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Thermodynamics of a compressible lattice gas crystal: Generalized

Gibbs-Duhem equation and adsorption
Michiel Sprika)

Yusuf Hamied Department of Chemistry, University of Cambridge, Lensfield Road, Cambridge CB2 1EW,

United Kingdom

Compressible lattice gas models are used in material science to understand the coupling between composition
and strain in alloys. The seminal work in this field is the 1973 Larché-Cahn paper (Acta Metall. 21 1051-1063).
Single-phase crystals in Larché-Cahn theory are stable under open constant pressure, constant temperature
conditions. The Gibbs free energy does not have to match the product µN of the number of particles N and
their chemical potential µ. Discrepancies already arise under hydrostatic stress. The reason is that volume
strain is defined with respect to a fixed reference state. The elastic energy is not proportional to volume
and the Gibbs-Duhem relation valid for liquids is violated. Extensivity can be recovered by treating the
number of lattice sites M as an additional thermodynamic variable. This assigns a formal chemical potential
ν to the immobile lattice sites. The difference G − µN can be identified with νM . We have worked this
out for a one-component compressible lattice gas crystal. Shear stress is omitted. The reinstated Gibbs-
Duhem equation can be cast in the form of an adsorption equation and applied to quantify the tendency to
vacancy creation. The derivative of population with respect to chemical potential at constant pressure and
temperature is compared to the corresponding susceptibility in a fixed volume open system. We find that
the difference is proportional to the elastic constant of the bare lattice, confirming that this quantity is the
crucial macroscopic property distinguishing a solid under hydrostatic stress from a liquid.

I. INTRODUCTION

What is the difference between the macroscopic thermo-
dynamics of a homogeneous solid and a liquid? This
question already raised by Gibbs is of the utmost im-
portance in material science1,2. It cannot only be the
shear elasticity. Solids exhibit defects which are non-
existent or relax away in liquids2. In particular, point
defects, such as vacancies and interstitials, are structural
features of equilibrium solids. Vacancies and diffusion
in solids were not known at the time Gibbs created his
theory of chemical thermodynamics. This caused him to
question whether it is possible to define a proper chemical
potential for solids similar to the chemical potential for
liquids. While in principle atoms can be removed from
a solid, inserting one is virtually impossible. Atoms can
only be added at the surface in the view of Gibbs, a pro-
cess that is usually referred to as accretion. Coupling to
a chemical potential of the solid is not required for the
thermodynamics of accretion.
After experiment had established the existence of vacan-
cies and shown that they are also mobile, the concept
of a chemical potential for solids was introduced by the
founding fathers of modern material science3–7 (for re-
views see Refs. 2,8 and 9). These theories are intimately
related to question of the fundamental distinction be-
tween a solid and liquid. This was formulated in terms
of a lattice or network that supports diffusion but is not
affected by it. Nodes of this network can only be added
or destroyed at interfaces with liquids or internal surface
and line defects, such as grain boundaries and disloca-
tions. This is the general consensus in material science

a)Electronic mail: ms284@cam.ac.uk

but details can differ. The approach that has become the
basis for understanding of coupling between composition
and strain is the network theory of Larché and Cahn3,4.
In their view atoms can only move by exchanging lattice
site with a vacancy. This restricts the definition of chemi-
cal potential to relative values, called diffusion potentials
(for a somewhat different view Mullins and Sekerka5–7).

The Larché-Cahn (LC) theory has been applied to ex-
plain a wide range of problems involving metal alloys10

and also ceramic composites. However there still remain
issues on which there is not complete agreement. One
such issue is the question of the validity of the Gibbs-
Duhem equation. A reason to doubt this is that elas-
tic energy functions are not manifest extensive (as noted
for example in Refs. 11,12). Strain is defined as a de-
formation relative to a fixed reference system. Shear
deformation changes the shape of a crystal preserving
volume. However, isotropic dilation and contraction di-
rectly changes the size. The corresponding elastic energy
density in the small deformation approximation scales
with the square of volume violating extensivity as re-
quired in the usual derivation of the Gibbs-Duhem rela-
tion. This must have repercussions for a consistent defi-
nition of chemical potential of an elastic solid.

Extensivity of elastic energy can be restored by includ-
ing reference volume in the thermodynamics degrees of
freedom of the solid. Homogeneous increase in system
size can then be interpreted as multiplying volume and
reference volume by the same scaling factor. The volume
stretch, from which the strain is derived, is the ratio of
volume and reference volume and is invariant under this
generalized scaling operation. The same applies to the
elastic energy density and the total energy is again pro-
portional to system size. Variation of reference volume is
a crucial step in the Gibbs theory of accretion. Displac-

http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.05117v1
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ing a phase boundary amounts to exchange of reference
volume between phases. The application to single phase
systems, as proposed here, is therefore fully consistent
with the Gibbs view of a solid.

LC theory is based on a lattice model. The number of
lattice sites is invariant under elastic deformation. This
is a fundamental postulate of the LC network concept3.
The cell volume of the reference lattice is constant and
therefore the reference volume for the deformable lattice
system is determined by the number of lattice sites de-
noted by M (see also Ref. 6). M is the configurational
degree of freedom representing reference volume in LC
theory. Moreover, M is conserved and we are therefore
allowed to declareM to be an extensive variable in addi-
tion to the number of particles N and deformed volume
V . The thermodynamic forces conjugate to N and V are
the chemical potential µ respectively (minus) the pres-
sure p. The thermodynamic field conjugate to M will be
denoted by ν. The question is now what is this ν and
how can it be used in thermodynamic derivations. This
is the main topic of the present paper.

The author failed to appreciate until recently the signifi-
cance of the LC network principle and the special role of
volume elasticity. In this respect work written up in two
previous papers on solid thermodynamics is fundamen-
tally flawed13,14. Hopefully this will be redressed by the
present study on a single component compressible lattice
gas model. Chemomechanical coupling is accounted for
by separating the pressure in a molecular component de-
termined by the deformed density N/V and an elastic
component depending on deformation as quantified by
deformed cell volume V/M . This can be easily set up
for discrete lattice models and, as we will see, naturally
leads to the equivalent of the composition strain of LC
theory for vacancies. A further modification of the orig-
inal LC approach is that the free energy is based on the
Langmuir entropy. The Langmuir chemical potential has
the form of a LC diffusion potential producing the same
thermodynamics. Shear elasticity is ignored. The focus
of this study is on the more elusive difference in volume
response between liquids and homogeneous solids.

Staying within the framework of LC theory, we derive
an expression for the thermodynamic force conjugate to
M . This quantity, which we gave the symbol ν, plays
the role of an effective chemical potential of the lattice
sites. As will be shown the differential of ν defines a
Gibbs adsorption isotherm which can be used to evalu-
ate the isothermal thermodynamic response coefficients
of the LC model under open isobaric conditions (µ, P, T ).
This is what the generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation for
the solid has enabled us to do and is what is different
from the approach taken by LC in their seminal 1973
paper3. The (µ, P, T ) response coefficients are compared
to results for the (µ, V, T ) system obtained by direct dif-
ferentiation. The main conclusion is that differences are
to lowest order proportional to the compressibility of the
bare lattice.

The structure of the paper is as follows. Section II is a

brief review of the Langmuir lattice gas model for a rigid
solid introducing the number of lattice sites M as a ther-
modynamic variable in addition to number of particles
N . The chemical potentials µ for N and ν for M are
derived and it is shown how the differential of ν can be
interpreted as a Gibbs adsorption isotherm. In section
III this formalism is extended to a compressible lattice.
The constitutive model is defined distinguishing between
molecular pressure and elastic volume stress. Following
the scheme of section II the expression for the strain de-
pendent chemical potentials µ and ν are derived in sec-
tion IV. The pressure is obtained from the volume deriva-
tive. Section V is an analysis of the chemomechanics
highlighting the connection between volume strain and
the vacancy population. In section VI the theory is ap-
plied in a derivation of various thermodynamic response
coefficients. In section VII we make contact with the
molecular simulation15–19, hydrodynamics20–22 and clas-
sical Density functional theory23–25 of solids. We also
comment on the similarity to the nanothermodynamics of
Hill26,27 and related statistical mechanics approaches to
systems with long range interactions28 which have been
a guide for the development of the extended thermody-
namics in this paper. We conclude in section VIII with
a summary and a list of what is missing.

II. RIGID LATTICE

A. Free energy and chemical potential

In this section the standard Langmuir model of a rigid
lattice gas is reviewed. The lattice consists of M sites
occupied by N particles. The free energy F0 is a function
of N and M and is a sum of entropy and binding energy

F0 (N,M) = Fs (N,M) + Fb (N) (1)

The dependence on temperature is suppressed. In an
homogeneous system total entropy Fs can be written as
a product of the number of sites and an entropy per site

Fs (N,M) =Mfs (c) (2)

fs is a function of the occupation

c =
N

M
, 0 ≤ c ≤ 1 (3)

The maximum value of c is imposed by the single site
occupation constraint.
with fs the Langmuir function

fs (c) = kBT (c ln c+ (1− c) ln (1− c)) (4)

Fb is the binding energy of non-interacting particles

Fb = −NI (5)

with I > 0 the site binding energy. Note that the entropy
of Eq. 2 is a sum over sites and the binding energy of Eq. 5
a sum over atoms.
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The chemical potential µ is the derivative with respect
to the number of particles. The number of sites is fixed.

µ =

(

∂F0

∂N

)

M

=M

(

∂fs
∂N

)

M

− I (6)

Applying the chain rule

(

∂fs
∂N

)

M

=
dfs
dc

(

∂c

∂N

)

M

=
1

M

dfs
dc

(7)

and substituting Eq. 4

dfs
dc

= kBT ln

(

c

1− c

)

(8)

in Eq. 6 we find for the chemical potential

µ = kBT ln

(

c

1− c

)

− I (9)

This well-known result is often expressed in terms of an
activity

λ = exp

[

(µ+ I)

kBT

]

(10)

from which c is computed as

c =
λ

λ+ 1
(11)

For the density h of unoccupied sites (vacancies)

h = 1− c =
M −N

M
(12)

we have

h =
1

λ+ 1
(13)

which for µ > −I can be approximated in the low tem-
perature limit as

h = exp

[

−
(µ+ I)

kBT

]

(14)

Finally we remind the reader of the singular behaviour of
Langmuir entropy approaching full occupation (c → 1).
The entropy per site fs(c) of Eq. 4 is finite in this limit
(fc(1) = −kBT ). Its derivative Eq. 8 (the configura-
tional chemical potential) diverges to +∞. Note that
the divergence is passed on to the entropic site grand po-
tential ωc = fc − µc. The opposite limiting case of an
empty lattice (c → 0) shows a similar singularity which
is, however, not relevant for the model crystal.

B. Chemical potential for lattice sites

The thermodynamic force conjugate to the lattice site
numberM is defined as the derivative of free energy with
respect to M for a fixed number of particles.

ν =

(

∂F0

∂M

)

N

= fs +M

(

∂fs
∂M

)

N

(15)

As in Eq. 7 we apply the chain rule

(

∂fs
∂M

)

N

=
dfs
dc

(

∂c

∂M

)

N

= −
dfs
dc

(

N

M2

)

(16)

Inserting in Eq. 15 together with Eq. 8 yields

ν = fs − kBTc ln

(

c

1− c

)

(17)

Substituting the expression for fs given in Eq. 4 and
working out the sum we find that almost all terms cancel
leaving us with

ν = kBT ln (1− c) = kBT lnh (18)

The free energy gained by increasing the number of lat-
tice sites without supplying more particles is effectively
the chemical potential of the vacancies as intuition would
suggest. ν vanishes when the lattice is empty (h = 1)
and is negative for finite h because populations cannot
exceed unity (h ≤ 1). A crystal free to expand its lat-
tice by ”spontaneously” adding sites would therefore be
unstable. This is clearly unphysical, and is in fact not
permitted in LC theory (see further section VIIA).
Adding lattice sites at the surface and occupying them
with additional particles leaving the same fraction of
empty sites as in the bulk crystal is a physical process.
This amounts simply to enlarging the crystal by accre-
tion. The infinitesimal increase in M and N are related
as dN = cdM . The corresponding increase in free energy
is found from the Gibbs free energy equation

dF0 = νdM + µdN = (ν + cµ) dM (19)

Substituting expressions Eq. 9 and Eq. 17 for µ respec-
tively ν and comparing to Eq. 4 we find

ν + cµ = fs − cI (20)

As expected the increase in free energy for accretion is
proportional free energy per lattice site

dF0 = (fs − cI) dM (21)

Multiplying Eq. 20 by M

F0 = Nµ+Mν (22)

we recognize the Euler equation for the rigid lattice.
With M included as an additional extensive thermody-
namic variable the free energy is extensive.
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C. Gibbs-Duhem equation and adsorption isotherm

With extensivity established we can write a Gibbs-
Duhem relation for the differentials of µ and ν

Mdν = −Ndµ (23)

Eq. 23 is the familiar Gibbs absorption isotherm for the
Langmuir model. Accordingly,

(

∂ν

∂µ

)

T

= −
N

M
= −c (24)

Again for our simple noninteracting lattice model, Eq. 24
can be checked explicitly. The proof uses the properties
of the isothermal susceptibility which is defined as

χ =

(

∂c

∂µ

)

T

(25)

χ is a product of vacancy and particle population

χ =
βλ

(λ+ 1)
2 = βhc (26)

where in the usual notation β = 1/kBT . Eq. 26 follows
from Eq. 11. The susceptibility vanishes in the limit of a
full as well as empty lattice as is characteristic for single
site occupancy. Applying the chain rule (suppressing the
constant T condition)

∂ν

∂µ
= χ

∂ν

∂c
(27)

and then evaluating the occupation derivative using the
expression for ν of Eq. 18 we obtain

∂ν

∂c
= −

kBT

h
(28)

Substituting in Eq. 27 with Eq. 26 recovers the Gibbs-
Langmuir adsorption relation Eq. 24.

III. COMPRESSIBLE LATTICE

A. Thermomechanic degrees of freedom

We now allow for elastic response of the lattice. As mo-
tivated in the introduction, shear elasticity is not yet ac-
counted for in the present study. Only isotropic volume
change is considered. The deformation is quantified by
the ratio of the volume V in the deformed state and vol-
ume VR in a stress free reference state.

J =
V

VR
=

V

vcRM
(29)

vcR is the volume of a lattice cell in the reference state.

vcR =
VR
M

(30)

vcR is equal to the third power of the cubic reference lat-
tice constant. The number of cellsM is strictly preserved
during the volume stretch. This is part of the basic as-
sumptions of LC theory3. Therefore the volume vc of a
deformed cell is obtained dividing V by M

vc =
V

M
(31)

J of Eq. 29 can therefore equally expressed in terms of
the ratio of deformed and reference cell volume6.

J =
vc

vcR
(32)

The stretch J is a primitive degree of freedom. The vol-
ume strain ǫ corresponding to J is defined as

J = 1 + ǫ (33)

As deformation is restricted to volume scaling, strain is
a simple scalar variable, positive for expansion (J > 1)
and negative for compression (J < 1).
The other independent degree of freedom is the occu-
pation. The definition remains unchanged from section
II: Occupation is the fraction of occupied sites Eq. 3. c
is a reference (”material”) variable distinct from the de-
formed density

ρ =
N

V
(34)

ρ differs from c by a factor involving J and is a derived
quantity

ρ =

(

N

M

)(

M

V

)

=
c

JvcR
(35)

In the second identity we have used the combination of
Eqs. 31 and 32. Linearized in the strain this becomes

ρ =
c

vcR
(1− ǫ) (36)

The bilinear cǫ term in Eq. 36 couples changes of particle
number to volume elasticity.

B. Extended thermodynamic relations

Deformed volume V is an independent thermodynamic
degree of freedom complementing particle number N and
number of lattice cells M . The corresponding Gibbs
equation for the Helmholtz free energy is written as

dFe = −pdV + µdN + νdM (37)

If not for the last term Eq. 37 would be no different
from the well-known Gibbs free energy deferential for
one-component homogeneous systems. In particular p
is the regular hydrostatic pressure which for a solid is
formally equal to minus a third of the isotropic Cauchy



5

stress tensor (see appendix A). The last term is an exten-
sion required for solids. It is needed because the number
of lattice site M is an extensive variable. According to
the LC network hypothesis M is conserved. It can only
be changed at the surface of a crystal or at internal in-
terfaces such as grain boundaries2,3. Extensions of LC
theory accounting for creation or destruction of lattice
sites29 are obviously crucial in material science but are
outside the scope of the present investigation.
WithM included in system size scaling the elastic energy
of the crystal is extensive. The Euler-Gibbs principle
applies and Eq. 37 can be integrated to

Fe = −pV + µN + νM (38)

Great-grand potential or grand Gibbs free energy

νM = Fe − µN + pV ≡ E (39)

If the free enthalpy has the usual definition Ge = Fe+pV
we are left with a mismatch between molar free enthalpy
and the chemical potential

Ge

N
− µ =

ν

c
(40)

The density of the grand potential Ωe = Fe − µN suffers
from a similar mismatch with the pressure

Ωe

V
+ p =

ν

vc
(41)

The paramount question is now whether ν is finite. This
will decide in the end whether the thermodynamics of ho-
mogeneous crystals is different from the thermodynamics
of liquids In section V we will verify that this is the case
for our version of the LC lattice model (For a related dis-
cussion accounting also for non-hydrostatic stress see for
example Ref. 30).
The Euler relation Eq. 38 has further interesting implica-
tions. It can be cast in the form of a Gibbs-Duhem equa-
tion for an isothermal chemomechanical process (dT = 0)

Mdν = V dp−Ndµ (42)

For a liquid the left hand side would be uniformly zero.
For a solid the partial derivative with respect to chemical
potential at constant pressure is an adsorption equation

(

∂ν

∂µ

)

p,T

= −c (43)

The other way around is a mechanical derivative giving
us the deformed cell volume of Eq. 31

(

∂ν

∂p

)

µ,T

= vc (44)

This can be reformulated in a more convenient form.
Scaling the pressure

p⋆ = vRc p (45)

we find that the pressure derivative at constant chemical
potential delivers the stretch

(

∂ν

∂p⋆

)

µ,T

=
1

vcR

(

∂ν

∂p

)

µ,T

= J (46)

The Gibbs-Duhem derivate Eqs. 43 and 46 are a bit mys-
terious and not obvious at all27. Recall that ν is the
chemical potential of the lattice sites and is unique for
solids. These equations will be applied in section VI to in-
vestigate the response of population to a change in chem-
ical potential and pressure. Gibbs-Duhem relations for
solids as they have appeared in the literature29,31,32 often
omit the Mdν term of Eq. 42. As a consequence these
studies miss out on the convenience of the shortcuts pro-
vided by the adsorption relations Eqs. 43 and 46.

C. Model free energy

In this section the constitutive model is specified. The
Helmholtz free energy is separated in three terms

Fe (N, V,M) = Fs (N,M) + Fb (N, V ) + Fj (V,M) (47)

Fs is the Langmuir entropy of Eq. 2 with the site oc-
cupation c of Eq. 3. The next term Fb in Eq. 47 is a
generalization of Eq. 5

Fb (N, V ) = −NI (ρ) (48)

Again I > 0 but now I varies as function of deformed
density ρ. Requiring that the derivative function

γb (ρ) = −ρ

(

dI

dρ

)

(49)

is definite positive (γb > 0) the binding energy is forced
to decrease monotonously with increasing density. The
loss of binding energy at higher density is a mean field
description of short range particle-particle repulsion. At-
tractive interactions are of course of interest but excluded
in the present study. This is to avoid the complication of
phase transitions driven by condensation.
The third term Fj in Eq. 47 is the elastic energy

Fj (V,M) =Mgj (J) (50)

Without deformation (J = 1) the elastic energy must
vanish and therefore we require gj(1) = 0. Moreover
gj(J) > 0 For all J 6= 1 (note J > 0). An elementary
function satisfying these constraints is the harmonic ap-
proximation

gj (J) =
αj

2
(J − 1)

2
=
αj

2
ǫ2 (51)

where αj > 0 acts as a spring constant. ǫ is the volume
strain of Eq. 33
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Substituting definitions Eq. 2, Eq. 48 and Eq. 50, the free
energy Eq. 47 can be written as

Fe (N, V,M) =Mfs (c)−NI (ρ) +Mgj (J) (52)

The deformed density ρ = N/V is an intensive state vari-
able. Occupation c = N/M and stretch J = V/VR =
V/vcRM are intensive variables as well provided M is
treated as an extensive thermodynamic degree of free-
dom in its own right. The total Helmholtz free energy
Eq. 52 scales therefore linearly in system size and is an
extensive function of number of particles N , deformed
volume V and number of lattice sites M . Eq. 52 fully
specifies our elementary model for a LC crystal under
hydrostatic stress. In the next section the corresponding
chemical potential µ, pressure p and lattice chemical po-
tential ν are determined as partial derivatives of Eq. 52
with respect to N, V and M . These expressions for µ
and p can also obtained as derivatives of a free energy
per site as will be verified in appendix A.
In this context it is perhaps helpful to point out that
there is a parallel between LC theory of chemical sub-
stitution and the electronic structure theory of semicon-
ductors (see for example Ref. 33). The number of lattice
cells M in a semiconductor defines the density of one-
electron states while the occupation is determined by N .
M and N are fundamentally different parameters. A fur-
ther similarity is the statistical mechanics of one particle
site occupation constraint represented in our approach
by the Langmuir entropy of section IIA.

IV. THERMODYNAMIC DERIVATIVES

A. Particle chemical potential

The chemical potentials µ and ν and pressure are deter-
mined by partial derivates of Fe as implied by Eq. 37.
This is standard thermodynamics procedure. The chem-
ical potential µ is first.

µ =

(

∂Fe

∂N

)

V,M

=

(

∂Fs

∂N

)

M

+

(

∂Fb

∂N

)

V

(53)

There is no contribution from the Fj term because the
elastic energy Eq. 50 is independent of N . We have also
simplified the notation taking into account that the en-
tropy term is invariant for changes in V and similarly the
binding energy for changes in M . The Fs derivative is
the same as in section IIA.

(

∂Fs

∂N

)

M

=M

(

∂fs(c)

∂N

)

M

= kBT ln

(

c

1− c

)

(54)

The density dependence of the binding energy adds an
extra term

(

∂Fb

∂N

)

V

= −I −N
dI

dρ

(

∂ρ

∂N

)

V

(55)

or expressed in terms of the density derivative Eq. 49
(

∂Fb

∂N

)

V

= −I + γb (56)

Combining we have for the chemical potential

µ = −kBT ln

(

1− c

c

)

− I + γb (57)

which differs from Eq. 9 by γb. As argued following
Eq. 49, γb > 0 weakening the effect adsorption has on the
chemical potential. Note that I and γb are not constants
but still vary with density ρ which has been suppressed
in Eq. 57 (this will be dealt with in section V)

B. Lattice site chemical potential

Next is the modification of the lattice chemical potential
of Eq. 18 which now consists of two terms

ν =

(

∂Fe

∂M

)

N,V

=

(

∂Fs

∂M

)

N

+

(

∂Fj

∂M

)

V

(58)

Fs is a reference frame free energy insensitive to changes
in V . Eq. 18 still applies

(

∂Fs

∂M

)

N

= kBT ln (1− c) (59)

The elastic term in Eq. 58 is new
(

∂Fj

∂M

)

V

= gj +M
dgj
dJ

(

∂J

∂M

)

V

(60)

dgj/dJ is the volume stress which will be indicated by
σj . In the harmonic approximation Eq. 51 the volume
stress is linear in the volume strain

σj = αj (J − 1) = αjǫ (61)

Then with Eq. 29

M

(

∂J

∂M

)

V

= −J (62)

and we obtain
(

∂Fj

∂M

)

V

= gj − Jσj (63)

In the harmonic approximation these two terms can be
added by analytic summation

gj − Jσj = −
αj

2

(

J2 − 1
)

= − 1
2 (J + 1)σj (64)

which is positive under compression J < 1. Gathering
terms we obtain

ν = kBT ln (1− c)− 1
2 (J + 1)σj (65)

Note that ν is not affected by changes in the site binding
energy. µ of Eq. 57 shows the complementary behaviour
of being insensitive to elastic energy. These two energies
are combined in the expression for the pressure as we see
in the next section.
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C. Elastic and molecular pressure

The V derivative of free energy is the hydrostatic pressure
and consists again of two distinct contributions

p = −

(

∂Fe

∂V

)

N,M

= −

(

∂Fb

∂V

)

N

−

(

∂Fj

∂V

)

M

(66)

The first term is the pressure generated by the density
dependence of the binding energy

(

∂Fb

∂V

)

N

= −N
dI

dρ

(

∂ρ

∂V

)

N

= −ργb (67)

γb is the response coefficient of Eq. 49. The second term
accounts for the lattice elasticity

(

∂Fj

∂V

)

M

=M
dgj
dJ

(

∂J

∂V

)

VR

=
αj

vcR
(J − 1) (68)

Changing over to the scaled pressure of Eq. 45 we obtain
for the full pressure Eq. 66 using Eq. 35

p⋆ =
γb
J
c− αj (J − 1) (69)

The first term

γbc

J
≡ p⋆c (70)

is the chemomechanical pressure and is of molecular ori-
gin. This is more evident in unscaled form

pc =
p⋆c
vcR

= ργb = −ρ2
dI

dρ
(71)

pc is positive for repulsive interactions (dI/dρ < 0) con-
sistent with the tendency of the system to expand in
order to reduce inter-particle energy.
In compact form the decomposition Eq. 69 of the pressure
is written as

p⋆ = p⋆c − σj (72)

with p⋆c the molecular pressure of Eq. 70 and σj the elastic
stress of Eq. 61. Expanding to first order in the strain
leads to

p⋆ = γbc (1− ǫ)− αjǫ (73)

This linear approximation, even if valid, can be cumber-
some in thermodynamic derivations. Returning to Eq. 69
is often more convenient also avoiding inconsistencies. In
this context, note that with an elastic term σj = 0 the
total pressure Eq. 72 is not set to zero. The remaining
molecular pressure pc is determined by the actual density
N/V which remains finite. Eq. 72 is in principle compati-
ble with a lattice gas model for a liquid. Most LC models
are missing this flexibility.

V. OCCUPATION-STRAIN COUPLING

A. Vacancies and elastic stress

The default approach to continuum mechanics of crys-
tals is linear elasticity. Linearization is straightforward
for the chemical potential of the lattice of Eq. 65. The
second term is quadratic in the volume strain Eq. 33 and
is reduced to the elastic stress σj of Eq. 61.

1
2 (J + 1)σj = σj +O(ǫ2) (74)

Replacing the 1− c argument of the logarithm in Eq. 65
by the vacancy population h we can write

ν = kBT lnh− σj (75)

The chemical potential Eq. 18 for the rigid lattice sites
was entirely of entropic origin. Elasticity has added an
energetic contribution establishing a correlation between
vacancies and volume stress, two quantities considered
unique for solids, Eq. 75 suggests a reason why in gen-
eral ν must be finite. Because, if ν were equal to zero,
the vacancy population would be the exponent of elas-
tic stress, which then, to prevent h becoming larger than
unity, would exclude expansion (tension). This argument
is conditional on the LC network hypothesis prohibiting
spontaneous lattice site generation.
The variation of the particle chemical potential Eq. 57
with deformation is more indirect. It is mediated by the
density dependence of the binding energy I (ρ). Particle
density in turn is modulated by the stretch J accord-
ing to Eq. 35. Vacancy concentrations in stable solids
are normally minimal suggesting that the fully occupied
crystal under zero elastic stress is a suitable reference for
the expansion of I (ρ). The density in this state is simply
ρcR = 1/vcR. Expanding I (ρ) to first order we have

I (ρ) = Ib − γb

(

ρ− ρcR
ρcR

)

= Ib + γb − vcRγbρ (76)

Ib = I (ρcR) is the energy for removing a particle from
a vacancy free undeformed crystal. Both Ib and γb in
Eq. 76 are constants. Next factorizing deformed density
according to Eq. 35 we can write

I (ρ) = Ib + γb −
γbc

J
(77)

Substituting in Eq. 57 yields

µ = kBT ln

(

c

1− c

)

− Ib +
γbc

J
(78)

The γb term in Eq. 57 cancels. The third term in Eq. 78
can be identified with the molecular pressure p⋆c of Eq. 70.

µ = kBT ln

(

c

1− c

)

− Ib + p⋆c (79)
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The elastic stress does not appear. Eq. 79 for µ can
therefore be seen as complementary to Eq. 75 for ν which
lacks a contribution due to the molecular pressure. The
pressure is split over the chemical potential for particles
and lattice points. For completeness we also give the
linear strain approximation for the chemical potential

µ = kBT ln

(

c

1− c

)

− Ib + γbc (1− ǫ) (80)

B. Extended Gibbs-Duhem equation for the LC crystal

In section II B we verified that the rigid lattice model
Eq. 1 is first order homogeneous in its arguments N and
M . This is a requirement for the validity of the Gibbs-
Duhem relation Eq. 23. The proof consisted of deriving
expressions for the particle chemical potential µ and lat-
tice chemical potential ν, combining them according to
µN + νM and showing that the result reproduces the
model free energy Eq. 1. It was an exercise in differen-
tiation of the Langmuir entropy Eq. 4. This will now be
repeated for the model free energy Fe of Eq. 47 for the
compressible lattice model. The task is showing that it
is of the form of Eq. 38 which now includes a mechanical
contribution −pV .
The chemical part proceeds as in section II B. The lat-
tice is extended by dM sites simultaneous with insertion
of dN = cdM particles to maintain constant occupa-
tion. The corresponding increase in free energy is given
by Eq. 19. To evaluate this energy it is necessary to
make a step back and use the expression for µ and ν in
terms of the stretch J prior to the linearization in the
strain ǫ. These are Eq. 65 for ν and Eq. 79 for µ with
Eq. 70 for the molecular pressure. Evaluating the linear
combination Eq. 19 using these expressions we obtain

ν + cµ = fs − cIb + cp⋆c −
1
2 (J + 1)σj (81)

Replicating Eq. 20 for the rigid lattice fs is the entropy
per site of Eq. 4. fs is fully determined by c = N/M
which is an intensive state variable. For a deformable
lattice there is second intensive state variable. This is
the stretch J ∝ V/M which must be kept constant as
well during enlargement. The increment in volume con-
sistent with an increase in M keeping J fixed is found by
inverting Eq. 29

dV = JdVR = JvcRdM (82)

Multiplying with the pressure gives the corresponding
change in mechanical energy

pdV = pJvcRdM = p⋆JdM (83)

where Eq. 45 was used in the second step. Substituting
Eq. 72 for the pressure and adding to Eq. 81 we obtain
after some rearranging

ν + cµ− p⋆J =fs − cIb − p⋆cJ + cp⋆c

− 1
2 (J + 1)σj + Jσj (84)

The sum of second and third term on the rhs can be can
be transformed using Eqs. 70 and 77

cIb + p⋆cJ = c (I + p⋆c) (85)

This operation restores the density dependent site bind-
ing energy I = I(ρ). Similarly the last two terms add
up to the elastic energy gj applying Eq. 64. Gathering
terms we find

ν + cµ− p⋆J = fs − cI + gj (86)

Multiplying byM delivers the identity we have been look-
ing for

Mν +Nµ− pV = Fs −NI +Mgj (87)

The left hand side is the general Euler-Gibbs equation of
Eq. 38. The right hand side is the specific constitutive
free energy expression Eq. 47. The equality Eq. 87 pro-
vides a justification for adding the Gibbs-Duhem deriva-
tive relations Eqs. 43 and 46 to the tools for exploration
of the properties the model LC system of section III C.
Strictly speaking, this detailed confirmation is redun-
dant. The model free energy function is extensive by
construction as is clear from Eq. 52. Still Eq. 87 is useful
as validation of the expressions for µ, ν and p⋆ derived
in section IV. In particular it gives further confidence in
Eq. 65 (or the linearized version Eq. 75) as ν is not part
of standard presentations of LC theory.

C. Eigenstrain, selfstress and compressibilty

A further special feature of the model is the separation
of the pressure in a density dependent molecular pres-
sure and elastic stress (Eq. 72) The distinction between
these two sources of stress leads to a refinement of the
composition strain in LC theory. We will approach this
borrowing a powerful concept from the continuum me-
chanics of defects, namely eigenstrain34–37. The strain in
the compressible lattice is found by inverting the linear
pressure strain relation of Eq. 73.

ǫ =
γbc− p⋆

γbc+ αj
(88)

The strain Eq. 88 is a rational function of occupation c.
This is a chemomechanical effect and indeed c appears
multiplied by the coupling parameter γb. As a result,
there is a finite residual strain at zero pressure

ǫ0 =
γbc

γbc+ αj
(89)

This is the eigenstrain for our model. ǫ0 vanishes for
γb = 0. The corresponding elastic stress is obtained by
multiplying by αj .

σj0 =
αjγbc

γbc+ αj
(90)
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Both ǫ0 and σj0 are positive quantities for γb > 0. The
physical picture is that the molecular pressure induces a
finite elastic dilatation compensating for repulsive parti-
cle interaction. ǫ0 is an example of an ”eigenstrain”. In
the same terminology the tension σ0

j of Eq. 90 is often
referred to as ”self stress”.
Eigenstrain also affects elastic response. The bulkmod-
ulus in the linear elasticity theory of closed systems is
defined as the strain derivative of pressure for fixed N .

BN = −

(

∂p⋆

∂ǫ

)

N

(91)

p⋆ is the scaled pressure of Eq. 45. This multiplies the
bulk modulus by the same factor vcR. We could have
made this explicit by appending a star to BN consistent
with the notation for pressure. However, pressure, wher-
ever it occurs in the derivation of response functions, is
p⋆ and leaving out the star except for the pressure itself
should not lead to confusion.
The elastic response of the compressible lattice gas is
derived from the differential of the pressure Eq. 73

dp⋆ = γb (1− ǫ) dc− (γbc+ αj) dǫ (92)

In a closed system dc = 0. This eliminates the first term
in Eq. 92 resulting in a simple expression for BN

BN = αj + γbc ≡
1

κN
(93)

The last identity defines the corresponding closed system
compressibility. Replacing the dominator in Eq. 89 for
the eigenstrain by BN converts this equation to

ǫ0 = κNγbc (94)

Eigenstrain increases in softer systems.
The eigenstrain ǫ0 of Eq. 89 plays the role of the com-
position strain in LC theory2,3. However, while ǫ0 and
the LC composition strain are physically the same effect,
there is a difference in formal definition. Rather than
the pressure (Eq. 73), LC resolve total strain in an elas-
tic and composition component. Restricted to isotropic
volume dilatation this amounts to

ǫ = −3κjp
⋆ + 3ηc (95)

η is the linear LC chemomechanical coupling parameter.
Setting p⋆ = 0 in Eq. 95 should leave us with the LC
equivalent of eigenstrain

ǫ0 = 3ηc (96)

Comparing to Eq. 94 we can make the identification

3η = κNγb (97)

Substituting in Eq. 93 the interacting compressibility can
be cast in the form of a correction to bare lattice elastic
constant.

κN = κj (1− 3ηc) (98)

This is for closed systems. The effect of particle exchange
with the environment will be investigated in the next
section.
This subsection on eigenstrain is also a suitable place for
a brief word about the definition of the reference frame
for elastic deformation. The concept of eigenstrain is also
helpful in clarifying this issue which is rather subtle in
LC theory. The reference frame is normally the frame in
which the elastic stress vanishes. In the simple hydro-
static system of the paper this is σj of Eq. 61. The com-
plication is that the total pressure in this state may still
be finite due to chemomechanical coupling. This is made
explicit in the paper by introduction of the molecular
pressure Eq. 70. The other way around, elastic stress can
be non-zero under zero total pressure. This is the self-
stress of Eq. 90 which is the elastic stress corresponding
to the eigenstrain. The conclusion is that the reference
state is the unstressed lattice of a hypothetical (ideal)
non-interacting model (γb = 0). As in solution theory
reference states have not be accessible to experiment.

VI. SUSCEPTIBILITIES

A. Miscelaneous response coefficients

Enlarging thermodynamic state space with more vari-
ables substantially increases the combination of possible
response functions. The example, studied in detail by
LC are the elastic constants. In the standard definition
of the bulk modulus of a solid the number of particles is
fixed as expressed by Eq. 91. Alternatively, differentia-
tion with respect to strain can be carried out for an open
system under constant µ conditions.

Bµ = −

(

∂p⋆

∂ǫ

)

µ

(99)

In the usual notation the two options are distinguished by
the lower index specifying which thermodynamic variable
is constrained. It is understood in this section that the
number of lattice sites M is fixed. Temperature is as
everywhere in this study constant. Swapping pressure
and strain in the derivative of Eq. 99 defines an open
system compressibility.

κµ = −

(

∂ǫ

∂p⋆

)

µ

(100)

The obvious question is whether Bµ and κµ are each
others inverse. This is one of the issues investigated in
this section on response coefficients. Anticipating the
result, the answer is that in principle the product Bµκµ
is not unity but discrepancies are in practice small.
In the extended thermodynamics of solids there are two
in principle different site occupation susceptibilities. Ei-
ther volume is kept constant

χV =

(

∂c

∂µ

)

V

(101)
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or pressure

χp =

(

∂c

∂µ

)

p

(102)

For mixed (or cross) derivates there is a choice varying
either strain, equivalent to varying volume relative to a
fixed reference,

ξV =

(

∂c

∂ǫ

)

µ

= −

(

∂p⋆

∂µ

)

V

(103)

or pressure keeping the chemical potential constant.

ξp =

(

∂c

∂p⋆

)

µ

= −

(

∂ǫ

∂µ

)

p

(104)

Second identities in Eqs. 103 and 104 follow fromMaxwell
rules. Eq. 104 It is a formulation of the (µ, p, T ) cross
derivative equation

(

∂N

∂p

)

µ

= −

(

∂V

∂µ

)

p

(105)

Dividing by VR using Eqs. 29 and 30 gives

1

vcR

(

∂c

∂p

)

µ

= −

(

∂J

∂µ

)

p

(106)

Then substitution of Eqs. 33 and 45 changes this to
Eq. 104. Eq. 103 follows from the equivalent derivation
for a (µ, V, T ) system.
Measurement of the mixed response function ξp requires
stability under open isobaric isothermal conditions. This
is a key property of a LC network solid and ξp is well
defined for the compressible lattice gas model of section
III. ξV on the other hand, describes the response of a
(µ, V, T ) system applying to both solids and liquids. The
difference between ξp and ξV is therefore of special inter-
est for the characterization of crystal rigidity.

B. (µ, V, T ) response functions

The root equation for χV of Eq. 101 is the differential of
the chemical potential Eq. 80

dµ =
kBT

c (1− c)
dc+ γb (1− ǫ) dc− γbcdǫ (107)

To determine the partial derivative of occupation with
respect to chemical potential at constant volume the dif-
ferential is first rearranged to

(

1

βhc
+ γb (1− ǫ)

)

dc = dµ+ γbcdǫ (108)

Introducing the limiting ”Langmuir” susceptibility

χ = βhc (109)

and setting dǫ = 0 we obtain for the susceptibility Eq. 101

χV =
χ

1 + γbχ (1− ǫ)
(110)

χV is positive and tends to zero approaching full occupa-
tion (h = 0). We also give the expression for the lowest
order approximation in γb

χV = χ (1− γbχ (1− ǫ)) (111)

which will be used in later analysis.
To obtain the response ξV of occupation to a change of
volume we apply Eq. 103 in Maxwell form and use Eq. 92
to relate ξV to χV . The result derived in the appendix is

ξV = −γb (1− ǫ)χV (112)

We already have an expression for χV . This is Eq. 110.
Substituting yields

ξV = −
γbχ (1− ǫ)

1 + γbχ (1− ǫ)
(113)

ξV is negative except at full occupation where χ = 0.
Isotropic expansion creates further vacancies. Contrac-
tion leads to adsorption. For the interpretation of this
somewhat counterintuitive observation keep in mind that
occupation c = N/M is not identical to particle density.
c is a material density differing from the deformed den-
sity ρ by a factor 1/J (see Eq. 35). These trends are
already reflected in the first order approximation in γb of
ξV which is given below for later reference

ξV = −γbχ (1− ǫ) (114)

Eq. 92 for the differential of the pressure is used again
to obtain an expression for the open system bulk mod-
ulus Bµ (Eq. 99). This a bootstrap operation similar to
Eq. 112 establishing a relation between Bµ and ξV . The
proof can be found in the appendix.

Bµ = BN − γb (1− ǫ) ξV (115)

Again the negative sign of ξV has physical implications.
Opening a system up for particle exchange makes it more
rigid. Substituting Eq. 113 we find

Bµ = BN +
γ2bχ (1− ǫ)2

1 + γbχ (1− ǫ)
(116)

To lowest order in the interaction parameter γb this can
be approximated as

Bµ = BN + γ2bχ (1− ǫ)
2

(117)

The change in bulkmodulus is quadratic in the chemome-
chanical coupling parameter consistent with LC theory.
However, since χ ∝ h, this effect can only be detected
in crystals with a sufficient number of vacancies as was
already pointed out by LC.
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C. (µ, p, T ) response functions

Determination of the particle susceptibility for the
(µ, V, T ) system in section VIB was based on manipula-
tion of the differential of the chemical potential. It should
in principle be feasible to extend this approach to isobaric
conditions but this will be much more cumbersome be-
cause of the added chemical potential dependence of the
strain. Fortunately under (µ, p, T ) control there is an
alternative route exploiting the Gibbs adsorption equa-
tions Eq. 43 and 46. Instead of µ the main constitutive
input is now expression Eq. 65 for the lattice chemical
potential ν. The corresponding small strain approxima-
tion is given in Eq. 75. Formal thermodynamic calculus
requires a certain rigor to be useful. The infinitesimal
strain approximation risks obscuring fundamental ther-
modynamic identities. It is therefore better to retain the
full stretch J as the elastic degree of freedom deferring
linearization to the final result. Examples of LC theory
for finite deformation (including shear) can be founds in
Refs. 4,32,38 and 39.
Returning to the original Eq. 65 the differential of the
lattice site chemical potential is written as

dν = kBT

(

dh

h

)

− αjJdJ (118)

where we changed over from occupation c to vacancy pop-
ulation h = 1−c. Both χp and ξp can be determined from
this differential. We start with the mixed response ξp of
Eq. 104. The partial derivative of ν with respect to pres-
sure at constant chemical potential should be according
to Eq. 118

(

∂ν

∂p⋆

)

µ

=
kBT

h

(

∂h

∂p⋆

)

µ

− αjJ

(

∂J

∂p⋆

)

µ

(119)

The left hand side can replaced by J on account of the
derivative Gibbs-Duhem Eq. 46. The partial derivative
of h on the right hand side is minus ξp.

J = −
kBT

h
ξp − αjJ

(

∂J

∂p⋆

)

µ

(120)

The remaining partial derivative of J is the open system
compressibility κµ of Eq. 100. As demonstrated in the
appendix κµ can be written as

κµ = κN

(

1−
γb
J
ξp

)

(121)

Substituting in Eq. 120 the resulting equation can be
represented as a closed form equation for ξp. The solution
of this equation can be expressed as

ξp = −
βhJǫ0

1 + βhγb (1− ǫ0)
(122)

ǫ0 is the eigenstrain of Eq. 94 and is first order in γb.
For a lowest order approximation in chemomechanical

interaction the denominator in Eq. 122 can therefore be
simply omitted giving for ξp

ξp = −βhJǫ0 = −γbκNχJ (123)

In the second step Eq. 94 is used again combining the fac-
tor c with h in the Langmuir susceptibility χ of Eq. 109.
ξp is negative and vanishes for an uncoupled system, in
common with ξV , the (µ, V, T ) counterpart (Eq. 114).
With this estimate for ξp we can complete Eq. 121 and
obtain an approximate expression for κµ

κµ = κN
(

1 + κNγ
2
bχ

)

(124)

The open system correction to the closed system com-
pressibility κN is second order γb.
Continuing with the evaluation of χp we use Eq. 118
switching partial derivatives to obtain the derivative with
respect to chemical potential at constant pressure.

(

∂ν

∂µ

)

p⋆

=
kBT

h

(

∂h

∂µ

)

p⋆

− αjJ

(

∂J

∂µ

)

p⋆

(125)

Applying Eq. 43 the derivative on the left hand side
is equated to (minus) to the occupation. The partial
derivatives on the right hand side can again be related
to response coefficients introduced in section VIA. The
derivative of h is (minus) χp and the derivative of J is
ξp. Multiplying by βh gives and equation for χp

χp = χ+ αjβhξpJ (126)

with χ the Langmuir susceptibility defined in Eq. 109.
We already have an expression for ξp. This is Eq. 122.
Inserting in Eq. 126 produces a rather complicated ex-
pression which is not very informative. The approxima-
tion to lowest order in γb using Eq. 123 instead is more
transparent. It has again the form of a correction to the
Langmuir susceptibility χ

χp = χ
(

1− γbβhJ
2
)

(127)

D. Comparison and analysis of response functions

An essential questionj for the evaluation of the results
for the response coefficients of section VIC is whether
they are in argreement with the original expressions de-
rived by LC. This concerns in particular the open system
compressibility considered a highlight of the LC theory
of chemomechanical interaction10. This response func-
tion was denoted κµ and was defined in Eq. 100. Using
Eq. 97 the expression Eq. 124 for κµ can be written as

κµ = κN + 9χη2 (128)

The open system compressibility κµ of Eq. 128 is identi-

cal to the LC result denoted by
(

K−1
)⋆

given in Eq. 5.6
of Ref. 2. We have assumed that the reference compress-
ibility K−1 in the LC expression can be equated with
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the full compressibility of the closed system κN . This is
a somewhat delicate point. Referring back to Eq. 98, κN
itself is dependent on η to first order.
Considering we have assumed interactions are repulsive
(γb > 0) the main statement of Eq. 123 for ξp is that
compression of an open system creates vacancies. This is
what is expected and is consistent with the response to
contraction as implied by Eq. 114 for ξV . The difference
is that ξp scales with the compliance κj = 1/αj of the
bare lattice as shown by the ratio to lowest order in the
interaction parameter

ξp
ξV

= κjJ
2 (129)

The ξp coefficient seems to contain more information
about occupation-strain coupling than ξV . In particular,
the cross relation Eq. 104 predicts that the lattice gas
crystal expands in response to isobaric increase of the
chemical potential. This behaviour can be compared to
swelling of an elastic porous solid. The change in volume
is more pronounced in softer crystals.
While the difference between ξp and ξV can be given a
physical explanation, it is not so clear what distinguishes
χp from χV . Eq. 127 for χp and Eq. 111 for χV look
rather similar. However there is a difference, which is
best exposed by working out the increment χp − χV for
zero pressure near full occupation (χ ≈ βh).

χp − χV = −3κj (γbβh)
2

(130)

χp−χV is proportional to κj as was the ratio between ξp
and ξV . The dependence of population susceptibility on
compressibility is a sign of chemomechanical coupling.
However, the effect is second order both in γb and the
vacancy population and will therefore be practically in-
significant. The same applies to the product Bµκµ. As
shown in the appendix deviations from unity are even
third order in γb. The main effect is the mechanical re-
sponse as captured by Eqs. 117 and 129.

VII. COMMENT ON MICROSCOPIC METHODS

A. Molecular simulation

The detailed results presented in previous sections have
been derived for the compressible lattice gas crystal spec-
ified in section III. Strictly speaking they are only valid
for this model. The basis for the model is the Larché-
Cahn theory of composition-strain coupling2,3. The con-
sensus in material science is that this theory captures the
essence of the thermomechanics of crystals. Some of our
observations are therefore more general. In particular
the discussion of the extended thermodynamics of sec-
tion III B could also be relevant for the interpretation of
results obtained by microscopic theory and methods such
as molecular simulation and classical density functional

theory. In this section we will briefly investigate possible
links starting with molecular simulation.

One of the first simulations of the thermodynamics of
solids is the pioneering Monte Carlo study by Swope
and Andersen15. The focus was on vacancy formation.
The calculations were supported by theoretical analysis
in which the variation of the number of lattice sites played
a central role. This was later extended by Frenkel16 and
more recently by Kofke19. Taking out particles creates
vacancies. Particle number N decreases, while the num-
ber of lattice sitesM remains the same. From a statistical
mechanical perspective this is a grand canonical proce-
dure balancing the cost in binding energy against the gain
in entropy. Alternatively, we can imagine a hypothetical
process of adding lattice sites without changing N . This
is a canonical operation. The occupation is diluted. This
raises the entropy and, if interactions are repulsive, also
the energy is lowered. Then what is stopping the sys-
tem multiplying its lattice sites without topping up parti-
cles? This question has been discussed at length in Monte
Carlo simulation literature of crystals15–19. Such a move
is in principle allowed in Gibbs ensemble simulation40

and under favourable circumstances also observed41.

LC theory has an answer to this question. Compress-
ibility couples the number of sites to the elastic energy.
This was the point made in section III A. If the lattice is
elastic, the operation of adding lattice sites at constant
N can be carried out at fixed actual volume V . Even if
there are no changes to N/V , cell volume V/M shrinks
and system is effectively strained isochorically. The elas-
tic energy goes up competing with the increase in en-
tropy. From a purely atomistic perspective this is more
difficult to understand. If there is no change in N and V ,
the density remains the same and therefore, one would
assume, the forces between atoms as well. This is the
familiar picture for liquids. In the solid phase the emerg-
ing interaction responsible for rigidity interferes. This is
a collective effect which is ultimately based on the same
microscopic forces as in the liquid20.

Slotting in rows of particles in bulk crystals using ad-
vanced Monte Carlo moves is against the principle of LC
theory. The number of lattice sites in a single phase sys-
tem is assumed to be a conserved quantity even if the
system is open. This is what gives rise to a chemical po-
tential of the lattice with a finite value as argued in sec-
tion VA. The accretion mechanism driving the growth
of a solid is a separate two-phase process taking place
at an actual interface. Here Monte Carlo simulation has
also made major contributions (for a recent review see
Ref. 42). Also molecular dynamics (MD) simulation has
entered this field40. The study of the displacement of
interfaces is accessible to MD and is one of its most pro-
ductive applications, in particular for charged systems
where Monte Carlo methods are less effective. The fo-
cus of these investigations is on structure and kinetics.
Accelerated by enhanced sampling methods, MD has led
to major advances in microscopic understanding of inter-
faces and crystallization43–45.



13

LC theory as presented here has little to say about atom-
istic mechanism. However it does raise questions for the
thermodynamic analysis of simulation results which of-
ten ignore elasticity. This has become recently an issue
for simulation studies of solid-liquid nucleation and in-
terfaces, another popular topic in MD43–50 (for reviews
see Ref. 47 and 50). Vacancies are often ignored in these
investigations. The argument is that vacancy concentra-
tions are very low (typically 10−4 per site at coexistence,
see Ref. 23). However for the very same reason the cor-
responding logarithm is substantial (minus 0.2 to 0.3 eV
at ambient temperature). This is not a consideration
for the value of the chemical potential which is imposed
the liquid. However according to Eq. 75 the logarithm
of the concentration of the vacancies is coupled to elas-
tic volume stress. The result is a chemical mechanism
for induction of elastic stress by the liquid. The precise
amount of induced stress depends on the value of ν. In
this respect Eq. 75 can be regarded as a modification of
the Herring equation making a correlation between va-
cancy concentration and the total (normal) stress51 (see
also LC Ref. 2). There are however differences. In par-
ticular Herring and also LC make no distinction between
molecular and elastic stress. Detailed treatment of liquid-
solid interfaces will be deferred until shear stress has been
included. This is the subject of future publications.

B. Classical density functional theory

LC theory is based on a discrete lattice model. The dis-
tinction between solids and liquids is built in from the
start. The question of the microscopic nature of this
difference and how it might arise is crucial for the un-
derstanding of melting and freezing. This is a huge field
in condensed matter science struggling with a number of
still open fundamental questions52. Here we briefly com-
ment on some recent developments in the classical density
functional theory (cDFT) of solids23–25. The problem ad-
dressed in these studies is the computation of elastic con-
stants and the formation energy of vacancies. Vacancies
are characteristic of crystals and as pointed out in earlier
papers on crystal hydrodynamics20–22 can be considered
an order parameter in addition to shear elasticity. This
view is substantiated in the framework of cDFT by Fuchs
and colleagues24,25.
Volume elasticity is also an order parameter just as shear
elasticity and is correlated to vacancy formation. This
was the topic of section VA. The key step in making the
link between vacancies and volume strain was the sepa-
ration of pressure in a molecular and elastic component.
In a LC scheme this is simply a constitutive assumption
that can be implemented in a model. The question is
whether there is a microscopic foundation for this sepa-
ration. Volume elasticity is a rather elusive concept in
atomistic theory. It is not a primitive atomic interaction
but an emergent phenomenon revealing itself in changes
in long range statistical correlations.

LC theory may have even deeper implications for density
functional theory. The foundation of cDFT is the sta-
tistical mechanics of the grand-canonical ensemble53–55.
cDFT is in principle exact for the liquid state and in
the course of time a number of accurate approximate
functionals have been developed for hard core systems56.
These functionals have also been successfully applied to
crystals23,57. The question remains however whether a
theory based on (µ, V, T ) statistical mechanics for liquids
is in principle capable of covering the physics of solids
which can be stable under (µ, p, T ) conditions. Fluctua-
tions are different, at least at the level of LC theory as dis-
cussed section VI. This raises the question whether ignor-
ing free mechanical boundary conditions ultimately lim-
its the application of cDFT to solids. Here the statistical
mechanics of extended ensembles may provide guidance.
Such theories have been developed for nano systems26,27

or systems with long range interactions28. The conven-
tional Gibbs-Duhem relation breaks down under these
conditions. This research has been an inspiration and of
considerable help for the present work on LC theory.

VIII. CONCLUSION

A. Summary

The premis in this paper is that the rigidity of solids leads
to violation of the Gibbs-Duhem relation in its usual form
valid for liquids. The thermodynamic origin of the prob-
lem is that the size of the reference state for deformation
is an extensive variable by itself. If this is ignored in
system size scaling the elastic energy is not an extensive
quantity and neither is the total energy. Elasticity in this
respect is a long range effect as pointed out in textbooks
on solid continuum mechanics. The remedy explored in
the paper is to treat the volume of the reference state as
an extensive thermodynamic state variable in addition
to deformed volume and the number of particles. This
is consistent with the network principle of Larché-Cahn
(LC) theory of solids. The number of nodes of the net-
work (lattice sites) is postulated to be conserved under
deformation similar to the number of particles. This re-
stores the Gibbs-Duhem relation in extended form now
including the thermodynamic force conjugate to the num-
ber of lattice sites. The result is a form of extended ther-
modynamics for solids.
The extended thermodynamics was worked out for a
single-component LC crystal. The system is homoge-
neous. Shear deformation is ignored. The volume of
the reference state is uniquely determined by the num-
ber M of lattice sites. M is treated as the extensive
state variable complementing particle number N and de-
formed volume V . The thermodynamic force conjugate
toM can be formally regarded as a chemical potential of
immobile lattice sites. This chemical potential was given
the symbol ν in recognition of the similarity to the chem-
ical potential µ for the particles. Occupation and strain
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can be determined by partial differentiation of ν with
respect to particle chemical potential and the pressure
similar to a Gibbs isotherm.
The remainder of the paper is an illustration of how to
interpret the new thermodynamic force ν and how it can
be used in thermodynamic analysis. The theory was ap-
plied to a one-component LC crystal supplemented with
two uncommon constitutive assumptions. A single oc-
cupancy Langmuir entropy term in the total free energy.
The Fermi-Dirac like statistical mechanics generating the
corresponding entropy inherently accounts for the LC lat-
tice constraint. It also leads naturally to divergence of
the chemical potential approaching full occupation. Note
that the full range of occupations c = N/M is allowed.
A real crystal will be unstable beyond a certain number
of vacancies, but the model is not. The system is held
together by the lattice which survives depletion of par-
ticles and is in principle stable even when empty. This
unrealistic feature is an artefact common to all LC mod-
els including those with more than one component. Only
the far end c ≈ 1 is relevant.
A further non-standard constitutive element is separation
of the hydrostatic pressure in a molecular component de-
pending on the deformed density N/V and a bulk elastic
component determined by the volume strain proportional
to V/M . This combination defines the chemomechancial
coupling. The implication of this construction was in-
vestigated in an evaluation of the thermodynamic re-
sponse functions under open isobaric isothermal condi-
tions (µ, P, T ). This is best characterized by comparing
pressure induced adsorption to adsorption in response
to application of strain. It was found that the parame-
ter determining the deviation from (µ, V, T ) behaviour is
the compressibility of the bare lattice. It is indeed the
elastic stress and not molecular pressure that differen-
tiates a crystal form a liquid. This observation can be
seen as a validation of the corresponding decomposition
of pressure as modelling tool in LC theory.
The extended thermodynamics developed in the paper
is meant as an elaboration of LC theory in its original
formulation and is certainly not in conflict with it. To
be specific about what has been added and is new to the
best of our knowledge we mention in particular Eq. 75
relating the effective chemical potential of vacancies to
volume stress. Also the Gibbs-Duhem derivative Eqs. 43
and 46 are (most likely) new. These relations were ap-
plied in an investigation of pressure induced adsorption.
The resulting occupation susceptibility given in Eq. 123
may be original as well, or at least the author has not
encountered this expression in the literature he has stud-
ied.

B. Outlook

To conclude we briefly discuss what is missing from our
minimal model and what was left out in the thermody-
namic derivation. What is badly missing is shear strain

and stress. The isotropic constraint imposed on defor-
mation inhibits direct comparison to Larché-Cahn open
system mechanical properties. Introducing shear defor-
mation is a clear priority and is work in progress. A
further limitation is that we have not yet determined
the adsorption and equation of state. The expressions
for the response coefficients in section VI still contain
the occupation and strain as unknown quantities. This
was adequate for a characterization of chemomechani-
cal coupling but does not allow for definite evaluation.
This probably requires numerical methods which are an-
other item on the to-do-list. Finally, only single-phase
one-component systems were considered. The revolu-
tionary advancement of material science due to Larché-
Cahn is quantitative understanding of the behaviour of
multiphase alloys. This will also be the decisive test for
the extended thermodynamics proposed here and is still
wanting.
As explained in section VII part of the motivation of this
work was to bring Larché-Cahn theory to the attention
of the physical chemistry community. Macroscopic anal-
ysis in physical chemistry is dominated by liquid state
thermodynamics, which cannot always be transferred to
the solid state without adjustments. The author hopes
that this paper can be a contribution to this discussion.
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Appendix A: Lagrangian representation

1. Model energy per site

The isothermal Gibbs energy differential Eq. 37 defines
the conjugate forces for the extended thermodynamics
of section III B. These forces were evaluated in section
IV for the simple model hydrostatic crystal as given by
the expression Eq. 52 for the total free energy. The par-
tial derivatives of Eq. 52 were determined with V,N and
M as the independent state variables. V,N and M are
extensive quantities fully specifying the thermodynamic
state of a uniform deformed (Eulerian) state. The non-
linear thermomechanics of non-uniform systems is stated
in terms of Lagrangian variables. The Lagrangian ap-
proach is overly formal for our purpose. The results for
chemical potential and pressure can however be easily
transformed to the Eulerian representation of section IV
as will be shown in this appendix.
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The equivalent of a Lagrangian reference free energy den-
sity for lattice systems is the free energy per site. Accord-
ingly the free energy Eq. 47 is written as the product

Fe =Mfe (c, J) (A.1)

The free energy per site fe is a function of occupation
c (Eq. 3) and stretch J (Eq. 29) and consists of three
contributions

fe (c, J) = fs (c) + fb (c, J) + gj (J) (A.2)

fs (c) is the Langmuir entropy per site given in Eq. 4.
gj (J) is the elastic energy per site defined in Eq. 51.
fb (c, J) is the chemomechanical coupling term derived
from the density dependent binding energy Eq. 48

fb (c, J) = cI (ρ) = cI

(

c

vcRJ

)

(A.3)

where in the second identity the deformed density ρ was
converted to a function of c and J using Eq. 35.

2. Diffusion potential

Chemical potentials in LC theory are a delicate issue due
to the lattice constraint. For a fixed number of lattice
sites a particle can only be added by replacing another
particle or inserting it in empty site. The chemical poten-
tial of species is therefore relative to the chemical poten-
tial of special species selected as reference. These relative
chemical potentials are usually referred to as diffusion po-
tentials. This concept, distinguishing solids from liquids,
is explained in detail in Refs. 2,3 and 9.
For a single-component LC crystal the lattice constraint
is set by the unit sum of the population of particles and
vacancies c+ h = 1 which was already used in Eq. 12 in
the definition of the population of vacancies. The only
choice for reference for the chemical potential of particles
occupying a lattice with a fixed number of sites is the
chemical potential of vacancies. Provided the site free
energy satisfies this constraint its partial derivative with
respect to occupation

µR =

(

∂fe
∂c

)

J,M

(A.4)

can then be equated with the diffusion potential of the
particles. The subindex R has been appended to un-
derline that diffusion potential is a material (reference
frame) property. With M fixed a factorM can be moved
inside the differentiation in Eq. A.4. Furthermore, recall-
ing Eq. 29, the constant J condition for fixed M is the
same as holding V constant. Hence multiplying numera-
tor and denominator by M we immediately find that

(

∂fe
∂c

)

J,M

=

(

∂Fe

∂N

)

V,M

(A.5)

The diffusion potential Eq. A.4 is identical with the
chemical potential µ of Eq. 53.

3. Piola stress tensor

A similar argument applies to the relation between the
Cauchy pressure of section IVC and stress in the ref-
erence frame, the Piola stress. To verify this we go
all the way back to the basics of non-linear continuum
mechanics12. J is now the determinant of the coordinate
transformation between the reference manifold and the
space where the deformed body resides. This transfor-
mation is specified by the 3 × 3 matrix F of the deriva-
tives of the Cartesian coordinates xi, i = 1, 2, 3 of a mass
point in the deformed body (lower case x) with respect
to its coordinates Xi in reference space (capital X)

Fij =
∂xi
∂Xj

(A.6)

F is referred to as the deformation gradient. For isotropic
dilations F is proportional to the unit tensor I (matrix
elements Iij = δij)

F = J1/3
I (A.7)

giving for the determinant as required detF = J .
The Piola stress tensor is formally defined as the defor-
mation gradient derivative of the reference free energy
density ψR

TR =
∂ψR (ρR,F)

∂F
(A.8)

ψR is a function of F and the density ρR = Jρ in the
reference state. The corresponding stress tensor in the
deformed frame is the Cauchy stress tensor T and is re-
lated to TR by a Piola transformation12

T = J−1
TRF

T (A.9)

F
T is the transpose of F (FT

ij = Fji)
The reference energy density ψR for the model LC crystal
of section III C is the energy fe of Eq. A.1.

ψR =
fe (c, J)

vcR
(A.10)

The factor one over reference cell volume is needed to
represent the energy per lattice site as an energy density
in reference space. Substituting in Eq. A.8 and applying
the chain rule the Piola stress tensor can be written as

TR =
1

vcR

(

∂fe
∂J

)

c,M

∂J

∂F
(A.11)

Using the Jacobi rule for the derivative of a determinant

∂J

∂F
= JF−T (A.12)

we find

T
⋆
R = −p⋆RJF

−T (A.13)
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where T
⋆
R = vcRTR and p⋆R is defined as

p⋆R = −

(

∂fe
∂J

)

c,M

(A.14)

from which the (scaled) Cauchy stress tensor is obtained
using Eq. A.9

T
⋆ = −p⋆RF

−T
F

T = −p⋆RI (A.15)

Evaluating the trace we can conclude that the Cauchy
pressure is simply equal to p⋆R.

p⋆ = −
1

3
trT⋆ = p⋆R (A.16)

To proof that p⋆R is equal to the pressure Eq. 66 we apply
the same argument which led to Eq. A.5. Multiplying
numerator and denominator by M gives

(

∂fe
∂J

)

c,M

=

(

∂Fe

∂V

)

N,M

(A.17)

The Lagrangian route from the Piola stress tensor to the
Cauchy pressure is more involved than the volume deriva-
tive of section IVC. It seems to be however more general.
Note that Eq. A.7 was not used. All what was needed is
that detF = J . Shear deformation is allowed as long as
this condition is satisfied. The reason for this invariance
is that the hydrostatic free energy density Eq. A.10 sets
shear elastic moduli to zero. This was simply assumed in
the derivation of IVC.

4. Site grand Gibbs free energy

To explore a possible Lagrangian interpretation of the
lattice chemical potential ν we apply the definition of ν
(Eq. 58) to the total free energy in the form of Eq. A.1.
Differentiation with respect to M gives

ν = fe +M

(

∂fe
∂M

)

N,V

(A.18)

The second term is expanded using the chain rule

(

∂fe
∂M

)

N,V

=

(

∂fe
∂c

)

J,M

(

∂c

∂M

)

N

+

(

∂fe
∂J

)

c,M

(

∂J

∂M

)

V

(A.19)

The first partial derivatives of fe has been identified in
section A2 with the chemical potential µ and the second
with minus the pressure p⋆ in section A3. The derivatives
of c and J follow directly from their definitions (Eq. 3
respectively Eq. 29). Substitution in Eq. A.18 gives

ν = fe − µc+ p⋆J (A.20)

Multiplying by M using Eq. 45 to convert p⋆ back to p

νM = Fe − µN + pV (A.21)

we recover the double Legendre transform definition
Eq. 39 of the grand Gibbs free energy E . ν plays the
role of the grand Gibbs free energy per site also when
derived from the lattice Lagrangian form of total free en-
ergy Eq. A.1.
In section III B we saw that Gibbs free energy per particle
(the molar free energy enthalpy) for solids is in general
not equal to the chemical potential (Eq. 40). A similar
mismatch can be expected for the Gibbs free energy per
lattice site. This quantity, denoted by ge is defined as

ge = fe + p⋆J (A.22)

Rearranging Eq. A.20

ge − µc = ν (A.23)

confirms that a subsequent Legendre transform with re-
spect to occupation is not ending in a null potential. Note
that multiplying Eq. 40 by c directly delivers Eq. A.23 as
required by consistency. The other way around we can
carry out a Legendre transform with respect to c first
defining a grandpotential ωe per lattice site

ωe = fe − µc (A.24)

Substituting in Eq. A.20 then gives

ωe + p⋆J = ν (A.25)

This relation is the site counterpart of Eq. 41 for the
grand potential per volume. The two equations must
again be equivalent. Indeed Eq. A.25 can be obtained
from Eq. 41 by multiplication wth vc using Eqs. 31 and
32. Combining with Eq. 75

ωe = kBT lnh− γbc− ǫσj (A.26)

The chemical potential diverges in the limit of a vacancy
free crystal. Eq. A.26 indicates that the site grand po-
tential does so as well as already copuld be anticipated
from Eq. A.24.

Appendix B: Response involving the pressure

1. Proof of Eq. 112 for ξV

Several of the equations needed for the evaluation of re-
sponse coefficients in section VI relied on manipulating
the differential of the pressure Eq. 72 or the linearized
approximation Eq. 73. The proof of these equations is
more technical and was left to this appendix. For rea-
sons explained in the introduction of section VIC the full
stretch J will be retained as mechanical degree of free-
dom. This is in practice also more convenient. The small
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strain approximation is applied only to the final result.
The expression for the pressure prior to linearization in
the strain is Eq. 72. The differential is

dp⋆ =
γb
J
dc−

( γb
J2
c+ αj

)

dJ (B.1)

Even if volume and temperature are fixed, pressure can
still change in an open system as a result of an increase
in chemical potential. The corresponding differential of
pressure is found by setting dJ = 0 in Eq. B.1. The
remainder is a relation between isochoric the variation of
pressure and population with chemical potential

dp⋆ =
γb
J
dc (B.2)

Expressed in partial derivative form this becomes

(

∂p⋆

∂µ

)

V

=
γb
J

(

∂c

∂µ

)

V

(B.3)

The left hand side can be replaced by minus ξV on
account of the Maxwell relation Eq. 103. The partial
derivative on the right hand side is χV defined in Eq. 101.
Substituting and multiplying by −1 we obtain

ξV = −
γb
J
χV (B.4)

Approximating 1/J by 1 − ǫ we obtain Eq. 112 of the
main text.

2. Proof of Eq. 115 for Bµ

Returning to Eq. B.1 we carry out a similar operation as
in section B 1 interchanging the role of µ and J . This
extracts the partial derivative of pressure wrt to volume
(ie strain) at constant chemical potential.

(

∂p⋆

∂J

)

µ

=
γb
J

(

∂c

∂ǫ

)

µ

− (γbc+ αj) (B.5)

Noting that dJ = dǫ the left hand side is (minus) the
coefficient we looking for, the open system bulkmodulus
Bµ defined in Eq. 99. The first term on the right hand
side reproduces ξV multiplied by another factor γb/J .
We have already encountered the second term, this BN

of Eq. 93. Substituting all of this gives

Bµ = −
γb
J
ξV +BN (B.6)

The small strain approximation is Eq. 115.

3. Proof of Eq. 121 for κµ

The evaluation of the open system compressibility κµ
uses the differential of the pressure in conjunction with

Eq. 118 for the differential of ν. The number of lat-
tice sites M is rigorously conserved in the exploration
of response in section VI (no accretion). Fixed occupa-
tion (dc = 0) therefore implies fixed number of particels
(dN = 0). The prefactor of dJ in Eq. B.1 can there-
fore be viewed the deformation dependent version of the
closed system bulkmodulus of Eq. 93. Eq. B.1 can be
reformulated as

dp⋆ =
γb
J
dc+BNdJ (B.7)

and rearranged to a differential for J

dJ = κNdp
⋆ −

κNγb
J

dc (B.8)

where κN = 1/BN . For volume deformation dǫ = dJ and
we find for κµ as defined in Eq. 100

κµ = −

(

∂J

∂p⋆

)

µ

= −κN

(

1−
γb
J
ξp

)

(B.9)

which is Eq. 121 containing the ubiquitous cross suscep-
tibility ξp of Eq. 104.

4. Evaluation of Bµκµ

The task is to work out the product of Eqs. B.6 and B.9

Bµκµ =
(

BN −
γb
J
ξV

)(

κN −
γb
J
κNξp

)

(B.10)

and check by how much is deviates from unity. Multiply-
ing dropping the term proportional to γ2b

Bµκµ = BNκN −
γb
J

(ξV κN −BNκNξp)

= 1−
γb
J

(ξV κN − ξp) (B.11)

Using Eq. 129

Bµκµ = 1−
γb
J

(

κN − κjJ
2
)

ξV (B.12)

and also substituting the approximation Eq. 114 with the
inverse stretch 1/J restored

Bµκµ = 1−
(γb
J

)2
(

κN − κjJ
2
)

χ (B.13)

The discrepancy with unity is at least second order in
the coupling parameter γb. In fact it is effectively third
order. For infinitesimal strain κN − κjJ

2 hides another
factor γb. This follows from Eq. 93 for κN

κN − κjJ
2 =

γbc

γbc+ αj
+O(ǫ) (B.14)

1J. W. Gibbs, Collected works, Vol. 1 (Yale Univ. Press, New
Haven, 1948) also Dover NY (1957).



18
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