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ABSTRACT: The low-pressure phase behavior of 1-alcohol + n-alkane systems is investigated
by considering trends in the experimental data and the ability of SAFT models to predict the
data. Data for four new isobaric binary 1-alcohol + n-alkane systems at 40 kPa are presented in
this study, including 1-heptanol + n-octane, 1-octanol + n-nonane, 1-nonanol + n-decane, and
1-decanol + n-undecane. These systems were not azeotropic, although positive deviations from
ideality were observed. The CnOH + Cn+1 data were compared to the previously measured
data for the CnOH + Cn+2, CnOH + Cn+3, and CnOH + Cn+4 systems, and trends and
observations were elucidated. It was concluded that the azeotropic composition could be
predicted for other systems not considered in these studies based on the available data. Finally,
the modeling of the available n-alkane and 1-alcohol data was considered using the PC-SAFT
and SAFT-VR-Mie models, and SAFT-VR-Mie consistently outperformed PC-SAFT.

1. INTRODUCTION
Mixtures of alcohols and alkanes can be readily produced by
Fischer−Tropsch synthesis, depending on the reaction con-
ditions used such as the catalyst type, temperature, and
pressure.1,2 The hydrocarbons produced by the Fischer−
Tropsch process can be used as fuel sources and, depending
on the carbon number of the product, can also be used as
precursors in a variety of industries such as the surfactant and
detergent, plasticizer, foodstuff, or pharmaceutical industries.
The alcohols and alkanes are, however, required with reasonable
purity in order to be used for further processing in these
industries.
The separation of alcohol and alkane mixtures has been

increasingly researched for industrial application.2−6 The
separation of these mixtures is made difficult by the presence
of crossover boiling and melting points,7 as well as nonideal
phase behavior, and therefore, traditional separation methods
are ineffective. In order to better understand the nonideal phase
behavior observed, a systematic study into the phase behavior of
various alkane + alcohol mixtures was conducted. Previously,
experimental data for alkane + alcohol mixtures, where the
carbon chains differed by two,8 three,9 and four10 carbon atoms,
were measured and interpreted at 40 kPa. These series of
systems were specifically chosen to evaluate a large variety of
industrially relevant systems but to also allow a structured
investigation into the phase behavior of 1-alcohol + n-alkane
containing systems. Further, it is in these series of systems where
crossover boiling points and azeotropic behavior is present. A
pressure of 40 kPa was chosen to ensure that the saturation
temperature of the pure components was reduced sufficiently
below the 523.15 K maximum of the experimental setup and

decomposition of compounds did not occur, while also greatly
improving operability of the setup. Additionally, the data are
further useful to improve current extractive distillation processes
which is used to separate detergent range 1-alcohols and n-
alkanes, which is operated under vacuum conditions.11

The aim of this study is to present an investigation of the
phase behavior of 1-alcohol + n-alkane systems, where the n-
alkane has between 1 and 4 carbon atoms more than the 1-
alcohol. This investigation was conducted by first presenting
new experimental data for four new experimental vapor−liquid
equilibrium data sets at 40 kPa, including 1-heptanol + n-octane,
1-octanol + n-nonane, 1-nonanol + n-decane, and 1-decanol + n-
undecane. Second, the phase behavior for 1-alcohol + n-alkane
systems was analyzed considering four series of systems
including the CnOH + Cn+1, CnOH + Cn+2, CnOH + Cn+3, and
CnOH + Cn+4 series to elucidate trends within and between the
various homologous series. Third, the thermodynamic modeling
was conducted on the experimental data using the statistical
associating fluid theory (SAFT) type models as, although
experimental work is necessary to understand the phase
behavior properties of mixtures, a suitable thermodynamic
model is further required to aid in the design of industrial
processes. To this end, the mixtures investigated in this work are
also modeled with the PC-SAFT and SAFT-VR Mie equations

Special Issue: In Honor of Gabriele Sadowski

Received: June 9, 2023
Accepted: August 4, 2023
Published: August 15, 2023

Articlepubs.acs.org/jced

© 2023 The Authors. Published by
American Chemical Society

623
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.3c00346

J. Chem. Eng. Data 2024, 69, 623−638

This article is licensed under CC-BY 4.0

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

vi
a 

D
T

IC
 N

A
T

L
 T

E
C

H
 I

N
FO

R
M

A
T

IO
N

 C
T

R
 o

n 
M

ar
ch

 1
9,

 2
02

4 
at

 1
3:

29
:3

3 
(U

T
C

).
Se

e 
ht

tp
s:

//p
ub

s.
ac

s.
or

g/
sh

ar
in

gg
ui

de
lin

es
 f

or
 o

pt
io

ns
 o

n 
ho

w
 to

 le
gi

tim
at

el
y 

sh
ar

e 
pu

bl
is

he
d 

ar
tic

le
s.

https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Susanna+H.+du+Plessis"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Sonja+A.+M.+Smith"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Carla+Latsky-Galloway"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Cara+E.+Schwarz"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/showCitFormats?doi=10.1021/acs.jced.3c00346&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jced.3c00346?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jced.3c00346?goto=articleMetrics&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jced.3c00346?goto=recommendations&?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jced.3c00346?goto=supporting-info&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jced.3c00346?fig=tgr1&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/toc/jceaax/69/2?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/toc/jceaax/69/2?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/toc/jceaax/69/2?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/toc/jceaax/69/2?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/toc/jceaax/69/2?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/toc/jceaax/69/2?ref=pdf
pubs.acs.org/jced?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.3c00346?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://pubs.acs.org/jced?ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/jced?ref=pdf
https://acsopenscience.org/researchers/open-access/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


of state, models which take nonidealities in both the vapor and
the liquid phase into account.

2. EXPERIMENTAL DATA FOR THE CNOH + CN+1
SYSTEMS
2.1. The Experimental Setup and Procedure. A Pilodist

VLE100 model all-glass dynamic recirculating still was used to
measure the isobaric T−xy data presented in this study. A
detailed schematic of the still and a description of the still
operation are provided in previous publications.12,13

In order to generate a single vapor−liquid equilibrium data
point, the still is charged with a binary alkane + alcohol mixture
through the feed buret into the mixing chamber. The still is
sealed off from the atmosphere, after which the vacuum pump
and immersion heater are turned on. The subatmospheric
pressure set point is maintained by manually throttling the
vacuum pump using a needle valve, ensuring that the set point is
maintained to within 0.2 kPa. The mixing chamber is connected
to the boiling chamber, which contains the immersion heater
that partially vaporizes the mixture. The vaporization forces the
two-phase mixture through the Cottrell tube, where contact
between the phases takes place and equilibrium is attained. From
the Cottrell tube, the two-phase mixture pushes into the
equilibrium chamber, and the phases are separated. The liquid
phase is recirculated from the bottom of the equilibrium
chamber into the mixing chamber. The vapor phase is
recirculated from the top of the equilibrium chamber, where it
is condensed and also recirculated into the mixing chamber. A
magnetic stir bar ensures that the mixture is sufficiently mixed in
the mixing chamber, and recirculation of the phases continues.
A Pt-100 probe that measures the equilibrium temperature is

situated in the equilibrium chamber and is in contact with both
phases as they exit the Cottrell tube. After the mixture has
recirculated for approximately 1 h, the vapor and liquid phases
are sampled through the sampling ports by briefly opening the
solenoid valves. The equilibrium temperature of the mixture and
pressure of the still are noted as the stable values observed in the
10 min prior to sampling.
The vapor and liquid samples are subsequently prepared for

gas chromatography analysis by adding 30 μL of both samples
and internal standard (2-pentanol) to separate 1.5 mL vials. The
sample and internal standard are weighed accurately to 0.00001
g. The 1.5 mL vial is filled with the gas chromatography solvent
(methanol), after which 100 μL of the sample was diluted in 1.4
mL of methanol. The gas chromatograph used for the analyses

was an Agilent 7890B model and was equipped with either
Agilent DB-FFAP or Agilent HP-5 columns.

Table 1. Supplier and Product Information, CAS Numbers, Chemical Purities as Indicated by the Supplier, and Water Content
for All Chemicals Used in the Experimental Measurementsa

Component CAS number Supplier Product number Purityb Water contentc

methanol 67-56-1 Sigma-Aldrich 34860 ≥0.99 0.0005
2-pentanol 31087-44-2 Fluka 76942 ≥0.98 0.0011
1-heptanol 111-70-6 Sigma-Aldrich 10214549 ≥0.99 0.0009
1-octanol 111-87-5 Sigma-Aldrich 102152069 ≥0.99 0.0003
1-nonanol 143-08-8 Sigma-Aldrich 102087521 ≥0.99 0.0008
1-decanol 112-30-1 Sigma-Aldrich 10104222 ≥0.99 0.0006
n-octane 111-65-9 Sigma-Aldrich 102161762 ≥0.99 0.0008
n-nonane 111-84-2 Sigma-Aldrich 102148072 ≥0.99 0.0002
n-decane 124-18-5 Sigma-Aldrich 1002940415 ≥0.99 0.0002
n-undecane 1120-21-4 Sigma-Aldrich 102145685 ≥0.99 0.0002

aPurities and water content indicated as mass fraction. bChemical purities (mass fraction) as stated by the supplier and confirmed by GC-MS.
cWater content (mass fraction) determined by Karl Fischer titrations.

Table 2. Experimental VLE Data for the 1-Heptanol (1) + n-
Octane (2) System at Pressure p = 40 kPa, Given at
Temperature T, Liquid Mole Fraction x1, and Vapor Mole
Fraction yi

a

T/K x1/mol·mol−1 y1/mol·mol−1

368.55 0.000 0.000
368.72 0.016 0.009
368.54 0.029 0.015
369.02 0.037 0.018
369.06 0.043 0.020
369.05 0.044 0.021
369.67 0.097 0.034
369.93 0.123 0.038
370.31 0.158 0.043
370.61 0.180 0.044
371.18 0.239 0.049
371.72 0.283 0.054
371.99 0.302 0.055
372.44 0.339 0.059
373.09 0.378 0.065
374.14 0.443 0.072
374.75 0.465 0.077
376.00 0.515 0.090
377.99 0.602 0.107
381.62 0.686 0.137
388.38 0.798 0.221
393.83 0.854 0.279
396.32 0.875 0.322
397.69 0.882 0.344
400.37 0.901 0.399
404.25 0.925 0.483
408.59 0.950 0.590
409.42 0.953 0.605
412.04 0.965 0.695
415.17 0.979 0.791
419.08 0.996 0.949
420.52 1.000 1.000

aUncertainties were calculated for each individual point, and for each
data point, the combined standard uncertainties are no larger than
u(T) = 0.31 K, u(x1) = 0.008 mol·mol−1, u(y1) = 0.008 mol·mol−1,
and u(P) = 0.2 kPa. Individual data point uncertainties are provided
in the Supporting Information in Table S.18.
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2.2. Materials. The materials used in this study were the
same as those used in the previous studies.8,9 Table 1 presents
the list of chemicals that were relevant for the systems presented
in this study, including the chemical supplier, CAS numbers,
indicated purity, and water content. GC-mass spectrometry
(GC-MS) was used to ensure negligible contamination of the
chemicals and adherence to the purities indicated by the
suppliers. Furthermore, Karl Fischer titrations were performed
to ensure that the water content of the chemicals was negligible
prior to using it for experimentation.
Pure component vapor pressure curves were also generated

prior to experimentation and compared to the literature as
additional confirmation of the chemical purities. These data,
along with the experimental pure component boiling temper-
atures, were provided in previous studies and showed good
agreement with literature data.8,9

2.3. Uncertainty. The uncertainties associated with the
temperature, pressure, and composition measurements that are
reported were determined by using the recommendations in the
Evaluation of Measurement Data�Guide to Expression of
Uncertainty in Measurement (GUM).14 All uncertainties that

are reported were determined as the combined standard
uncertainties, taking all of the uncertainty contributions into
account in accordance with the law of uncertainty propagation.
The contributions that were taken into account for each of the
measurements are provided in the Supporting Information,
along with the individual uncertainties that were calculated for
each of the experimental data points.
2.4. Thermodynamic Consistency. Although the reli-

ability of the newly measured experimental data was ensured by
verifying the equipment and procedure in our previous work,8,9

and by conducting uncertainty analysis, the thermodynamic
consistency of the newly measured data must also be ensured.
To this end, the newly measured data were tested for
thermodynamic consistency by means of the L/WWisniak,15,16

McDermott−Ellis,17 and Fredenslund18 consistency tests as
recommended byWisniak et al.19 Information on these tests and
pure component parameters used, as well as the point-to-point
consistency results for the L/W Wisniak and McDermott−Ellis
tests and the Fredenslund test results, is provided in the
Supporting Information.

Table 3. Experimental VLE Data for the 1-Octanol (1) + n-
Nonane (2) System at Pressure p = 40 kPa, Given at
Temperature T, Liquid Mole Fraction x1, and Vapor Mole
Fraction y1

a

T/K x1/mol·mol−1 y1/mol·mol−1

392.08 0.000 0.000
392.26 0.018 0.011
392.54 0.039 0.022
393.29 0.099 0.046
394.44 0.200 0.073
395.56 0.274 0.089
396.79 0.354 0.111
397.32 0.382 0.110
398.40 0.447 0.122
399.02 0.471 0.133
401.74 0.581 0.166
403.75 0.641 0.193
404.55 0.658 0.202
405.76 0.689 0.215
407.89 0.731 0.249
409.39 0.756 0.270
410.53 0.775 0.288
413.94 0.824 0.352
414.91 0.837 0.367
416.98 0.858 0.401
419.46 0.879 0.460
421.27 0.898 0.502
423.88 0.919 0.566
427.43 0.943 0.657
429.83 0.959 0.733
431.46 0.968 0.785
432.19 0.973 0.811
435.63 0.991 0.932
435.93 0.993 0.942
437.68 1.000 1.000

aUncertainties were calculated for each individual point, and for each
data point, the combined standard uncertainties are no larger than
u(T) = 0.26 K, u(x1) = 0.010 mol·mol−1, u(y1) = 0.009 mol·mol−1,
and u(P) = 0.18 kPa. Individual data point uncertainties are provided
in the Supporting Information in Table S.19.

Table 4. Experimental VLE Data for the 1-Nonanol (1) + n-
Decane (2) System at Pressure p = 40 kPa, Given at
Temperature T, Liquid Mole Fraction x1, and Vapor Mole
Fraction y1

a

T/K x1/mol·mol−1 y1/mol·mol−1

414.07 0.000 0.000
414.44 0.021 0.013
415.14 0.073 0.040
415.78 0.126 0.062
416.63 0.195 0.083
417.47 0.244 0.102
418.15 0.287 0.113
419.94 0.393 0.144
421.91 0.483 0.175
422.05 0.490 0.178
422.41 0.504 0.182
422.58 0.510 0.186
424.48 0.589 0.220
426.31 0.634 0.249
427.61 0.672 0.278
428.34 0.689 0.287
428.35 0.692 0.287
431.02 0.750 0.336
431.58 0.758 0.346
435.20 0.819 0.425
436.48 0.837 0.455
438.15 0.857 0.494
440.86 0.888 0.566
442.54 0.906 0.607
442.92 0.911 0.617
446.56 0.944 0.721
449.63 0.968 0.833
451.21 0.981 0.891
453.32 0.996 0.974
454.00 1.000 1.000

aUncertainties were calculated for each individual point, and for each
data point, the combined standard uncertainties are no larger than
u(T) = 0.27 K, u(x1) = 0.008 mol·mol−1, u(y1) = 0.007 mol·mol−1,
and u(P) = 0.18 kPa. Individual data point uncertainties are provided
in the Supporting Information in Table S.20.
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2.5. Experimental Data. The experimental T−xy data are
provided in Tables 2−5 for 1-heptanol + n-octane, 1-octanol +
n-nonane, 1-nonanol + n-decane, and 1-decanol + n-undecane,
respectively, while the data are provided graphically in Figure 1.
From Figure 1, it is clear that, as the carbon number of the

molecules increases, the size of the phase envelope decreases.
This is due to the difference in the pure component saturation
temperatures of the system decreasing as the molecule size
increases, therefore decreasing the relative volatility of the
system.
The reduction in the relative volatility is also evidenced in

Figure 2 where the systems with smaller molecules have an xy

Table 5. Experimental VLE Data for the 1-Decanol (1) + n-
Undecane (2) System at Pressure p = 40 kPa, Given at
Temperature T, Liquid Mole Fraction x1, and Vapor Mole
Fraction y1

a

T/K x1/mol·mol−1 y1/mol·mol−1

434.70 0.000 0.000
435.04 0.024 0.013
435.05 0.024 0.014
436.26 0.108 0.055
436.80 0.159 0.076
437.03 0.170 0.077
438.41 0.266 0.112
441.17 0.414 0.175
441.52 0.437 0.180
442.86 0.486 0.216
444.37 0.549 0.249
446.17 0.605 0.286
446.30 0.618 0.286
446.77 0.629 0.295
446.77 0.630 0.298
448.12 0.663 0.324
451.38 0.744 0.400
456.23 0.832 0.522
456.78 0.846 0.539
460.97 0.901 0.660
463.71 0.938 0.753
466.24 0.962 0.844
468.43 0.984 0.927
470.29 1.000 1.000

aUncertainties were calculated for each individual point, and for each
data point, the combined standard uncertainties are no larger than
u(T) = 0.32 K, u(x1) = 0.007 mol·mol−1, u(y1) = 0.006 mol·mol−1,
and u(P) = 0.2 kPa. Individual data point uncertainties are provided
in the Supporting Information in Table S.21.

Figure 1. Temperature, T, versus experimental liquid mole fraction, x1,
and experimental vapor mole fraction, y1, at pressure p = 40 kPa for 1-
heptanol (1) + n-octane (2) (blue markers), 1-octanol (1) + n-nonane
(2) (redmarkers), 1-nonanol (1) + n-decane (2) (gray markers), and 1-
decanol (1) + n-undecane (2) (green markers).

Figure 2. Vapor mole fraction, y1, versus liquid mole fraction, x1, at
pressure p = 40 kPa for 1-heptanol (1) + n-octane (2) (bluemarkers), 1-
octanol (1) + n-nonane (2) (red markers), 1-nonanol (1) + n-decane
(2) (gray markers), and 1-decanol (1) + n-undecane (2) (green
markers).

Figure 3. Experimentally calculated excess molar Gibbs energy, GmE , vs
liquid mole fraction, x1, for 1-heptanol (1) + n-octane (2) (blue
markers), 1-octanol (1) + n-nonane (2) (red markers), 1-nonanol (1) +
n-decane (2) (gray markers), and 1-decanol (1) + n-undecane (2)
(green markers). The numerical values for the excess molar Gibbs
energy are provided in the Supporting Information in Tables S.18−
S.21.
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graph that is further away from the x = y line, while the xy graphs
tend toward the x = y line as the molecule size increases.
From Figure 1 and Figure 2, it is clear that the systems

investigated do not present azeotropy, as no temperature
minimum is observed in Figure 1 and none of the xy graphs
intersect the x = y line. The systems did, however, display
positive deviations from ideality, which is evident from Figure 3,
as each of the systems exhibited molar excess Gibbs energies
which were greater than zero. These experimental molar excess
Gibbs energies were calculated from eq 1 where R refers to the
universal gas constant, T refers to the experimental temperature,
xi refers to the experimental mole fraction, and γi refers to the
experimentally determined activity coefficient:

=G RT x ln
i

n

i im
E

(1)

From Figure 3, it is surmised that, as the carbon chain of the n-
alkane and 1-alcohol increased, the deviation from ideality
decreased.
In contrast to the temperature−composition and composition

plots provided in Figure 1 and Figure 2, respectively, the molar
excess Gibbs energy plot shows some scatter. This is purely
because the difference in the saturation temperatures of the pure
components is significant; therefore, the equilibrium temper-
ature measured fluctuated up to 0.2 K. As themolar excess Gibbs
energy is a strong function of temperature, these fluctuations
increased the scatter of the GmE plots over the compositional
spectrum.

3. COMPARISON OF HOMOLOGOUS SERIES
Four series of binary 1-alcohol + n-alkane data sets have been
systematically measured, including CnOH + Cn+1, CnOH + Cn+2,
CnOH + Cn+3, and CnOH + Cn+4 systems where the n-alkanes
ranged from n-octane to n-tetradecane and the 1-alcohol ranged
from 1-pentanol to 1-decanol.8−10 Each of the data sets in the
previous and present studies were measured at a constant
pressure of 40 kPa, in order to investigate trends within each of
these series (with increasing molecular size) and between series
(as the alkane or alcohol remains constant and the other
molecule changes).
3.1. Effect of Molecular Size. The previous studies by

Schwarz and co-workers8−10 investigated the effect of molecule
size (that is, the effect of the increasing carbon number) within
the series where the n-alkane molecule was 2, 3, and 4 carbon
atoms larger than the 1-alcohol. Table 6 provides the azeotropic
temperature, azeotropic composition, and saturation temper-
ature difference for each series of systems considered.
Based on the data provided in Table 6 and the discussions

provided by Schwarz and co-workers,8−10 the trends that were
observed were similar in each of these series and can be
summarized as follows:

• As the molecular size of the 1-alcohol and n-alkane
increased, the azeotrope shifted toward the 1-alcohol-rich
side of the compositional spectrum. This could be
attributed to the saturation temperature of the n-alkanes
increasing more with molecular size than the 1-alcohols
thus reducing the difference in the saturation temperature
between the two pure components, as the molecule sizes
increase.

• As the molecular size of the 1-alcohol and n-alkane
increased, the deviation from ideality decreased, with the
smallest systems showing the largest deviation and

maxima on the molar excess Gibbs energy plots. The
degree of nonideality is thus dependent on the carbon
chain length of the pure components. This trend may be
explained by the fact that, as the molecular size increases,

Table 6. Experimental Azeotropic Temperature, Tazeotrope,
Azeotropic Mole Fraction in Terms of the 1-Alcohol,
x1,azeotrope, and the Experimental Difference between the Pure
Component Saturation Temperatures of the 1-Alcohol and n-
Alkane Tsat,difference

a for the CnOH +Cn+2,
8 CnOH +Cn+3,

9 and
CnOH + Cn+4

10 Systems at p = 40 kPa

System Tazeotrope/K
x1,azeotrope/
mol·mol−1 Tsat,difference

a/K

CnOH + Cn+2

1-hexanol + n-octane 368.2 0.060 34.0
1-heptanol + n-nonane 391.9 0.069 28.5
1-octanol + n-decane 414.0 0.072 23.5
1-nonanol + n-undecane 434.5 0.081 19.1
1-decanol + n-dodecane 453.8 0.083 16.3

CnOH + Cn+3

1-pentanol + n-octane 364.8 0.226 16.5
1-hexanol + n-nonane 387.7 0.288 10.6
1-heptanol + n-decane 409.3 0.353 6.7
1-octanol + n-undecane 429.3 0.409 2.8
1-nonanol + n-dodecane 448.3 0.473 0.2
1-decanol + n-tridecane 466.0 0.528 −1.5

CnOH + Cn+4

1-pentanol (1) +
n-nonane (2)

378.0 0.538 −7.7

1-hexanol (1) +
n-decane (2)

398.5 0.598 −11.8

1-heptanol (1) +
n-undecane (2)

416.8 0.690 −15.1

1-octanol (1) +
n-dodecane (2)

435.3 0.721 −17.3

1-decanol (1) +
n-tetradecane (2)

468.7 0.888 −19.9

aTsat,difference = Tsat,1‑alcohol − Tsat,n‑alkane.

Figure 4. Temperature, T, versus experimental liquid mole fraction, x1,
and experimental vapor mole fraction, y1, at pressure p = 40 kPa for 1-
octanol (1) + n-nonane (2) (△), 1-octanol (1) + n-decane (2)8 (○), 1-
octanol (1) + n-undecane (2)9 (□), and 1-octanol (1) + n-dodecane
(2)10 (◇).
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the hydroxyl groups become more diluted and thus the
molecules become more similar with respect to molecular
interactions.

These observations were generally true for the data presented
in this study, where the n-alkane chain was one carbon longer
than the 1-alcohol. However, the systems presented in this study
did not display azeotropy. It is postulated that the magnitude of
the difference between the pure component saturation temper-
ature for the CnOH + Cn+1 systems is too great, and therefore,
the increase in the vapor pressure of the mixture due to the
hydrogen bonding between the self-associating 1-alcohols is not
significant enough to give cause to a minimum boiling
azeotrope.
3.2. Effect of Changing n-Alkane. The effect of changing

the n-alkane in systems with the 1-alcohol was considered by

plotting the T−xy and xy data for systems with the same 1-
alcohol in one figure. The data for 1-octanol are presented in this
section and are given in Figure 4 and Figure 5. Similar trends are
observed for other alcohols considered in this work. It is evident
that there is a clear progression in the phase behavior as the
carbon number of the n-alkane carbon increased from C9 to C12.
The azeotropic composition shifted in the direction of the 1-

alcohol-rich region as the difference in the size of the carbon-
chain length of the n-alkane increased. This can be seen clearly
from Figure 5 as the intersection of each of the xy graphs with the
x = y line shifts toward the 1-alcohol-rich side of the
compositional spectrum as the molecular size increases and 1-
octanol changes from being the less volatile component to being
the more volatile component.
The molar excess Gibbs energy functions of each of the 1-

octanol systems are further considered, to evaluate the degree of
nonideality observed in each of the series (CnOH + Cn+1, CnOH
+ Cn+2, CnOH + Cn+3, and CnOH + Cn+4). Figure 6 indicates the
molar excess Gibbs energy of the 1-octanol systems as a function
of the liquid composition.
As is evidenced from Figure 6, the deviation from ideality is

similar for each of the systems and does not change significantly
between series as the n-alkane increases in size.

Figure 5. Vapor mole fraction, y1, vs liquid mole fraction, x1, at pressure
p = 40 kPa for 1-octanol (1) + n-nonane (2) (△), 1-octanol (1) + n-
decane (2)8 (○), 1-octanol (1) + n-undecane (2)9 (□), and 1-octanol
(1) + n-dodecane (2)10 (◇).

Figure 6. Experimentally calculated molar Gibbs energy, GmE , vs liquid
mole fraction, x1, for 1-octanol (1) + n-nonane (2) (△), 1-octanol (1) +
n-decane (2)8 (○), 1-octanol (1) + n-undecane (2)9 (□), and 1-octanol
(1) + n-dodecane (2)10 (◇).

Figure 7. Azeotropic composition, xazeotrope, in terms of the 1-alcohol
mole fraction plotted against the carbon number of the n-alkane in the
system. Colors indicate the 1-alcohol in the systems: 1-decanol (green),
1-nonanol (gray), 1-octanol (red), 1-heptanol (blue), 1-hexanol
(orange), and 1-pentanol (purple). Circle markers are used to indicate
the CnOH + Cn+2 series of systems,

9 square markers are used for the
CnOH + Cn+3 systems,

9 and diamond markers are used for the CnOH +
Cn+4 systems.

10

Table 7. Results Obtained for the Linear Regression of the
Azeotropic Composition as a Function of the Carbon
Number of the n-Alkane for the CnOH + Cn+2, CnOH + Cn+3,
and CnOH + Cn+4 Systems, Including the Slope and Intercept
Parameters, as Well as the R2 Value That Was Obtained for
Each Series of Systems

Series of systems Slope parameter Intercept parameter R2 value

CnOH + Cn+2 0.0058 0.015 0.9611
CnOH + Cn+3 0.0602 −0.2538 0.9995
CnOH + Cn+4 0.0691 −0.0869 0.9881
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Finally, in Figure 7 the azeotropic compositions for the
systems that displayed azeotropy (CnOH + Cn+2, CnOH + Cn+3,
and CnOH + Cn+4) were plotted as a function of the carbon
number of the n-alkane. For each series considered (indicated by
the different markers), it is evident that a linear relationship is
observed. It would therefore be possible to extrapolate the linear
function to higher and lower carbon numbers in each series and
subsequently estimate the azeotropic composition of systems
not considered here. Table 7 provides the result of the linear
regression that was performed for each of the series of systems.
The reported R2 values indicate that the linear model is able to
describe 96.11%, 99.95%, and 98.81% of the variability in the

data for the CnOH + Cn+2, CnOH + Cn+3, and CnOH + Cn+4
series, respectively. Furthermore, it is evident that the slopes for
the CnOH + Cn+3 and CnOH + Cn+4 systems are greater than
those of the CnOH +Cn+2 systems, and therefore, the azeotropic
composition changes more drastically for the former two
systems than the latter as the carbon number changes.

Figure 8. Temperature, T, versus experimental liquid mole fraction, x1,
and experimental vapor mole fraction, y1, at pressure p = 40 kPa for
liquid mole fraction, x1, and experimental vapor mole fraction, y1, at
pressure p = 40 kPa for 1-octanol (1) + n-nonane (2) (red △), 1-
heptanol (1) + n-nonane (2)8 (blue○), 1-hexanol (1) + n-nonane (2)9

(orange □), and 1-pentanol (1) + n-nonane (2)10 (purple ◇).

Figure 9. Vapor mole fraction, y1, versus liquid mole fraction, x1, at
pressure p = 40 kPa for 1-octanol (1) + n-nonane (2) (red △), 1-
heptanol (1) + n-nonane (2)8 (blue○), 1-hexanol (1) + n-nonane (2)9

(orange □), and 1-pentanol (1) + n-nonane (2)10 (purple ◇).

Figure 10. Difference in the pure component saturation temperature
between the 1-alcohol and n-alkane, ΔTsaturaton, determined as
ΔTsaturation = T1‑alcoholsaturation − Talkanesaturation versus the azeotropic composition,
xazeotrope, in terms of the 1-alcohol composition: 1-decanol (green), 1-
nonanol (gray), 1-octanol (red), 1-heptanol (blue), 1-hexanol
(orange), and 1-pentanol (purple). Circle markers are used to indicate
the CnOH + Cn+2 series of systems,

8 square markers are used for the
CnOH + Cn+3 systems,

8 and diamond markers are used for the CnOH +
Cn+4 systems.

10

Figure 11. Ratio of the pure component saturation temperatures T
T

sat1

sat2

versus the azeotropic composition, xazeotrope, in terms of the 1-alcohol
composition: 1-decanol (green), 1-nonanol (gray), 1-octanol (red), 1-
heptanol (blue), 1-hexanol (orange), and 1-pentanol (purple). Circle
markers are used to indicate the CnOH + Cn+2 series of systems, square
markers are used for the CnOH + Cn+3 systems, and diamond markers
are used for the CnOH + Cn+4 systems. All data are from Schwarz and
co-workers,8−10 except the 1-pentanol + n-heptane data were obtained
from Mohsen-Nia and Memarzadeh.20
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Considering Figure 4, it is seen that the size of the phase
envelope decreases as the n-alkane number increases, from n-
nonane to n-undecane, but then increases for the 1-octanol + n-
dodecane combination. Finally, from Figure 5, it is seen that the
azeotrope shifts toward the 1-octanol-rich side as the n-alkane
carbon number increases. These observations are attributed to
the change in the difference of the pure component saturation
temperature and the size of the n-alkane, as larger n-alkanes
contribute to more steric hindrance and therefore inhibit the
self-associating 1-octanol from forming multimers more readily.

3.3. Effect of Changing 1-Alcohol. This section
investigates the effect of changing the 1-alcohol while keeping
the n-alkane constant. The data for n-nonane are plotted in
Figure 8 and Figure 9, and similar to the previous data shown for
the 1-octanol systems in Figure 4 and Figure 5, clear progression
of the phase behavior is observed as the carbon number of the 1-
alcohol increases from C5 to C8.
The observations are similar to the previous section; however,

here the azeotropic composition shifts toward the 1-alcohol-rich
side as the 1-alcohol carbon number increases. This is again
attributed to the larger 1-alcohol molecule contributing to more
steric hindrance, since the larger carbon chain of the alcohol
molecule inhibits the terminal hydroxyl group from self-
associating.
3.4. Effect of Saturation Temperature.When considering

the azeotropic composition as a function of the difference in the
pure component saturation temperatures (Tsaturation), two
observations can be made:

• For systems where the difference in the pure component
saturation temperature is small, the azeotropic composi-
tion is close to equimolar.

• When Talkanesaturation > Talcoholsaturation, the azeotropic composition is
in the 1-alcohol-rich region, while the azeotropic
composition was in the n-alkane-rich region when
Talkanesaturation < Talcoholsaturation.

These observations are evident from Figure 10.
From Figure 10, it can be seen that there is a negative

relationship between the azeotropic composition and the
difference in the pure component saturation temperature for
the 1-alcohol + n-alkane systems. This is shown by the negative
slope of the trendlines included in Figure 10, which indicates
that, as the difference in the pure component saturation
temperatures approaches zero, the azeotropic composition
shifts toward the middle of the compositional spectrum.
Furthermore, the azeotropic composition is concentrated in
the 1-alcohol-rich region (x1‑alcohol > 0.5) for systems where the
n-alkane saturation temperature is higher than the 1-alcohol, and
similarly, the azeotropic composition lies in the n-alkane-rich

Figure 12. Ratio of the azeotropic temperature and the saturation

temperatures of component 1, T
T

sat1

sat2 , versus the azeotropic composition,

xazeotrope, in terms of the 1-alcohol composition: 1-decanol (green), 1-
nonanol (gray), 1-octanol (red), 1-heptanol (blue), 1-hexanol
(orange), and 1-pentanol (purple). Circle markers are used to indicate
the CnOH + Cn+2 series of systems, square markers are used for the
CnOH + Cn+3 systems, and diamond markers are used for the CnOH +
Cn+4 systems.

Table 8. Pure Component Parameters for PC-SAFT Used in This Worka

%AARDb

Component σ (Å) m ε/kB (K) εAB/kB (K) κAB psat ρsat ref.

n-pentane 3.7729 2.6896 231.20 0.250 1.292 31
n-hexane 3.7983 3.0576 236.77 0.641 0.619 31
n-heptane 3.8049 3.4831 238.40 0.255 0.874 31
n-octane 3.8373 3.8176 242.78 0.435 0.757 31
n-nonane 3.8448 4.2079 244.51 0.524 0.592 31
n-decane 3.8384 4.6627 243.87 0.940 0.555 31
n-undecane 3.8893 4.9082 248.82 1.130 0.646 31
n-dodecane 3.8959 5.3060 249.21 0.874 0.718 31
n-tridecane 3.9143 5.6877 249.78 1.435 1.066 31
n-tetradecane 3.9396 5.9002 254.21 2.207 0.755 31
1-pentanol 3.4508 3.6260 247.28 2252.10 0.01032 0.747 0.363 32
1-hexanol 3.6735 3.5146 262.32 2538.90 0.00575 1.747 0.499 32
1-heptanol 3.5450 4.3985 253.46 2878.50 0.00116 2.169 2.114 32
1-octanol 3.7145 4.3555 262.74 2754.80 0.00220 3.416 0.552 32
1-nonanol 3.7292 4.6839 263.64 2941.90 0.00143 1.628 0.985 32
1-decanol 3.8627 4.7230 267.92 2811.02 0.00330 1.177 0.477 57

aAll alcohols are modeled with the 2B association scheme. b%AARD = 100/NX ∑i
NX |Xi

calc − Xi
exp|/Xi

exp, where X is the property, NX is the number of
data points of X, and the superscript “calc” refers to calculated values and the superscript “exp” refers to 30 equidistant points calculated from
DIPPR58 correlations in the range 0.5 < Tr < 0.9.
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region (x1‑alcohol < 0.5) for systems where the 1-alcohol
saturation temperature is higher than the n-alkane.
Although the phase behavior analysis performed up until now

only regarded data measured at 40 kPa under isobaric
conditions, it is also necessary to evaluate data measured
under other conditions. Since both the pure component
saturation temperatures and azeotropic temperature and
composition are a function of the system pressure, the ratio of
the pure component saturation temperatures as a function of the
azeotropic temperature was evaluated including literature data
for 1-pentanol + n-heptane at 53.3 and 91.3 kPa20 (Figure 11).
The remaining literature data for 1-alcohols ranging from C5 to
C10 and n-alkanes ranging from C8 to C14 were either isothermal
or only T−x data were available from which the azeotropic
composition cannot be easily determined and was therefore not
considered.
Figure 11 allows the azeotropic composition to be evaluated

as a function of a dimensionless variable which makes it possible
to consider systems at pressures other than 40 kPa. From Figure
11, the same conclusions that were made for Figure 10 are
observed. Thus, when the pure component saturation temper-
atures approach equality (thus, when the ratio of the pure
component saturation temperatures approach 1, as observed for
the CnOH + Cn+3 systems), the azeotropic composition tends to
equimolar. Furthermore, for the systems where the ratio is larger
than 1, as observed for the CnOH+Cn+2 systems (thus, when the
saturation temperature for component 1 is larger than that for
component 2), the azeotropic composition is concentrated in
the component-2-rich region, while the opposite is true when
the ratio is smaller than 1, as observed for the CnOH + Cn+4
systems.
3.5. Temperature Dependence of the Azeotrope.

Finally, the temperature dependence of the azeotrope is
considered. The dimensionless variable T

T

sat1

sat2 is thus plotted
against the azeotropic composition in Figure 12.
From Figure 12, it is seen that, as the ratio of the azeotropic

composition to the saturation temperature of component 1
increases, the azeotropic composition shifts toward the

component-1-rich side of the compositional spectrum. This is
observed within the series of systems considered, as each of the
series display positive slopes, and is also observed between the
three series considered.

4. THERMODYNAMIC MODELING WITH SAFT
MODELS

The statistical associating fluid theory, or SAFT, is a family of
equations of state that finds its roots in statistical mechanics and

can account for deviations from ideality in both the vapor and
the liquid phases. The theory is derived from the first-order
perturbation theory of Wertheim,21−24 which was extended by
Chapman and co-workers25,26 to develop the following
Helmholtz free energy expansion:
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Table 9. Pure Component Parameters for SAFT-VR Mie Used in This Worka,b

%AARDc

Component σ (Å) m ε/kB (K) λr εAB/kB (K) rcAB/σ psat psat ref.

n-pentane 4.3759 1.8594 336.74 16.438 0.232 0.272 59
n-hexane 4.2969 2.2549 321.81 15.069 1.231 0.073 59
n-heptane 4.5427 2.2413 381.42 18.252 0.462 0.109 59
n-octane 4.5708 2.4777 391.87 18.654 0.386 0.139 59
n-nonane 4.6236 2.6665 404.83 19.116 0.587 0.140 59
n-decane 4.5727 3.0058 396.17 18.403 0.838 0.163 59
n-undecane 4.6328 3.1753 414.49 19.551 0.417 0.289 this work
n-dodecane 4.7430 3.2483 438.20 20.872 0.629 0.237 59
n-tridecane 4.7279 3.5050 437.24 20.634 1.390 0.799 this work
n-tetradecane 4.7156 3.7825 437.42 20.660 0.764 0.476 this work
1-pentanol 4.0140 2.4568 308.76 12.633 2632.72 0.34110 0.269 0.168 60
1-hexanol 4.4996 2.0859 377.99 14.000 3180.89 0.27399 0.600 0.170 this work
1-heptanol 4.3650 2.6310 378.89 15.513 3034.79 0.28448 0.295 0.802 this work
1-octanol 4.5181 2.6382 400.23 16.173 2959.50 0.29947 0.111 0.120 61
1-nonanol 4.9736 2.2449 459.01 17.089 3456.94 0.26445 0.276 0.237 61
1-decanol 5.0310 2.4250 478.59 18.915 3197.07 0.28719 0.124 0.152 61

aFor all molecules, λa = 6. bAll alcohols are modeled with the 2B association scheme. c%AARD = 100/NX ∑i
NX |Xi

calc − Xi
exp|/Xi

exp, where X is the
property, NX is the number of data points of X, the superscript “calc” refers to calculated values, and “exp” refers to 30 equidistant points calculated
from DIPPR58 correlations in the range 0.5 < Tr < 0.9.

Table 10. Deviation Values for the Binary VLE Investigated
in This Work Using PC-SAFT and SAFT-VR Mie

PC-SAFT SAFT-VR Mie

system Δya Δpb ΔTc/K Δya Δpb ΔTc/K refs.

(n + 1) 3.78 8.23 2.93 2.28 4.02 1.47 65−72
(n + 2) 3.42 9.42 2.67 1.73 3.58 1.03 8, 20,

63−65,
69,
73−77

(n + 3) 4.28 10.39 2.35 2.30 3.43 0.82 9, 62, 65,
69, 74,
78

(n + 4) 6.33 6.15 3.87 4.15 1.53 1.85 10, 65, 74
aΔy = AADy = 100/N ∑i

N |yicalc − yiexp|. bΔp = %AARD = 100/N ∑i
N |

picalc − piexp|/piexp; calculated for the isothermal systems. cΔT = AADT
= 1/N ∑i

N |Ti
calc − Ti

exp|; calculated for the isobaric systems. N is the
number of data points, and the superscripts “calc” and “exp” refer to
calculated and experimental values, respectively.
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The residual Helmholtz free energy Ar is calculated as the sum
of the following contributions: a reference system (seg) that
contains hard spheres (hs) to which dispersion forces (disp) are
added, the formation of chain molecules (chain), and hydrogen
bonding, or association (assoc), where such forces are present.
The choice of reference fluid and the addition of terms

accounting for other interactions, among other things, have led
to the development of many different versions of SAFT models.
The successes and limitations of SAFT are discussed in many
good review articles.27−29 In this contribution, we chose to work
with two versions of SAFT:

• PC-SAFT,30−32 which has been used to describe the
properties of a wide range of systems, including
polymers,33,34 biofuels,35,36 and pharmaceuticals;37,38

• SAFT-VR Mie,39−41 which is a more advanced version of
SAFT than PC-SAFT. SAFT-VR Mie has been used to
describe the properties of, among others, hydro-

carbons,42−44 flue gas components,44−48 and associating
molecules.49−53

4.1. PC-SAFT. The perturbed-chain SAFT equation of state
(PC-SAFT), developed by Gross and Sadowski,30−32 introduces
a fundamental difference to eq 2, that is, that a reference fluid of
hard chains, rather than hard spheres, is considered. This
requires a reformulation of eq 2:
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Once the reference chain is formed, dispersion forces are
added to each chain, rather than each segment. In this way, the
chain length dependence of the dispersion energy is taken into
account, which is not the case when molecules are formed via eq
2.

Figure 13. T−xy plots of the (n + x) systems measured at p = 40 kPa: (a) (n + 1); (b) (n + 2); (c) (n + 3); (d) (n + 4). Predictions were obtained with
PC-SAFT (solid lines) and SAFT-VRMie (dashed lines). In all graphs, the alkanol is component 1. Colors are used to identify the alkanol: 1-pentanol
(purple); 1-hexanol (orange); 1-heptanol (blue); 1-octanol (red); 1-nonanol (gray); 1-decanol (green). Data are from this work and from Schwarz and
co-workers.8−10
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PC-SAFT further makes use of the modified square-well
potential function of Chen and Kreglewski.54 This simple
function introduces a soft repulsion to the potential function
which is important to the behavior of real molecules. More
details on the development of PC-SAFT can be found in the
original manuscripts.30−32 The PC-SAFT parameters used in
this work are shown in Table 8.
4.2. SAFT-VR Mie. The SAFT with variable range Mie-

potential39−41 (SAFT-VR Mie) describes the interaction
between molecules using the Mie-potential uMie:55
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Here σ is the temperature independent segment diameter, ε is
the Mie-potential well-depth and is also called the dispersion
energy, and r is the distance between two segments. λa and λr are
the attractive and repulsive potential range parameters,
respectively. For most fluids, λa is set equal to the London
dispersion value of 6.56

SAFT-VRMie expands the dispersion term up to third-order,
a feature that allows for improved description of pure
component behavior in the near-critical region. Details about
the model development can be found in Lafitte et al.41 The

Figure 14. (y − x) vs x plots of the systems measured at p = 40 kPa: (a) (n + 1); (b) (n + 2); (c) (n + 3); (d) (n + 4). Predictions obtained with PC-
SAFT (solid lines) and SAFT-VR Mie (dashed lines). In all graphs, the alkanol is component 1. Colors are used to identify the alkanol: 1-pentanol
(purple); 1-hexanol (orange); 1-heptanol (blue); 1-octanol (red); 1-nonanol (gray); 1-decanol (green). Data are from this work and from Schwarz and
co-workers.8−10
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SAFT-VR Mie parameters used in this work are shown in Table
9.
4.3. Modeling Results. The deviation results for the

systems investigated in this work are shown in Table 10 with
further details provided in the Supporting Information. Here we
attempt to show the predictive capabilities of the two models;
therefore, no binary interaction parameters are used, i.e., all kij =
0.
Overall, the predictions obtained with SAFT-VR Mie are

much better than those obtained with PC-SAFT. This is
observed in both the deviations presented in Table 10, as well as
the T−xy plots in Figure 13. PC-SAFT offers a good description
of the vapor phase boundaries in only the (n + 1) systems and is
not able to describe the liquid phase boundaries in any of the
investigated systems. SAFT-VR Mie, on the other hand, offers
excellent descriptions of the VLE in these systems and is
especially well-suited to describe the very narrow phase
envelopes observed in the (n + 3) systems (Figure 13c). Both
models offer a good qualitative description of the x−y
relationship, as evidenced in Figure 14. However, apart from
the SAFT-VR Mie description for the 1-pentanol + n-nonane
mixture, neither model is able to describe the x−y relationship in
the (n + 4) systems. This is also observed as an increase in the
AADy as the systems become more asymmetric, as shown in
Figure 16. Of the investigated mixtures, the (n + 4) systems are
the most asymmetric and are also the most nonideal (see section
3.1). This could explain why both models have difficulty
describing the observed phase behavior.
The azeotropic composition of the investigated mixtures is

predicted in Figure 15. Here it is shown that SAFT-VRMie also
outperforms PC-SAFT. PC-SAFT does not predict an azeotrope
in the CnOH + Cn+2 systems and only predicts an azeotrope for
the lowest CnOH + Cn+4 systems. SAFT-VR Mie, on the other
hand, is able to predict the azeotrope in almost all the mixtures
where an azeotrope is present, and predicts the azeotropic

composition accurately for both the CnOH + Cn+2 and CnOH +
Cn+3 systems.
One could argue that the better descriptions obtained by

SAFT-VR Mie are due to the additional degree of freedom
offered by the additional parameter that is varied during
parameter regressions (λr) and that a fairer comparison of the
model performances could be obtained by fitting PC-SAFT to
the binary VLE through kij ≠ 0. The repulsive range parameter,
along with the stronger fundamental foundation of SAFT-VR
Mie, certainly offers an improved description of the pure
component behavior, as evidenced by the deviations obtained
for pure component properties (see Table 9). However, λr is

Figure 15. Azeotropic composition, xazeotrope, in terms of the 1-alcohol
mole fraction plotted against the carbon number of the n-alkane in the
system. Colors indicate the 1-alcohol in the systems: 1-decanol (green),
1-nonanol (gray), 1-octanol (red), 1-heptanol (blue), 1-hexanol
(orange), and 1-pentanol (purple). Circle markers are used to indicate
the CnOH + Cn+2 series of systems, square markers are used for the
CnOH + Cn+3 systems, and diamond markers are used for the CnOH +
Cn+4 systems. Solid lines are PC-SAFT predictions, while dashed lines
are SAFT-VR Mie predictions.

Figure 16. Average deviations obtained with PC-SAFT (blue) and
SAFT-VR Mie (red) for all systems investigated: (a) absolute average
deviation in vapor mole fraction (AADy); (b) percentage absolute
average relative deviation in pressure (%AARDP); (c) absolute average
deviation in temperature (AADT).
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only determined once per molecule and its effect on mixture
behavior is transferred, whereas system-specific kijs will likely
need to be determined to obtain improved descriptions with PC-
SAFT.
We also investigated the models’ performance over extended

temperature and pressure ranges. Shown in Figure 17 are
predictions for (a) 1-pentanol + n-nonane and (b) 1-octanol + n-
decane over a range of conditions. As is clear from these figures,
the prediction quality for the models remains constant over the
range of conditions.

5. CONCLUSIONS
Isobaric data were presented for four binary 1-alcohol + n-alkane
systems, where the n-alkane was 1 carbon atom larger than the 1-
alcohol, including 1-heptanol + n-octane, 1-octanol + n-nonane,
1-nonanol + n-decane, and 1-decanol + n-undecane. Each of the
systems was measured at 40 kPa using a verified dynamic
recirculating still and was shown to be thermodynamically
consistent. None of the systems presented in this study were
azeotropic, in contrast to each of the previously measured series
for the CnOH + Cn+2, CnOH + Cn+3, and CnOH + Cn+4 systems,
which all presented azeotropy. These systems, however, still
presented positive deviations from ideality.
The newlymeasured data were also considered in conjunction

with previously measured data for CnOH + Cn+2, CnOH + Cn+3,
and CnOH + Cn+4 systems, which were also measured at 40 kPa
in order to elucidate trends and observations within and
between a series of systems. For each series, the deviation from
ideality was a maximum for the smallest system, while the CnOH
+ Cn+4 series presented the largest deviations from ideality. It is
postulated that the former is due to the increased polarity of the
smaller 1-alcohol molecules, while the latter is due to the size
asymmetry of the molecules, which is a maximum for the CnOH
+ Cn+4 series. Additionally, it was observed that, when
considering the azeotropic composition as a function of carbon
number while keeping either the 1-alcohol or n-alkane constant,
an approximately linear trend was observed. Therefore, it could
be possible to predict the azeotropic composition for mixtures

not considered here by extrapolating to other members of the
homologous series using the linear function determined for the
CnOH + Cn+2, CnOH + Cn+3, and CnOH + Cn+4 series.
Finally, the phase behavior was modeled predictively with PC-

SAFT and SAFT-VR Mie. In all systems, SAFT-VR Mie
outperformed PC-SAFT in its description of the VLE, offering
better predictions, especially of the liquid phase boundaries. No
temperature dependence of the predictions was observed when
investigating extended temperature and pressure ranges.
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