligible. This hypothesis is consistent
with published data that show that the Type-I adsorp-
tion isotherm for H2 adsorption in IRMOF-1 (generally
observed for small pores) has no hysteresis [72].
In contrast, for the large pore size (24 Å), the bar-

rier height is significantly larger (∆Ea ≈ 15kBT ), high-
lighting a clear distinction between the “gas-like ad-
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sorbed phase” (i.e., state B1) and the “capillary con-
densed phase” (i.e., state B3), as shown in Figs. 3(b) and
3(d). However, at 150 K, the double well completely van-
ishes, and the adsorbed fluid exhibits a single well, which
is characteristic of the supercritical bulk fluid, suggesting
that the confined fluid has a critical point. Furthermore,
based on the activation energy required for capillary con-
densation, we hypothesize that hysteresis occurs during
the adsorption-desorption process for large pores. As
seen for the adsorption of H2 in MOF-253 with a Type-V
adsorption isotherm (generally observed for large pores),
significant hysteresis occurs in the adsorption-desorption
loop [73].

2. Capillary condensation

Figure 4(a) shows that the phase transition for the
adsorbed fluid occurs at a lower relative pressure than for
the bulk phase transition. To elucidate this, we compare
the nucleation of droplets in a bulk fluid with that in a
confined fluid.

As with macroscale condensation, capillary condensa-
tion starts with the heterogeneous nucleation of drop
clusters that subsequently grow to form droplets [74–
76]. Consistent with classical nucleation theory [77], the
nucleation rate depends on the nucleation barrier ∆G∗,
which is the difference between the interface free energy
and the fluid free energy. A lower nucleation barrier cor-
responds to a higher nucleation rate. Figure 4(b) com-

110 K110 K

ω
/k

B
T
 [-

]

ΔEb

ΔEa

N
/N

m
ax

p/p0

ConfinedBulk ConfinedBulk(a) (b)

C
ap

ill
ar

y
C

on
de

ns
at

io
n

a = 24 Å
a = 24 Å

FIG. 4. Energy barrier for capillary condensation. (a)
Isotherm of relative number density vs relative pressure for
adsorbed argon and the bulk argon. Adsorbed argon con-
denses at a lower pressure than bulk argon (p/p0 ≈ 0.6). Nmax

is the maximum number of molecules that can be adsorbed.
(b) The energy barrier for the phase transition of bulk argon
is higher than that for confined argon (∆Eb > ∆Ea).

pares the energy barrier ∆Eb for the bulk fluid with that
for the adsorbed fluid (∆Ea). The result shows that the
free energy for the adsorbed fluid is notably lower than
that for the bulk fluid, implying that the free-energy bar-
rier ∆G∗ for the confined drop nucleation is less than
that for nonconfined drop nucleation. Consequently, at a
given temperature, the condensation pressure for the ad-

sorbed fluid is less than that for the bulk fluid, as shown
in Fig. 4(a).

C. Phase diagram of adsorbed fluid

From an application perspective, the phase diagram is
an essential tool for designing engineering processes. For
example, Lilley and Prasher [78] presented a qualitative
phase diagram for crystallization of salts in an ionocaloric
refrigeration cycle. In a previous paper [79], we intro-
duced the concept of a 3D phase diagram as a valu-
able tool for the design of hybrid compression-adsorption
heat-pump systems. The statistical model discussed ear-
lier provides a framework for constructing such a phase
diagram. Previous research has also aimed to construct
phase diagrams for confined fluids. For example, numer-
ous attempts have been made to construct such phase
diagrams by using Monte Carlo simulations [37, 80–82].
However, such simulations are computationally demand-
ing, limiting the number of adsorption isotherms that
can be generated. Consequently, acquiring the requisite
thermodynamic properties to create a phase diagram for
adsorbed fluids is a significant challenge.
Radhakrishnan et al. [37] solved this problem by ap-

plying umbrella sampling and bias potentials to compute
the system’s free energy. However, such an approach ne-
cessitates a priori knowledge of the process, and the con-
vergence of their method depends heavily on the selected
collective variables. Lum and Chandler [83] addressed
this issue within the framework of statistical mechanics,
albeit for a specific scenario, by deriving a phase diagram
for vapor confined within a cylindrical pore. Unfortu-
nately, this approach overlooks the nonuniform charac-
teristics inherent in the external field at this length scale,
thus lacking generalizability. In contrast, Travalloni et al.
[53] constructed a phase diagram employing square-well
potentials to account for external heterogeneity. Never-
theless, this particular study does not consider the ex-
cess chemical potential induced by external interactions,
leading to unrealistically high pressures during capillary
condensation.
Figure 5(a) illustrates the 3D phase diagram of ad-

sorbed argon within a 24 Å model of an MOF. The three
axes correspond to distinct state variables: the external
pressure is denoted pbulk, the enthalpy per unit mass of
adsorbed argon is denoted hads, and the number of argon
molecules adsorbed per unit cell of the model MOF is de-
noted Nads. Figures 5(b)–5(d) portray the projections of
this phase diagram from three distinct orientations, gen-
erating the p-h, N -p, and N -h diagrams. Notably, the
isotherms displayed contain discontinuities up to a cer-
tain temperature, indicating that two distinct phases co-
exist. The connection of these discontinuous points yields
saturation lines, which are accentuated in red. The high-
lighted area signifies the coexistence region correspond-
ing to the capillary condensed phase and the gas-like ad-
sorbed phase. In this phase diagram, A→B adsorption
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occurs near the heterogeneity-forming layered structure
inside the pore, whereas B→C→D→E depicts the coex-
istence region. E→F shows that the capillary condensed
liquid density increases with pressure. Finally, beyond
the bulk saturation line F→G, the pore is completely
filled.

Furthermore, a detailed examination of the p-h dia-
gram in Fig. 5(b) shows that, at low pressure, the en-
thalpy of the adsorbed fluid contrasts with that of the
bulk fluid. As the pressure decreases, the magnitude of
the enthalpy of the adsorbed fluid increases. This phe-
nomenon can be understood by considering the occur-

rence of layered adsorption near the metallic heteroge-
neous site. The heightened cohesive interaction with the
adsorption site liberates additional energy, increasing the
enthalpy at lower pressures. ESI Fig. S8 shows the bulk
argon p-h diagram.

An important observation from the phase diagram is
the absence of discontinuities in the isotherms beyond
a specific temperature, resembling the behavior of bulk
fluids. This temperature is denoted the critical point for
capillary condensation. Beyond this critical point, capil-
lary condensation for the adsorbed fluid ceases, resulting
in a lack of stepwise behavior in the adsorption isotherm.
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Notably, the critical point for capillary condensation is
positioned at a lower temperature compared with the
bulk critical point of argon (151 K, 48.5 bar). This differ-
ence is attributed to the excess chemical potential of the
adsorbed fluid vis-á-vis the bulk fluid, a consequence of
heterogeneous interactions. Similar results of reduction
in critical pressure of the liquid-liquid phase transition
have been observed for water in a salt solution, where
the salt ions act as the heterogeneity [84, 85].

This phase diagram provides a basis to understand the
phase transition of confined fluids. Note that a critical or-
der parameter analysis for the “gas-like” adsorbed phase
to “capillary-condesed” liquid phase and the analytical
construction of the co-existence region still remains to
be addressed.

IV. OUTLOOK AND CONCLUSIONS

A. Outlook

This paper proposes a method to predict the integral
pressure inside MOF pores (Sec. II). Figure S3(d) of the
ESI [67] shows the calculated integral pressure. p̂ads is
significantly greater than the bulk pressure p and jumps
discontinuously upon crossing the pore boundary. There-
fore, we define a disjoining pressure Πd [50, 86] such that

Πd ≡ p̂ads − pbulk. (44)

In a similar way, when considering a constant-pressure
ensemble (NPT ), we establish the integral chemical po-
tential such that ξ ≡ µ̂adsN . Subsequently, a disjoining
chemical potential Md [87] is defined as

Md ≡ µ̂ads − µbulk. (45)

The proposed formulation can then be extended in
other contexts where wall effects and nonuniform exter-
nal fields are significant, enabling us to calculate these
disjoining quantities to explain phenomena other than
adsorption.

For example, numerous attempts have been made to
explain the stability of surface nanobubbles using the
Young–Laplace equation and considering external condi-
tions such as surface charge [88, 89] and contact-line pin-
ning due to hydrophilic and hydrophobic heterogeneities
[89, 90]. However, a consensus regarding the exact factors
contributing to surface-bubble stability remains elusive.
The effect of surface heterogeneity clearly explains the
excessive pressure inside these bubbles in terms of a dis-
joining pressure, offering a plausible explanation for their
stability [91].

Similarly, experimental observations reveal that the
nucleation temperature for heterogeneous boiling is con-
sistently lower than predicted by classical nucleation the-
ory [92–94]. Numerous models [95–97] and complex sim-
ulations [36, 98, 99] have been proposed to explain this
disparity between experimental and theoretical results.

Many such models consider liquid-vapor surface tension
through the Young–Laplace equation and liquid-solid
surface tension through contact-angle variation. How-
ever, to the best of our knowledge, none of these models
account for the wall effect, leading to a disjoining pressure
between vapor clusters and the liquid, thereby lowering
the free-energy barrier for phase transition, as illustrated
in Fig. 4(b). The lower free-energy barrier in turn explain
the lower the nucleation temperature of heterogeneous
boiling [100].
Additionally, in the context of water transport through

nanoscale osmotic membranes, a recent study [101] ar-
gued that no chemical potential gradient exists for trans-
port within the membrane. However, the nanometer-
scale membrane porosity allows surface effects to trig-
ger a disjoining chemical potential, thereby creating a
chemical-potential gradient that drives the transport pro-
cess. Considering how surface effects have a heightened
impact on the nanoscale will allow a better understand-
ing of water transport in osmotic membranes.

B. Conclusions

In conclusion, our investigation offers a statistical ap-
proach to address the 3D Ising model of phase transi-
tions in confined fluids, producing reasonably accurate
results. By applying the proposed model and integrating
Hill’s theory of nanothermodynamics, we derive both the
differential (local) and integral (global) thermodynamic
properties of the adsorbed fluid. The proposed model has
practical utility for predicting the behavior of adsorbed
fluids within porous structures, facilitating the design of
materials tailored to specific requirements. The key in-
sights derived from this model are outlined as follows:
First, the nature of the phase transition in the confined

fluid is determined by the extent of confinement, specifi-
cally the pore size. In small pores, the activation-energy
barrier for phase transition is approximately 0.01 kBT ,
significantly less than the thermal noise. Consequently,
the phase transition occurs spontaneously. Additionally,
the unstable and metastable states, while theoretically
existent, are practically indistinguishable from the sta-
ble state. Conversely, in the case of large pores, the
activation-energy barrier for phase transition is of the or-
der of 10 kBT , clearly distinguishing between the gas-like
adsorbed phase and the capillary condensed phase.
Second, owing to additional interactions with the sur-

face, the free-energy barrier for phase transitions in con-
fined fluids is lower than in bulk fluids. This reduced en-
ergy barrier implies that condensation inside MOF pores
occurs at a lower pressure for a given temperature, ex-
plaining the lower capillary condensation pressure.
Finally, the model proposed in this paper consolidates

the integral thermodynamic properties in the form of a
phase diagram for confined fluids. The phase diagram
resembles the bulk fluid phase diagram except for the
higher enthalpy released at lower pressure and the lower
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critical temperature and pressure due heterogenous in-
teractions.
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[35] M. Schmidt and H. Löwen, Phase diagram of hard
spheres confined between two parallel plates, Phys. Rev.
E 55, 7228 (1997).

[36] T. Kimura and S. Maruyama, Molecular dynamics sim-
ulation of heterogeneous nucleation of a liquid droplet
on a solid surface, Micr. Thermo. Eng. 6, 3 (2002).

[37] R. Radhakrishnan, K. E. Gubbins, and M. Sliwinska-
Bartkowiak, Global phase diagrams for freezing in
porous media, J. Chem. Phys. 116, 1147 (2002).

[38] D. Takaiwa, I. Hatano, K. Koga, and H. Tanaka, Phase
diagram of water in carbon nanotubes, Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. 105, 39 (2008).

[39] Y. Zhou, M. Scheffler, and L. M. Ghiringhelli, Deter-
mining surface phase diagrams including anharmonic
effects, Phys. Rev. B 100, 174106 (2019).

[40] Z. Zhang, J. A. Schott, M. Liu, H. Chen, X. Lu, B. G.
Sumpter, J. Fu, and S. Dai, Prediction of carbon dioxide
adsorption via deep learning, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed.
131, 265 (2019).

[41] R. Gurnani, Z. Yu, C. Kim, D. S. Sholl, and R. Ram-
prasad, Interpretable machine learning-based predic-
tions of methane uptake isotherms in metal–organic
frameworks, Chem. Mater. 33, 3543 (2021).

[42] V. Fung, G. Hu, P. Ganesh, and B. G. Sumpter, Ma-
chine learned features from density of states for accu-
rate adsorption energy prediction, Nat. Comm. 12, 88
(2021).

[43] J. Cui, F. Wu, W. Zhang, L. Yang, J. Hu, Y. Fang,
P. Ye, Q. Zhang, X. Suo, Y. Mo, et al., Direct prediction
of gas adsorption via spatial atom interaction learning,
Nat. Comm. 14, 7043 (2023).

[44] D. Castelvecchi, Can we open the black box of AI?, Nat.
News 538, 20 (2016).

[45] C. Rudin, Stop explaining black box machine learning
models for high stakes decisions and use interpretable
models instead, Nat. Mach. Intell. 1, 206 (2019).

[46] H. W. Lin, M. Tegmark, and D. Rolnick, Why does deep
and cheap learning work so well?, J. Stat. Phys. 168,
1223 (2017).
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S1. BENCH-MARKING

A. Crystallographic information

The GCMC simulations for the bench-marking of the model presented in main paper are

performed using RASPA [1]. The structure of the model MOF used for these simulations is

shown in the Fig. 2(a) of the main manuscript. The crystallographic information file (.cif)

is presented in the Listing 1. To maintain the consistency between the statistical model

and the GCMC simulations, coarse-grained model for the ligands have been used, Lennard-

Jones (L-J) parameters for each ligand as: σl = 5.5 [Å] and εl = 600 [K] as reported in the

literature [2].

1 data_model_mof

2 _cell_length_a 24.0

3 _cell_length_b 24.0

4 _cell_length_c 24.0

5 _cell_angle_alpha 90.0

6 _cell_angle_beta 90.0

7 _cell_angle_gamma 90.0

8 _symmetry_cell_setting triclinic

9 _symmetry_space_group_name_Hall ’P 1’

10 _symmetry_space_group_name_H -M ’P 1’

11 _symmetry_Int_Tables_number 1

12 _symmetry_equiv_pos_as_xyz ’x,y,z’

13 loop_

14 _atom_site_type_symbol

15 _atom_site_label

16 _atom_site_fract_x

17 _atom_site_fract_y

18 _atom_site_fract_z

19 M M1 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

∗ gunjanauti@thml.t.u-tokyo.ac.jp
† daiguji@thml.t.u-tokyo.ac.jp
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20 L L1_1 0.0000 0.0000 0.3334

21 L L1_2 0.0000 0.0000 0.6667

22 L L2_1 0.0000 0.3334 0.0000

23 L L2_2 0.0000 0.6667 0.0000

24 L L3_1 0.3334 0.0000 0.0000

25 L L3_2 0.6667 0.0000 0.0000

Listing 1. .cif file for the model MOF (a = 24 Å)
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B. Additional bench-marking results

Along with the bench-marking results presented in Fig. 2(c) of the main manuscript,

here we present the adsorption isotherms and enthalpy of adsorption results for pore sizes

ranging from 10 Å to 24 Å. For ultra-small pore and larger pore shown in Fig. S1(a) and

(f), respectively, the adsorption isotherm shows good agreement with the GCMC results.

However, for the medium sized pores shown in Figs. S1(b)-(e), the isotherm obtained from

the model slightly deviates from the GCMC results. This disparity can be attributed to the

mean field assumption.

(a) (c)

0.0 1.0

(b)

(d) (f)(e)

a = 11 Å 

0.0 1.0

a = 12 Å 

0.0 1.0
0.0

1.0

N/
N

m
ax a = 15 Å 

0.0 1.0

a = 24 Å a = 20 Å

0.0 1.0

N/
N

m
ax

0.0 1.0
0.0

1.0

p/p0 p/p0 p/p0

p/p0 p/p0 p/p0

a = 10 Å

Model
GCMC

FIG. S1. Additional bench-marking: Adsorption isotherm

Additional results for the benchamarking of the adsorption isotherms at 120 K for pore sizes

ranging from 10Å to 24Å. The purple diamonds represent the results from GCMC simulations and

the green line represents the isotherms obtained from the model.

The enthalpy of adsorption derived from the statistical model exhibits an higher values

at lower pressures in contrast to the values calculated from the GCMC simulations. This

discrepancy arises from the fact that, in the present model, fractional molecules (less than

1) can be adsorbed at lower pressures to ensure mathematical stability. Nevertheless, this

issue can be rectified by imposing appropriate constraints on the lower limit of adsorption.

Beyond this consideration, overall agreement is observed between the values obtained from

the model and the GCMC simulations. The enthalpy of adsorption abruptly increases near

saturation, which is consistent with the literature [3].
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FIG. S2. Additional bench-marking: Differential enthalpy of adsorption

Additional results for the bench-marking of the differential enthalpy of adsorption at 120 K for pore

sizes ranging from 10 Å to 24 Å. The pink diamonds represent the results from GCMC simulations

and the red line represents the isotherms obtained from the model.

S2. PARAMETRIC STUDY

Based on the model presented in the paper, a short parametric study is presented in

this section. The base case for this study is with unit cell size a = 24 Å, L-J parameters

σm = 5 Å, εm = 120 K, and the temperature T = 120 K.

A. Temperature response

The temperature response is studied by considering temperature variation in the base

case. The obtained thermodynamic functions are plotted in the Fig. S3. At lower pres-

sures, below the the capillary condensation pressure, the amount of gas adsorbed at the

same relative pressure is higher for higher temperature. In addition, the relative capillary

condensation pressure increases with increase in temperature. This is consistent with the

studies in literature for adsorption of water in MOFs [4]. The magnitude of enthalpy of

the adsorbed fluid increases with the temperature, therefore differential enthalpy of adsorp-

tion (difference between specific enthalpy adsorbed fluid and bulk fluid for a given relative

pressure) increases with temperature. The temperature response for entropy of adsorbed
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FIG. S3. Thermodynamic properties - temperature response (a = 24 Å)

(a) Adsorption isotherms obtained using the model, the highlighted region shows the relative

pressure at which capillary condensation occurs. (b) Differential enthalpy of adsorption ∆Hads, at

lowest relative pressure p/p0 < 0.1, owing to stronger interaction with the MOF walls, enthalpy

released is higher and the abrupt jump in ∆Hads (the blue highlighted region), signifies the latent

heat of capillary condensation. (c) The entropy of the adsorbed fluid decreases abruptly after

the capillary condensation (the blue highlighted region) showcasing clear distinction between the

phases. (d) The integral pressure inside the pore p̂ads, is significantly higher than bulk pressure.

The pressure difference across the pore boundary is known as the disjoining pressure.

fluid resembles the temperature response for the bulk fluid, except the relative condensation

pressure. Moreover, with respect to the bulk fluid, the entropy of confined fluid is lesser

for all relative pressure, owing to more “organized” arrangement inside the confinement.

Finally, the integral thermodynamic pressure can be calculated from the statistical model.

The difference between integral pressure inside the pore and the bulk pressure is called as

the disjoining pressure (Πd). As the temperature increases the disjoing pressure decreases

as the density of the fluid inside the pore decreases.

B. Variation in pore size

The change in the shape of adsorption isotherm as shown in Fig. S4(a) indicates the

type of phase transition inside the confinement. For smaller pores a continuous increase in

density is observed, whereas for larger pores a step-wise increase in the density is observed

which is a characteristic of the first-order phase transition. The differential enthalpy of

adsorption progressively decreases with the increase in the pore size signifying the strength
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FIG. S4. Thermodynamic properties - variation of pore size (T = 120 K)

Variation of thermodynamic properties obtained for pore sizes ranging from 10 Å to 24 Å at 120 K.

(a) Type of the adsorption isotherm changes from IUPAC Type I to Type IV to Type V as the pore

size increases. (b) Differential enthalpy of adsorption is higher for a smaller pore and progressively

decreases as the pore size increases. (c) The entropy variation with respect to relative pressure is

shown for different pore sizes. (d) The integral thermodynamic pressure inside different pore sizes

with respect to the bulk pressure.
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FIG. S5. p-h Diagram - variation of pore size

The phase diagram of fluid confined in pore with unit cell size (a) 11 Å, (b)15 Å, (c)20 Å, and (d)

24 Å. The red highlighted region shows the co-existence region for “gas-like” adsorbed phase and

the “capillary condensed” adsorbed phase.

of interactions with heterogeneity [5] as shown in Fig. S4(b).

The entropy variation (Fig. S4(c)) shows that the type of phase transition for confined

fluid depends on the pore size. For smaller pores a continuous phase transition is observed,

whereas for larger pores, a discontinuity in the entropy indicates first-order phase transition.

Finally, the variation in integral thermodynamic pressures with respect to pore sizes is shown
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FIG. S6. Thermodynamic properties - variation of L-J parameter εm (σm = 5 Å)

Variation of thermodynamic properties obtained for energy parameter of metal atom ranging from

20 K to 220 K for a given σm = 5 Å and temperature 120 K. (a) The adsorption isotherm show

that for higher energy parameter the relative pressure for capillary condensation is lesser, (b) The

enthalpy of adsorption for higher energy parameter is higher, (c) The entropy variation for variation

in the energy parameter, and (d) The integral pressure inside the unit cell.

in Fig. S4(d). For pore, the integral pressure at lower bulk pressures (pbulk < 10 bar )

is higher, similar to the density variation. However, due to the volume constraints, the

maximum density in smaller pores is limited, therefore the integral thermodynamic pressure

saturates at this value.

Fig. S5 shows the variation in phase diagram of the fluid confined in different pore sizes.

For a smaller pore (11 Å) as shown in the inset (a), the co-existence region does not exist,

which similar to the trans-critical region of the bulk fluid phase diagram. Moreover, it can

be observed that the critical temperature and pressure increases as the pore size increases.

C. Variation in the energy parameter of the metal atom

As the energy parameter for the metal atom increases the magnitude of chemical potential

of the framework (µframe) increases. Therefore, the value of chemical potential of the system

argon molecules becomes more negative, therefore the capillary condensation occurs at a

lower relative pressure as shown in Fig. S6(a). For εm = 20 K, the effect of heterogeneity is

minimal therefore the relative pressure for capillary condensation is closer to unity (i.e. the

bulk value). Similar trend can be observed from the entropy variation depicted in Fig. S6(c)

In addition, owing to the higher energy released during the interaction with heterogene-
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FIG. S7. Thermodynamic properties - variation of L-J parameter σm (εm = 120 K)

Variation of thermodynamic properties obtained for size parameter of metal atom ranging from

3 Å to 9 Å for a given εm = 120 K and temperature 120 K. (a) The shape of adsorption isotherm

show that for larger metal atom shows a Type I adsorption isotherm whereas for smaller metal

atom Type V adsorption isotherm is observed, (b) The enthalpy of adsorption for all the cases is

more or less equal except the relative pressure of phase transition differs, (c) Entropy variation:

Largest metal atom, continuous change is entropy, whereas for smaller metal atom a discontinuity

in entropy variation, and (d) The integral pressure inside the unit cell is higher for larger value of

σm.

ity, the differential enthalpy of adsorption is higher for higher εm, as shown in Fig. S6(b).

Likewise, the disjoining pressure is higher for higher εm as shown in Fig. S6(d).

D. Variation in the size of the metal atom

The adsorption isotherms show a variation in the shape as shown in Fig. S7(a) due to

available space in the pores of the metal-organic structure, as the value of σm increases the

volume of the available pore decreases. Enthalpy of adsorption shows little to none variation

with respect to the size of the metal atom as shown in Fig. S7(b). The entropy variation

shown in Fig. S7(c), resembles to the entropy variation of different pore sizes depicted in

Fig. S7(c). The larger metal atom size shows continuous phase transition and it becomes

first-order phase transition for smaller metal atoms. In addition, the disjoining pressure is

higher for larger metal atoms due to higher density of adosrbed fluid, whereas its lesser for

smaller metal atoms due to the lower density.
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The variation in the thermodynamic properties of the confined fluids with respect to the

size of metal atom (Fig. S7) resembles the variation in the thermodynamic properties with

respect to the pore size (Fig. S4). This confirm the hypothesis we presented in an earlier

paper [5], that the adsorption isotherms and the properties of the adsorbed fluids are a

function of confinement parameter (Ψ ≡ σma/a), where a is the unit cell length.

S3. COMPARISON WITH BULK ARGON
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FIG. S8. Comparison between the confined-fluid and bulk-fluid phase diagrams

N − p diagram for one unit cell with cell length a = 24 Å (a) confined argon and (b) bulk argon.

p− h diagram comparison between (c) confined argon and (d) bulk argon.

The bulk phase diagram obtained from the van-der Waals equation is shown here for
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comparison with the confined-fluid phase diagram. By comparing Fig. S8(a) and Fig. S8(b),

it can be clearly seen that critical point for condensation shifts to a lower value for confined

argon(From 49 bar for bulk argon to ≈ 25 bar for confined argon). Moreover, the comparison

between the confined argon and bulk argon p − h diagram is shown in Fig. S8(c) and

Fig. S8(d).
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