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The Mpemba effect occurs when two samples at different initial temperatures evolve in such a way that
the temperatures cross each other during the relaxation towards equilibrium. In this paper we show the
emergence of a Mpemba-like effect in a molecular binary mixture in contact with a thermal reservoir (bath).
The interaction between the gaseous particles of the mixture and the thermal reservoir is modeled via a viscous
drag force plus a stochastic Langevin-like term. The presence of the external bath couples the time evolution
of the total and partial temperatures of each component allowing the appearance of the Mpemba phenomenon,
even when the initial temperature differences are of the same order of the temperatures themselves. Analytical
results are obtained by considering multitemperature Maxwellian approximations for the velocity distribution
functions of each component. The theoretical analysis is carried out for initial states close to and far away
(large Mpemba-like effect) from equilibrium. The former situation allows us to develop a simple theory where
the time evolution equation for the temperature is linearized around its asymptotic equilibrium solution.
This linear theory provides an expression for the crossover time. We also provide a qualitative description
of the large Mpemba effect. Our theoretical results agree very well with computer simulations obtained by
numerically solving the Enskog kinetic equation by means of the direct simulation Monte Carlo method and
by performing molecular dynamics simulations. Finally, preliminary results for driven granular mixtures also
show the occurrence of a Mpemba-like effect for inelastic collisions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Mpemba effect is a counterintuitive phenomenon
in which two samples of fluid A and B at initially dif-
ferent temperatures (TA,0 > TB,0) can evolve in time in
such a way that their temperatures cross each other at a
given time tc; the curve for TA (initially hotter sample)
stays below the other one TB for longer times t > tc. Al-
though this anomalous cooling process was first reported
in the case of water many years ago by E. B. Mpemba,1

its origin for that liquid is yet unclear.2–16 In addition,
although similar behaviors to the Mpemba effect have
been observed in other systems,17–19 the existence of the
Mpemba effect still remains very controversial.20,21 This
is in part due to the arduous task of knowing and moni-
toring the initial conditions of the two samples that give
rise to a crossing of the respective cooling curves.
For the above reason, in order to gain some insight

into the understanding of this problem, the kinetic the-
ory approach to granular gases22–25 has been widely em-
ployed in the past few years as a reliable tool for unveil-
ing in a clean way the origin of the Mpemba-like effect
(and its inverse one, namely, when initially cooler sys-
tems equilibrate faster than the hotter ones26) from a
more fundamental point of view. Granular gases can be
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considered as a collection of macroscopic particles (typ-
ically of the orders of micrometers or larger) whose in-
teractions are dissipative. The inelastic character of the
collisions among granular particles gives rise to the cou-
pling of the (granular) temperature with other velocity
moments of the velocity distribution function, such as
(i) the fourth cumulant or kurtosis a2 (a quantity mea-
suring the departure of the distribution function from
its Maxwellian form in driven granular gases), 22 (ii) the
rotational-to-translational temperature ratio in a granu-
lar gas of inelastic rough hard spheres,23 (iii) the partial
temperatures ratio in a binary granular mixture,24 and
(iv) the shear stress in a sheared inertial suspension.25

The above couplings are the origin of the emergence of
the Mpemba-like effect in granular gases, which now ac-
counts for the evolution of the system towards a final
asymptotic non-equilibrium steady state.

Among the above previous studies, to the best of our
knowledge and in the context of kinetic theory, the only
paper where the Mpemba-like effect has been studied for
driven granular mixtures has been carried out by Biswas
et al.24 Since the number of parameters involved in multi-
component mixtures is much larger than that of a mono-
component gas, for the sake of simplicity, they consider
the inelastic Maxwell model, namely, a simplified model
for a granular gas where the collision rate is assumed
to be independent of the relative velocity of the collid-
ing particles.27 The use of this simple model allows them
to offer an exact analysis of the conditions under which
the Mpemba-like effect is present. In addition, no sim-
ulations are performed in this work and only analytical
results are reported.24 Thus, given that inelastic Maxwell

http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.14215v2
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gases are an idealized version of the more realistic hard-
sphere model, it is quite apparent that an study of the
Mpemba-like effect in driven mixtures of hard spheres is
still lacking.

Aside granular gases, a recent paper28 has shown that
the Mpemba effect can also take place in homogeneous
and isotropic states of molecular gases (i.e. when colli-
sions are elastic) in contact with a background fluid. The
particles of the system are assumed to be hard spheres
surrounded by an interstitial fluid at equilibrium. When
the particles of the background fluid are much lighter
than that of the gas (Brownian particles), the particles
of the gas are subjected to a nonlinear drag force plus
a stochastic force with nonlinear variance. After a tran-
sient period, the velocity distribution function is ensured
to achieve a Maxwellian distribution with temperature
given by the background fluid. To characterize the tran-
sient towards equilibrium, the first Sonine approximation
to the distribution function (which includes the kurtosis
a2) was considered. As in the analysis performed in Ref.
22, the Mpemba effect arises from the coupling of the
time evolution of the temperature T with that of the kur-
tosis a2. This coupling is due here to the nonlinear form
of the drag term. Nonetheless, as happens in the case
of granular gases,27,29 since a2 is small then the initial
temperatures must be very close to each other in order
to achieve a crossover in the evolution curves. As a con-
sequence, the Mpemba crossover takes place in the very
early stage of the relaxation towards equilibrium.

In this work, we analyze the occurrence of the
Mpemba-like effect in a driven binary mixture of hard
spheres. The driving of the mixture is due to its inter-
action with the surrounding molecular fluid. When the
density of the gas is sufficiently low, one can assume that
the interstitial fluid is not perturbed by the gas particles
and so, it may be treated as a thermostat. As noted by
Takada et al.,25 the system we consider (inertial suspen-
sion) could be close to the original setup of Mpemba and
Osborne1 since they study a system of ice-mix, which is
a suspension system.

Under the above conditions, as usual in granular
literature,30 the interaction between gas particles and
the surrounding fluid can be modeled by means of an
effective external force. This fluid-solid interaction force
(which follows the fluctuation–dissipation theorem31–33)
is composed by two terms: (i) a linear drag force pro-
portional to the (instantaneous) velocity of particles and
(ii) a stochastic force. While the first contribution mimics
the friction exerted by the viscous background fluid to the
gas particles, the second term simulates the transmission
of energy through random and instantaneous collisions
with the external bath. This type of driving mechanism
can be also formally obtained from the corresponding
collision integral by considering the leading term in the
Kramer–Moyal expansion in powers of the mass-ratio of
the background and grain particles.34–38

In order to provide a simple explanation of the subja-
cent mechanisms involved in the Mpemba-like effect, we

assume first a driven gas mixture of molecular gases (elas-
tic collisions). This allow us to obtain simple conditions
for the occurrence of such phenomenon. An extension of
the study to inelastic collisions is briefly analyzed and il-
lustrated in Sec. V. However, given the complexity of the
analytical expressions achieved for granular mixtures, it
is not easy to provide simple conditions for the existence
of the Mpemba-like effect for these systems.

As usual in driven mixtures, we consider the Enskog
kinetic theory (which applies to small and moderate den-
sities) in combination with the Fokker-Planck suspension
model39 mentioned above. Starting from the set of En-
skog kinetic equations for the mixture, the time evolution
of the total temperature T (t) and the partial tempera-
tures T1(t) and T2(t) are obtained. As expected, the
coupling between T (t) and T1(t) and T2(t) is behind the
emergence of the Mpemba-like memory effect. In addi-
tion, to get explicit results, the partial production rates
ξi (which give the rate of energy change in collisions i-j)
appearing in the evolution equation of the partial tem-
peratures are estimated here by assuming Maxwellian
distributions at the temperatures Ti. This means that,
in contrast to previous works,22,24,28 no cumulants nor
the presence of a nonlinear drag force are needed for the
emergence of the Mpemba effect.

Moreover, in accordance with simulations of bidisperse
gas-solid flows,40–42 the fact that the friction coefficients
γi accounting for the interaction of the component i with
the background fluid are different (γ1 6= γ2) makes dif-
ferent the energy transferred from the external bath to
each component. As a consequence, the relaxation of Ti

towards its common equilibrium value (T1 = T2 = T ) for
molecular mixtures can be quite different for both partial
temperatures. This makes the Mpemba effect arises even
when the systems are initially prepared in Maxwellian
velocity distribution functions at different partial tem-
peratures. Moreover, the use of the partial temperatures
as the control parameter allows some flexibility in the se-
lection of the initial conditions and so, the magnitude of
the Mpemba effect is not limited (namely, the so-called
“large” Mpemba effect can be observed).

Nevertheless, given that the theoretical predictions
derived here are based on a simple approximation
(Maxwellian distributions for evaluating the production
rates), a comparison with computer simulations turns
out to be crucial to gauge their reliability. In this work,
kinetic-theory results are compared against two indepen-
dent simulation methods: (i) a modified algorithm of
the standard Direct Monte Carlo Simulation (DSMC)
method43 to numerically solve the Enskog equation for
a driven binary mixture44,45 and (ii) event-driven molec-
ular dynamics (MD) simulations.29,46,47 Both simulation
methods complement each other since, on the one hand,
DSMC offers a way to solve the Enskog equation by
means of Monte-Carlo-like simulations. It inherently as-
sumes the molecular chaos hypothesis and an approxi-
mate form of the pair distribution function at contact;
both hypothesis stemming from the kinetic-theory de-
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scription. At the same time, the DSMC method pro-
vides the exact form of the time-dependent velocity dis-
tribution function, allowing us to assess the reliability of
the approximate theory in the transient regime. On the
other hand, for the suspension model considered here,
given that MD solves numerically Newton’s equations of
motion with the action of a deterministic drag force plus
a stochastic Langevin-like force, the limitations of the
Enskog theory itself can be tested.
The paper is organized as follows. Section II deals with

the Enskog equation for homogeneous states conveniently
adapted to the case of driven molecular binary mixtures.
Evolution equations for the temperature ratio T1(t)/T2(t)
and the (total) temperature T (t) are also derived. Next,
Sec. III analyzes states close to equilibrium. This al-
lows us to linearize the above set of differential equations
around the equilibrium solution and to solve them an-
alytically. Exact expressions for the crossing time and
the critical value of the initial temperature difference
(which determines Mpemba and no Mpemba effects) are
obtained and compared against DSMC simulations show-
ing an excellent agreement. The large Mpemba-like effect
is explored in Sec. IV in which we carry out a more qual-
itative analysis. Some examples regarding the fulfillment
of the necessary but no sufficient conditions to achieve
Mpemba effect are tested against both DSMC and MD
simulations. Again, the theoretical results compare very
well with computer simulations. Some preliminary re-
sults obtained for granular gases are presented in Sec. V
while the paper ends in Sec. VI with a brief discussion of
the results derived in this work.

II. ENSKOG KINETIC THEORY FOR MOLECULAR

BINARY MIXTURES IN CONTACT WITH A THERMAL

RESERVOIR

Let us consider a binary mixture of hard particles of
masses m1 and m2 and diameters σ1 and σ2. For the
sake of simplicity and to provide a simple analysis of
the conditions under which the Mpemba-like effect ap-
pears, we study first molecular binary mixtures (namely,
when collisions between particles are elastic). Granu-
lar mixtures will be considered in Sec. V. For moderate
densities, the one-particle velocity distribution function
fi(r,v, t) (i = 1, 2) of the component i obeys the Enskog
kinetic equation.48 We assume that the mixture interacts
with a thermal reservoir (or equivalently, particles of the
gas are surrounded by an interstitial fluid) so that the
total temperature of the mixture does not remain con-
stant and changes in time. To model the interaction of
the particles of the gas with the surrounding fluid, one
possibility would be to describe the molecular suspension
in terms of a set of two coupled kinetic equations for each
one of the velocity distributions of the different phases.
However, the resulting theory would be very difficult to
solve, specially in the case of multicomponent mixtures.
For this reason, due to the technical difficulties involved

in the above approach, it is more usual in gas-solid flows
to model the influence of the interstitial fluid on parti-
cles of the gas mixture by means of an effective external
force.30

For homogeneous and isotropic states, the set of En-
skog coupled equations reads48,49

∂fi
∂t

=
2∑

j=1

Jij [v|fi, fj] + Ci,ex, (i = 1, 2) (1)

where the Boltzmann–Enskog collision operator
Jij [fi, fj] for homogeneous states is48,49

Jij [v1|fi, fj ] = χijσ
d−1
ij

∫
dv2

∫
dσ̂Θ(σ̂ · g12)(σ̂ · g12)

× [fi(v
′

1)fj(v
′

2)− fi(v1)fj(v2)] . (2)

Here, σij = (σi + σj) /2, σ̂ is an unit vector along the
line of centers, Θ is the Heaviside step function, d is the
dimensionality of the system (d = 2 for disks and d = 3
for spheres), g12 = v1 − v2 is the relative velocity, and
the relation between the pre-collisional velocities (v1,v2)
and the post-collisional velocities (v′

1,v
′
2) is

v′

1 = v1−2µji(σ̂ ·g12)σ̂, v′

2 = v1+2µij(σ̂ ·g12)σ̂, (3)

where µij = mi/(mi+mj). Moreover, χij is the pair cor-
relation function at thermal equilibrium for particles of
types i and j when they are in contact, i.e. separated by
σij . Except for the presence of the pair correlation func-
tions χij , the Enskog equation for homogeneous states is
identical to the Boltzmann equation.
The second term Ci,ex of the right-hand side of Eq. (1)

describes the coupling between the thermal reservoir and
particles of the component i. As said in the Introduc-
tion, if the gaseous mixture is sufficiently dilute, one can
neglect the impact of gas particles on the surrounding
fluid and so, the latter plays the role of a thermostat. In
this case, a reliable model for describing suspensions is
the Langevin equation, 25,32,33 so that the influence of the
background fluid on gas particles is accounted for (i) a de-
terministic viscous (linear) drag force proportional to the
particle velocity30 plus (ii) a stochastic Langevin force
representing Gaussian white noise.50 This latter term is
represented by a Fokker–Planck collision operator.51–53

While the drag force term models the friction of parti-
cles of the component i with the surrounding fluid, the
stochastic term attempts to mimic the energy gained by
particles of the gas due to their interactions with the
more rapid particles of the interstitial fluid. Thus, the
term Ci,ex reads

Ci,ex = γi
∂

∂v
· vfi +

γiTex

mi

∂2fi
∂v2

, (4)

where the coefficients γi are the friction or drift coef-
ficients and Tex is the background temperature. Here,
we have taken units for the temperature for which the
Boltzmann constant kB = 1. The structure of Eq. (4)
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can be also derived from the Boltzmann–Lorentz colli-
sion operator (characterizing the effect of collisions on
the distribution fi between the Brownian particle i and
fluid particles) by considering the leading term in the
Kramers–Moyal expansion in powers of the mass ratio
mf/mi when the background fluid is at equilibrium.34–37

Here, mf denotes the mass of the particles of the back-
ground fluid.
It must be noted that in general the friction coeffi-

cients may be tensorial quantities as a result of the hydro-
dynamic interactions between particles, which strongly
depends on the configuration of particles. Here, the
isotropic case is considered for the sake of simplicity and
so, the coefficients γi are scalar quantities. Thus, in the
case of granular particles, the suspension model employed
here might be applicable to describe inertial suspensions
where the diameter of suspended particles ranges approx-
imately from 1 to 70 µm.30

Under the above conditions, the Enskog–Fokker–
Planck kinetic equation (1) is54

∂fi
∂t

− γi
∂

∂v
· vfi −

γiTex

mi

∂2fi
∂v2

=

2∑

j=1

Jij [fi, fj]. (5)

The coefficients γi can be written as γi = γ0Ri, where
γ0 ∝

√
Tex. The dimensionless quantities Ri may depend

on the mass ratio m1/m2, the diameter ratio σ1/σ2, the
total volume fraction φ = φ1+φ2, and the partial volume
fractions φi defined as

φi =
πd/2

2d−1dΓ
(

d
2

)niσ
d
i . (6)

The suspension model (5) has been recently employed
to determine the Navier–Stokes transport coefficients of
bidisperse granular suspensions54 as well as the rheolog-
ical properties in inertial suspensions of inelastic rough
hard spheres under simple shear flow.55

Explicit forms of Ri have been displayed in the liter-
ature of polydisperse gas-solid flows.40–42 In particular,
we adopt the expression γi = (18ηg/ρσ

2
12)Ri proposed

by Yin and Sundaresan.41 Here, ρ =
∑

imini is the total
mass density and

ni =

∫
dv fi(v) (7)

is the number density of the component i. For a three-
dimensional low-Reynolds-number fluid at moderate den-
sities, the dimensionless function Ri is given by

Ri(φi, φ) =
ρσ2

12

ρiσ2
i

(1 − φ)φiσi

φ

2∑

j=1

φj

σj

[
10φ

(1− φ)
2

+(1− φ)
2
(
1 + 1.5

√
φ
)]

. (8)

At a kinetic level, one of the most relevant quantities
for a binary mixture are the partial temperatures Ti(t).

They measure the mean kinetic energy of the component
i and are defined as

Ti =
1

nid

∫
dv miv

2 fi(v). (9)

Alternatively, the same information is provided by the
temperature ratio θ(t) = T1(t)/T2(t) and the (total) tem-
perature T (t) of the mixture

T (t) = x1T1(t) + x2T2(t), (10)

where xi = ni/(n1+n2) is the mole fraction of the compo-
nent i. The ratios T1/T and T2/T can be easily expressed
in terms of θ as

T1

T
=

θ

1 + x1(θ − 1)
,

T2

T
=

1

1 + x1(θ − 1)
. (11)

The evolution equations for both the temperature ratio
θ and the (total) temperature T can be obtained by mul-
tiplying both sides of the Enskog equation (5) by miv

2

and integrating over velocity. They are given by

∂

∂t
lnT = 2x1γ1

Tex − T1

T
+ 2x2γ2

Tex − T2

T
, (12)

∂

∂t
ln θ = 2γ1

(
Tex

T1
− 1

)
− 2γ2

(
Tex

T1
θ − 1

)
+ ξ2 − ξ1,

(13)
where

ξi = − mi

dniTi

∫
dv v2Jij [fi, fj], (i 6= j), (14)

are the so-called partial production rates. They mea-
sure the rate of change of the kinetic energy of the par-
ticles of component i due to collisions with the particles
of component j. Since the collisions are elastic, we have
x1T1ξ1 + x2T2ξ2 = 0.
In the particular case of mechanically equivalent par-

ticles (m1 = m2, σ1 = σ2, and φ1 = φ2), the friction
coefficients γ1 = γ2 = γ and the solution to Eq. (13) is
simply

T (t) = Tex + [T (0)− Tex] e
−2γt. (15)

Thus, since γ > 0, the temperature decays monotonically
in time and the Mpemba effect is not present. However,
when both components are different (γ1 6= γ2), the evo-
lution equations of T (t) and θ(t) are coupled: the curve
of the initially hotter (cooler) sample may cross that of
the initally cooler (hotter) one and remain below (above)
it until the systems reach equilibrium. This is the usual
(or inverse) Mpemba-like effect.
According to Eq. (14), it is quite apparent that one

needs to know the velocity distributions f1 and f2 to
determine the partial production rates ξ1 and ξ2. Here,
we estimate both production rates by taking the simplest
approximation for the distributions f1 and f2, namely
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the Maxwellian distributions fi,M defined with partial
temperatures Ti:

fi,M(v; t) = ni

(
mi

2πTi(t)

)d/2

exp

(
− miv

2

2Ti(t)

)
. (16)

In the Maxwellian approximation, ξ1 is given by56–58

ξ1 =
8π(d−1)/2

dΓ
(
d
2

) n2µ12µ21χ12σ
d−1
12

×
(
2T1

m1
+

2T2

m2

)1/2(
1− T2

T1

)
. (17)

The expression of ξ2 can be easily inferred from Eq. (17)
by making the change 1 ↔ 2 in the sub-indexes. When
energy equipartition holds (T1 = T2), ξ1 = ξ2 = 0 as
expected. However, if energy equipartition is broken
(T1 6= T2), then ξi 6= 0.

In the long-time limit, the mixture achieves a equi-
librium state where energy equipartition applies: T eq

1 =
T eq
2 = Teq = Tex. However, in the transient regime, it is

expected that energy equipartition fails and so, T1(t) 6=
T2(t). This means that the Mpemba effect in a driven
molecular mixture stems from the non-equipartition of
energy. Remarkably, this effect can be explained by com-
puting ξi by a Maxwellian distribution and hence, the
existence of different partial temperatures is sufficient to
explain such memory effect.
In order to analyze the time dependence of T (t) and

θ(t) it is convenient to introduce dimensionless variables
for temperature and time. Thus, we define T ∗ = T/Tex

and t∗ = nσd−1
12

√
4Tex/(m1 +m2)t. In the Maxwellian

approximation, the evolution equations for T ∗ and θ can
be easily derived from Eqs. (12), (13), and (17). After
some algebra, one gets

∂

∂t∗
lnT ∗ = Φ(T ∗, θ),

∂

∂t∗
ln θ = Ψ(T ∗, θ), (18)

where

Φ(T ∗, θ) = Φ1(T
∗) + Φ2(θ),

Ψ(T ∗, θ) = Ψ1 +Ψ2(T
∗, θ) + Ψ3(T

∗, θ). (19)

Here, we have introduced the quantities

Φ1(T
∗) =

2

T ∗
(x1γ

∗

1 + x2γ
∗

2) , Φ2(θ) = −2
x1γ

∗
1θ + x2γ

∗
2

1 + x1(θ − 1)
, (20)

Ψ1 = −2(γ∗

1 − γ∗

2), Ψ2(T
∗, θ) = 2 (γ∗

1 − γ∗

2θ)
1 + x1(θ − 1)

θT ∗
, (21)

Ψ3(T
∗, θ) =

8π(d−1)/2

dΓ
(
d
2

) χ12

√
T ∗

2

µ12µ21 (µ12 + µ21θ)

1 + x1(θ − 1)

(
x1 − x2 − x1θ + x2θ

−1
)
, (22)

where

γ∗

i =
Ri√

2T ∗
ex(n1 + n2)σd

12

, T ∗

ex =
2Tex

(m1 +m2)σ2
12γ

2
0

. (23)

As mentioned before, the dependence of Φ on θ is a necessary condition for the existence of the Mpemba-like effect.

III. MPEMBA-LIKE EFFECT FOR INITIAL STATES

CLOSE TO EQUILIBRIUM

We consider two homogeneous states A and B char-
acterized by their initial reduced temperatures T ∗

I,0 and
temperature ratios θI,0, where I = A,B. For the sake of
simplicity, we suppose that both states are hotter (cooler)
than the equilibrium state, i.e. T ∗

A,0 > 1 and T ∗
B,0 > 1

(T ∗
A,0 < 1 and T ∗

B,0 < 1). Furthermore, we also as-

sume that T ∗
A,0 > T ∗

B,0 > 1 (T ∗
A,0 < T ∗

B,0 < 1 for the

cooler case). During the time evolution of the system to-
wards equilibrium the gas particles exchange energy with
the thermal reservoir. This interaction is controlled by

the friction coefficients γi ∝ Ri, which exhibit a com-
plex dependence on the mass and diameter ratios and
the composition [see Eq. (8)]. Thus, the energy transfer
(per particle) between each one of the components of the
mixture and the background fluid could be more efficient
(larger) for some values of mi, σi, and xi. So, as the
energy transmission distinguishes between both compo-
nents, the decay of the temperature until its equilibrium
value will depend separately on the way of releasing en-
ergy from each component of the mixture to the bath,
and consequently on the initial values of the partial tem-
peratures θI,0. This coupling between T ∗ and θ opens
up the possibility of a crossroad between the trajecto-
ries of both temperatures (Mpemba-like effect), so that



6

T ∗
A = T ∗

B at some crossing time t∗c before achieving the
equilibrium state.
In order to quantify the constraints in the initial con-

ditions of both trajectories needed for the existence of
t∗c , we consider first in this Section initial states that are
close to the final equilibrium state. Under these condi-
tions, Eqs. (18) can be linearized around the equilibrium
solution T ∗

eq = θeq = 1. Note that this is a special kind
of linearization since only the global temperature and
the temperature ratio are displaced with respect to their
equilibrium values. As we show later, this approach will
allow us to solve the corresponding set of linear differen-
tial equations and get analytical results.
Let us define δT ∗ = T ∗ − 1 and δθ = θ − 1. Substitu-

tion of these definitions into Eqs. (18) and retaining only
linear terms in δT ∗ and δθ, one gets

∂

∂t∗

(
δT ∗

δθ

)
= L

(
δT ∗

δθ

)
, (24)

where the matrix L is composed by the following ele-
ments:

L11 = −2(x1γ
∗

1 + x2γ
∗

2),

L12 = 2x1x2(γ
∗

2 − γ∗

1 ), L21 = 2(γ∗

2 − γ∗

1 ),

L22 = −2(x2γ
∗

1 + x1γ
∗

2)−
4π(d−1)/2

dΓ
(
d
2

) χ12

√
2µ21µ12.

(25)

The solution to the matrix equation (24) can be ex-
pressed in terms of the initial conditions δT ∗

0 and δθ0.
After some algebra, the time evolution of the tempera-
ture δT ∗(t∗) reads

δT ∗(t∗) =
1

λ+ − λ−

{
[(L11 − λ−) δT

∗

0 + L12δθ0] e
λ+t∗

+ [(λ+ − L11) δT
∗

0 − L12δθ0] e
λ−t∗

}
, (26)

where

λ± =
1

2

[
L11 + L22 ±

√
(L11 − L22)

2
+ 4L12L21

]
(27)

are the eigenvalues of the matrix L. Two observations
are in order here. On the one hand, λ± ≤ 0 for any
choice of the system parameters since L11 +L22 ≤ 0 and

(L11 + L22)
2 −

[
(L11 − L22)

2
+ 4L12L21

]
= 8
[
2γ∗

1γ
∗

2

+
4π(d−1)/2

dΓ
(
d
2

) χ12

√
2µ21µ12 (x1γ

∗

1 + x2γ
∗

2 )
]
≥ 0. (28)

Hence, Eq. (26) always describes an evolution of the sys-
tem towards thermal equilibrium. On the other hand,
from Eq. (26) it is obvious that any cooling process
(δT ∗ ≥ 0) has its associated heating process (δT ∗ ≤ 0).
One process can be obtained from the other one by a
change of sings on the initial conditions: δT ∗

0 ↔ −δT ∗
0

and δθ0 ↔ −δθ0. Hence, at the level of the linear the-
ory, the Mpemba effect occurs if and only if the inverse
Mpemba effect occurs, provided the initial conditions are
related by the previous sign transformation.
In what follows, we will assume that the initial tem-

perature of the state A is greater than that of the state
B (T ∗

A,0 > T ∗
B,0). From Eq. (26) we can now compute

the possible crossing time t∗c of both trajectories. Given
that, in the linear case, this time is invariant under the
heating or cooling problem, both cases may be considered
simultaneously. From the condition δT ∗

A(t
∗
c) = δT ∗

B(t
∗
c),

we obtain the expression

t∗c =
1

λ− − λ+
ln

L12 + (L11 − λ−)∆T ∗
0 /∆θ0

L12 − (λ+ − L11)∆T ∗
0 /∆θ0

, (29)

where ∆T ∗
0 = T ∗

A,0 − T ∗
B,0 and ∆θ0 = θA,0 − θB,0. In

the linear theory, for given values of the parameters of
the mixture, the crossover time t∗c depends on the ini-
tial conditions only through the single control parameter
∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0. Moreover, since t∗c ∈ R
+ and being aware of

the inequality λ+ > λ−, the argument of the logarithm in
Eq. (29) shall fall within the interval (0, 1). Due to this
restriction, the initial values must satisfy the following
conditions

∆T ∗
0

∆θ0
∈
(
0,

L12

λ− − L11

)
if L12 < 0 ⇔ γ∗

1 > γ∗

2 ,

∆T ∗
0

∆θ0
∈
( L12

λ− − L11
, 0

)
if L12 > 0 ⇔ γ∗

1 < γ∗

2 .

(30)

According to Eq. (30), when L12 < 0 or equivalently
γ∗
1 > γ∗

2 (L12 > 0 or equivalently γ∗
1 < γ∗

2 ), since
λ− − L11 < 0, the control parameter is ∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 > 0
(∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 < 0) and its maximum (minimum) value for
which the Mpemba effect can be observed is L12/(λ− −
L11). This quantity provides the phase diagram for the
occurrence of the Mpemba effect, as shown in the up-
per panels of Figs. 1–3. Here, it is important to study
the singularity in the control parameter that emerge if
θA,0 = θB,0. In this case, the kinetic variables (partial
temperatures) are not present in the early relative evolu-
tion of the macroscopic fields, TA and TB, and therefore
the Mpemba-like effect does not occur.
To illustrate the dependence of the required initial con-

ditions on the parameters of the system, we consider a
three-dimensional (d = 3) system. In this case, a good
approximation for the pair correlation functions χij are
given by59–61

χij =
1

1− φ
+
3

2

φ

(1− φ)2
σiσjM2

σijM3
+
1

2

φ2

(1− φ)3

(
σiσjM2

σijM3

)2

,

(31)
where Mℓ =

∑
i xiσ

ℓ
i .

As said before, the upper panels of Figs. 1–3 show the
phase diagram of the initial conditions ∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 as a
function of the mass m1/m2 and size σ1/σ2 ratios and
concentration x1, respectively. We consider a binary
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FIG. 1. Upper panel: Phase diagram of the initial con-
dition ∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 as a function of the mass ratio m1/m2.
Lower panel: Relaxation of the (reduced) temperature T ∗

over the time t∗ for m1/m2 = 10. The upper and lower
curves correspond to the cooling and heating cases, respec-
tively. Solid lines represents theoretical values and symbols
DSMC data. The initial values of the control parameter
∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 ≡ (T ∗

A,0 − T ∗

B,0)/(θA,0 − θB,0) are 0.2 (A: red line
and symbols; B: black lines and symbols), and −0.2 (A: red
lines and symbols; B: blue lines and symbols). The theoretical
value of t∗c is also plotted with a vertical line. The remain-
ing parameters in both panels are d = 3, T ∗

ex = 1, x1 = 1
2
,

σ1/σ2 = 1, and φ = 0.1.

molecular mixture of moderate density (φ = 0.1). If
we focus on Fig. 1, we see that ∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 < 0 when
m1 > m2. For a better understanding, let us consider an
equimolar binary mixture (x1 = 1

2 ) with two components
of identical diameters (σ1 = σ2) but different masses
(m1 6= m2). In these conditions, according to Eq. (6),
γ∗
i ∝ m−1

i and so, γ∗
1 < γ∗

2 when m1 > m2. This means
that the lighter component interchanges energy with the
bath in a more efficient way than the heavier component.
In addition, if we want a reduction in the relaxation time,
the component whose partial temperature is further from
Tex must be the one whose interaction with the bath is
more effective. Since ∆T ∗

0 > 0 (T ∗
A > T ∗

B), then ∆θ0 < 0,

1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

No Mpemba effect

Mpemba effect

D
T* 0/D

q 0

 

s1/s2

No Mpemba effect

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
0.95

0.97

0.99

1.01

1.03

1.05
t*c

T*

 

t*

FIG. 2. Upper panel: Phase diagram of the initial condition
∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 as a function of the size ratio σ1/σ2. Lower panel:
Relaxation of the (reduced) temperature T ∗ over the time t∗

for σ1/σ2 = 3. The upper and lower curves correspond to the
cooling and heating cases, respectively. Solid lines represents
theoretical values and symbols DSMC data. The initial values
of the control parameter ∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 ≡ (T ∗

A,0 − T ∗

B,0)/(θA,0 −
θB,0) are 0.1 (A: red lines and symbols; B: blue lines and
symbols), and −0.2 (A: red lines and symbols; B: black lines
and symbols). The theoretical value of t∗c is also plotted with
a vertical line. The remaining parameters in both panels are
d = 3, T ∗

ex = 1, x1 = 1
2
, m1/m2 = 1, and φ = 0.1.

namely, the initially hotter system has its kinetic energy
more concentrated in the lighter component than in the
heavier one. This conclusion agrees with the second con-
dition of Eq. (30). As expected, the boundary between
both regions, given by the extreme value L12/(λ−−L11),
decreases with increasing the mass ratio and hence, the
discrimination between both species in the exchange of
energy with the bath. A similar behavior is found in the
upper panel of Fig. 2. Here, we vary the diameters of
particles while keeping m1 = m2. According to Eq. (6),
γ∗
i ∝ σi and so, γ∗

1 > γ∗
2 when σ1 > σ2. This implies

that ∆T ∗
0 /∆θ0 > 0 in agreement with the first condition

of Eq. (30). Conversely, the shape of the phase diagram
shown in the upper panel of Fig. 3 cannot be qualitatively
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FIG. 3. Upper panel: Phase diagram of the initial condition
∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 as a function of the concentration x1. Lower panel:
Relaxation of the (reduced) temperature T ∗ over the time t∗

for x1 = 0.4. The upper and lower curves correspond to the
cooling and heating cases, respectively. Solid lines represents
theoretical values and symbols DSMC data. The initial values
of the control parameter ∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 ≡ (T ∗

A,0 − T ∗

B,0)/(θA,0 −
θB,0) are −0.1 (A: red lines and symbols; B: blue lines and
symbols), and −0.5 (A: red lines and symbols; B: black lines
and symbols). The theoretical value of t∗c is also plotted with
a vertical line. The remaining parameters in both panels are
d = 3, T ∗

ex = 1, m1/m2 = 5, σ1/σ2 = 1, and φ = 0.1.

explained with arguments based on individual properties
(such as mass or size) but on collective behavior. As can
be noted, the Mpemba effect manifests clearer when there
are more particles that interact in a more efficient way
with the bath. However, the mixture must also be di-
versified so there can be more discrepancy between both
partial and total temperatures. An example of the com-
petition between both mechanisms is plotted in the phase
diagram of Fig. 3 for m1 = 5m2.
The lower panels of Figs. 1–3 display the relaxation

curves of the reduced temperature T ∗ as a function of the
scaled time t∗ for some of the mixture parameters consid-
ered in the phase diagrams described before. Three dif-
ferent initial conditions are chosen in every figure. Spe-
cific details of the initial conditions used in the above

2 4 6 8 10
1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

m1/m2

s 1
/s

2

-0.40

-0.32

-0.24

-0.16

-0.08

0.00

0.08

0.16

L12/(l--L11)

FIG. 4. Density plot of the critical value L12/(λ− − L11) as
a function of the mass m1/m2 and size σ1/σ2 ratios for an
equimolar mixture (x1 = 1

2
) of hard spheres (d = 3). The

remaining parameters are T ∗

ex = 1 and φ = 0.1.

panels can be found in Table I. According to these ini-
tial values, the control parameter ∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 is greater
than or less than 0, and within or without the region
limited by L12/(λ−−L11). In this way, the fulfillment of
restrictions (30) is checked in both cooling and heating
(inverse Mpemba effect) situations. The solid lines are
the theoretical results displayed in Eq. (26) and symbols
refer to the results obtained via DSMC simulations. We
found an excellent agreement between theory and sim-
ulations in all the three cases, ensuring the accuracy of
the Maxwellian approximation (16) to capture the trends
of the Mpemba effect. Furthermore, the theoretical pre-
diction for t∗c exhibits also an excellent agreement with
simulations.
DSMC simulations has been carried out following sim-

ilar steps as those carried out in Ref. 44. At the ini-
tial state, one assigns velocities to the particles drawn
from Gaussian distributions at the desired partial tem-
peratures. Since the system is assumed to be spatially
homogeneous, the velocities of the particles change only
due to binary collisions. It includes two physical events:
(i) collisions among particles and (ii) collisions of the par-
ticles with an external energy source (bath). In the case
of event (i), we consider the same algorithm as proposed
by Bird43 but, in this case, the collision rate is enhanced
by a factor that accounts for the spatial correlations.45 In
the case of event (ii), we impose a simultaneous change
of all velocities of particles every time step ∆t. For a
particle of species i and velocity v the collision with the
bath is given by

v → e−γi∆tv +

(
6γiTex

mi
∆t

) 1
2

w, (32)

where w is a random vector uniformly distributed in
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[−1, 1]3. In Ref. 29 it was shown that these two events
(i) and (ii) give rise to the Boltzmann kinetic equation if
∆t is taken to be much smaller than the mean free time
τ of inter-particle collisions. In our case we always take
∆t/τ < 10−3.

Figure 1 Figure 2 Figure 3

Color of lines and symbols T ∗

0 θ0 T ∗

0 θ0 T ∗

0 θ0

Cooling cases

Red 1.05 1.06 1.05 1.11 1.05 1.01

Blue 1.04 1.11 1.04 1.01 1.04 1.11

Black 1.04 1.01 1.04 1.16 1.04 1.03

Heating cases

Red 0.95 0.94 0.95 0.89 0.95 0.99

Blue 0.96 0.89 0.96 0.99 0.96 0.89

Black 0.96 0.99 0.96 0.84 0.96 0.97

TABLE I. Initial values of the (reduced) temperatures T ∗

0 and
temperature ratios θ0 used to generate the relaxation curves
shown in the lower panels of Figs. 1–3.

As a complement of Figs. 1–3, a density plot of the
critical value L12/(λ−−L11) as a function of the mass and
size ratios is plotted in Fig. 4 for an equimolar mixture
(x1 = 1

2 ). Although these parameters have similar but
opposite influences on the onset of the Mpemba effect, the
graphic reveals that a discrimination in the diameters of
particles (seen as a difference in the surface areas) has a
more prominent role in the emergence of the phenomenon
than in the masses (seen as a distinction in the inertial
forces).

IV. LARGE MPEMBA-LIKE EFFECT IN MOLECULAR

MIXTURES

In the previous Section we have dealt with states which
have been initially prepared in conditions close to ther-
mal equilibrium. This has permitted us to linearize Eqs.
(18) around the equilibrium solution and provide precise
analytical results both for the time evolution of the tem-
perature and for the crossing time. Here, we consider
more general conditions, allowing the system to start
away from equilibrium. In these cases we see that the
relaxation curves may cross each other in a similar way
to that described in Sec. II. Unfortunately, no simple an-
alytical expression for the crossing time t∗c is found and
a more qualitative analysis is required to establish a nec-
essary (but not sufficient) condition for the occurrence of
the Mpemba effect.
In this Section we analyze crossovers in the temper-

ature transitions from initial situations far away from
equilibrium. Thus, the distances between the initial tem-
peratures are assumed to be of the same order of the
temperatures themselves. A remarkable fact of this kind
of transitions is the asymmetry between the cooling and
heating processes produced by the term ξ2 − ξ1 of Eq.

(13). Given two initial temperatures TA > TB, both
at the same distance from equilibrium (TA > Tex >
TB; |TA − Tex| = |TB − Tex|), one may think that the
time to relax is exactly the same in both cases when the
temperature ratios θA,B are also equally separated from
their equilibrium values, in accordance with the linear
theory of Sec. III. Nevertheless, on average, particles of
system A move more energetically than those of system
B so, the mean free time among collisions of species 1
and 2 of system A is shorter. Hence, the flux of linear
momentum is more effective and, as a consequence, re-
laxation towards the external temperature turns out to
be faster. This symmetry breaking results in a discrim-
ination between cooling and heating processes in such a
way that, for the same initial ratio ∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0, Mpemba
effect could only be observed in one of these scenarios.
Let us consider again two homogeneous states A and

B arbitrarily far away from equilibrium. They are char-
acterized by the initial temperatures T ∗

A,0 and T ∗
B,0 and

the temperature ratios θA,0 and θB,0. In what follows,
for the sake of simplicity, we will suppose that the state
A is initially hotter than B (T ∗

A,0 > T ∗
B,0). Under this

condition, a physically intuitive necessary condition for
a crossover (Mpemba-like effect) in the relaxation curves
of both temperatures is that the initially hotter system
cools faster than the cooler one. This crossover is ex-
pected to happen in the early stage of the evolution where
the system still puts away memory of its initial prepara-
tion. Following the arguments of Torrente et al.23, for
short enough times, we can assume that the system is
exponentially cooling with a characteristic rate roughly
equal to the initial value of −Φ [see Eq. (18)]. Thus, a
necessary condition for the presence of the Mpemba effect
is Φ(T ∗

B,0, θB,0) > Φ(T ∗
A,0, θA,0). So, it seems that the

function Φ(T ∗, θ), through its dependence on the vari-
ables T ∗ and θ, is the key quantity for determining when
the Mpemba effect can occur.
Let us then analyze Eq. (19) to establish some restric-

tions to the initial conditions of the states A and B. The
function Φ(T ∗, θ) is the sum of two functions Φ1(T

∗) and
Φ2(θ). Thus, all the information about the relative be-
havior of T ∗

I (I =A,B) at the initial stages (for fixed T ∗
I )

falls on the function Φ2(θI). Next step is to ensure the
functions Φ(T ∗, θ) behave monotonically with θ, so that,
we can establish a criterion for what the temperatures
T ∗
A and T ∗

B will get closer or away from each other. Only
the first option will be considered here as a simple way to
attain Mpemba effect (in fact, there are other more com-
plex ways the relaxation curves may cross as occurs for
instance in the non-monotonic Kovacs-like relaxation.62)
Therefore, to check the occurrence of the Mpemba ef-

fect we perform the derivative of Φ2 with respect to θ at
fixed T ∗. The result is

∂

∂θ
Φ2 =

2x1x2(γ
∗
2 − γ∗

1)

(x2 + x1θ)2
, (33)

which is always a positive (negative) function if γ∗
2 > γ∗

1

(γ∗
2 < γ∗

1). Consequently, assuming that the temperature
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evolves monotonically towards equilibrium, the presence
of the Mpemba effect requires that the initial values sat-
isfy the conditions

∆T ∗
0

∆θ0
> 0, γ∗

1 > γ∗

2 ,

∆T ∗
0

∆θ0
< 0, γ∗

1 < γ∗

2 . (34)

Equation (34) is in agreement with the results (30) de-
rived for initial situations near to equilibrium. How-
ever, Eq. (34) does not constraint the regions of ini-
tial conditions that turn out in a crossover of temper-
atures. Namely, the difference between Φ(T ∗

A,0, θA,0) and

Φ(T ∗
B,0, θB,0) must be properly chosen to be large enough.

According to Eq. (18), the slope of the curve T ∗(t∗)
is really the product T ∗Φ. Thus, one is tempted
to conclude that the necessary condition for the pres-
ence of the Mpemba-like effect is Φ(T ∗

B,0, θB,0)TB,0 >

Φ(T ∗
A,0, θA,0)TA,0. On the other hand, since TA,0 > TB,0,

the Mpemba effect cannot occur unless Φ(T ∗
B,0, θB,0) >

Φ(T ∗
A,0, θA,0). Therefore, the fulfillment of Eq. (34) is

required to observe the Mpemba-like effect.
The large Mpemba-like effect for heating and cooling

processes is plotted in Fig. 5 for different initial condi-
tions. Theoretical results are compared against DSMC
and MD simulations. The MD simulations have been
conducted as follows. The system is initially prepared
in a spatially homogeneous state with each of the com-
ponents of the mixture having Gaussian velocity distri-
butions with different temperatures. The system then
evolves using an event-driven algorithm. As in the case
of DSMC simulations, two physical events are consid-
ered: (i) collisions among particles and (ii) collisions of
the particles with the external bath. For the event (i),
we proceeded as usual; see for instance Refs. 46 and 47.
In the event (ii), we impose a simultaneous change of
all velocities of particles every time step ∆t. This latter
procedure is detailed in Eq. (32).
In Fig. 5, we consider an equimolar (x1 = 1

2 ) bi-
nary mixture of hard spheres (d = 3) of the same size
(σ1 = σ2) and different masses (m1 = 10m2) for two dif-
ferent densities: φ = 0.00785 (very dilute system) and
φ = 0.1 (moderately dense system). Lines are the theo-
retical results as derived from the Enskog equation, filled
symbols refer to the results obtained via DSMC simula-
tions, and open symbols to those obtained by means of
MD simulations. When φ = 0.00785, γ∗

1 = 0.241 and
γ∗
2 = 2.411, while the friction parameters are γ∗

1 = 0.445
and γ∗

2 = 4.451 when φ = 0.1. Therefore, since γ∗
1 < γ∗

2

in both cases, initial conditions must be chosen in such a
way that ∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 < 0 (see Table II for more details). In
addition, the functions Φ(T ∗

I , θI) are separately selected
for the cooling and heating cases to enable the intersec-
tion of the respective temperature curves. It is quite
apparent from the plots of Fig. 5 that the Mpemba-like
effect emerges in both (cooling and heating) relaxation
problems, even when the relative differences in the ini-
tial temperatures are around 10%. Moreover, the panels
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FIG. 5. Evolution of the (reduced) temperature T ∗ over the
time t∗ for m1/m2 = 10, σ1/σ2 = 1, x1 = 0.5, d = 3, and
T ∗

ex = 1. Solid lines represent theoretical values, filled symbols
DSMC data, and open symbols MD data. The initial values of
the control parameter ∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 ≡ (T ∗

A,0−T ∗

B,0)/(θA,0−θB,0)
(A: red line and symbols; B: blue line and symbols) are −0.2
(cooling cases), −0.25 [heating case of panel (a)], and −1/3
[heating case of panel (b)]. Panel (a) corresponds to φ =
0.00785 and panel (b) to φ = 0.1.

(a) and (b) of Fig. 5 highlight an excellent agreement be-
tween the Enskog theory and both DSMC and MD sim-
ulations in both the low-density regime (φ = 0.00785)
and for moderate densities (φ = 0.1). This good agree-
ment ensures once again the reliability of the Maxwellian
approximation (16) as well as the accuracy of the molec-
ular chaos hypothesis for studying this kind of relaxation
process. The excellent agreement found in the crossing
time t∗c and in the complete relaxation towards the final
equilibrium state makes the Enskog kinetic theory a very
reliable theory for modeling molecular fluids at moderate
densities.

V. MPEMBA-LIKE EFFECT IN GRANULAR BINARY

MIXTURES. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

We assume now that the components of the mixture
have macroscopic dimensions (typically of the order of
micrometers or larger), and so their collisions are inelas-
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Panel (a) Panel (b)

Color of lines and symbols T ∗

0 θ0 T ∗

0 θ0

Cooling cases

Red 1.3 1.1 1.3 1.1

Blue 1.2 1.6 1.2 1.6

Heating cases

Red 0.8 0.5 0.8 0.5

Blue 0.7 0.9 0.7 0.8

TABLE II. Initial values of the (reduced) temperatures T ∗

0

and temperature ratios θ0 used to generate the relaxation
curves shown in Fig. 5.
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FIG. 6. Density plot of the difference |Φ12 − Φ12,s| (top
panel) and |Φ3 − Φ3,s| (bottom panel) as a function of the
(reduced) temperature T ∗ and temperature ratio θ for a
granular mixture with a common coefficient of restitution
α11 = α22 = α12 ≡ α = 0.9. The parameters of the mix-
ture are given by m1/m2 = 10, σ1/σ2 = 1, x1 = 0.5, d = 3,
φ = 0.1, and T ∗

ex = 1. Here, Φ12 = Φ1 + Φ2.

tic. We also assume that these particles (or grains) are
in rapid flow conditions so that, they behave like a gas of
activated collisional grains (granular gas).27,37 It is well-
known that in this regime kinetic theory tools are appro-
priate to describe the dynamics of the system.

For granular mixtures suspended in a background
fluid, the Enskog–Fokker–Planck equation (5) still ap-
plies, except that the Boltzmann–Enskog collision oper-
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FIG. 7. Evolution of the (reduced) temperature T ∗ over the
time t∗ for a granular mixture with a common coefficient of
restitution α11 = α22 = α12 ≡ α. The parameters of the
mixture are given by m1/m2 = 10, σ1/σ2 = 1, x1 = 0.5,
d = 3, φ = 0.1, and T ∗

ex = 1. Solid lines represent theoretical
values and symbols DSMC data. The initial values of the
control parameter ∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 ≡ (T ∗

A,0 − T ∗

B,0)/(θA,0 − θB,0)
(A: red line and symbols; B: blue line and symbols) are −0.25
(cooling cases), −1/3 (heating cases). Panel (a) corresponds
to α = 0.9 and panel (b) to α = 0.8.

ator reads27

J
(αij)
ij [v1|fi, fj] = χijσ

d−1
ij

∫
dv2

∫
dσ̂Θ(σ̂ · g12)

×(σ̂ · g12)
[
α−2
ij fi(v

′′

1 )fj(v
′′

2 )− fi(v1)fj(v2)
]
, (35)

where αij is the coefficient of normal restitution for col-
lisions between particles of components i and j. Here,
the coefficient αij is assumed to be a positive constant
smaller than or equal to 1. The limit case αij = 1 cor-
responds to elastic collisions. In Eq. (35), the double
primes denote the pre-collisional velocities (v′′

1 ,v
′′
2 ) yield-

ing the post-collisional velocities (v1,v2). They satisfy
the collision rule:

v′′

1 = v1 − µji
1 + αij

αij
(σ̂ · g12)σ̂, (36)

v′′

2 = v2 + µij
1 + αij

αij
(σ̂ · g12)σ̂. (37)



12

The operator J
(αij)
ij denotes the inelastic Enskog-

Boltzmann collision operator. When αij = 1, its elastic

version J
(1)
ij is given by Eq. (2).

The study of the Mpemba-like effect for driven granu-
lar mixtures follows similar mathematical steps as those
made in the previous Sections for molecular mixtures.
Thus, the set of differential equations (18) provides the
evolution of the (reduced) temperature T ∗ and the tem-
perature ratio θ. However, the final forms of the func-
tions Φ and Ψ for inelastic collisions [see Eqs. (A2)–(A7)
of the Appendix A] appearing in the above set of dif-
ferential equations are much more intricate than those
obtained for molecular gases.
Nonetheless, preliminary straightforward results can

be derived if we realize that the dependence of the func-
tion Φ(T ∗, θ) = Φ1(T

∗) + Φ2(θ) + Φ3(T
∗, θ) on inelastic-

ity is fully encoded in the cooling term Φ3. This cooling
term vanishes for elastic collisions (Φ3 = 0 when αij = 1).
Thus, to establish some criterion on the emergence of the
Mpemba-like effect, the function Φ is conveniently sepa-
rated into its entirely molecular part Φ12 ≡ Φ1 +Φ2 and
the granular term Φ3.
Let us consider again two different homogeneous sam-

ples A and B at different initial granular temperatures
T ∗
I,0 and temperature ratios θI,0, where I = A,B. In or-

der to compare the relative behaviour between the two
slopes ΦA and ΦB at the initial stages of the evolution,
the steady values of the molecular Φ1(T

∗
s ) + Φ2(θs) and

the granular Φ3(T
∗
s , θs) terms are subtracted from their

non-steady slopes Φ1(T
∗) +Φ2(θ) and Φ3(T

∗, θ), respec-
tively. Thus, we can quantify the influence of the granu-
lar terms on the relative distance between the relaxation
curves and, hence, on the onset of the Mpemba effect.
The set of coupled equations for obtaining the steady

forms of both T ∗
s and θs are given by Eqs. (A9) and (A10).

It is quite apparent from Fig. 6 that the granular term Φ3

has substantially less influence on the relative behaviour
of the temperature relaxation of two given samples than
the molecular counterpart Φ1 + Φ2 at moderate values
of the coefficients of restitution αij . In this way, similar
conditions to those previously obtained for driven molec-
ular mixtures can be established for granular mixtures to
chose the initial values of T ∗ and θ for the occurrence of
the Mpemba-like effect.

Panel (a) Panel (b)

Color of lines and symbols T ∗

0 θ0 T ∗

0 θ0

Cooling cases

Red 1.2 0.9 1.1 0.8

Blue 1.1 1.3 1.0 1.2

Heating cases

Red 0.7 0.5 0.6 0.4

Blue 0.6 0.8 0.5 0.7

TABLE III. Initial values of the (reduced) temperatures T ∗

0

and temperature ratios θ0 used to generate the relaxation
curves shown in Fig. 7.

Here, as an illustration of the Mpemba-like effect in
granular mixtures, the time evolution of T ∗ is plotted in
Fig. 7 for heating and cooling processes. For the sake
of comparison, we consider a binary granular suspension
with the same mechanical properties as those considered
in panel (b) of Fig. 5, except that now the collisions are
inelastic. Two different values of the (common) coeffi-
cient of restitution α ≡ α11 = α22 = α12 are selected:
(a) α = 0.9 and (b) α = 0.8. Lines are the theoretical
results derived from the Enskog equation conveniently
adapted to inelastic collisions (see the Appendix A) and
symbols refer to the results obtained via DSMC simula-
tions. Since the friction parameters are γ∗

1 = 0.445 and
γ∗
2 = 4.451 in both cases, similar arguments than those

derived in the molecular case are set out for the initial
conditions to satisfy the relation ∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 < 0 (more
details can be found in Table III). Figure 7 illustrates
the emergence of the Mpemba-like effect (and its inverse
counterpart) in granular gases when the initial conditions
are relatively far away from each other (large Mpemba-
like effect). In addition, panels (a) and (b) of Fig. 7 show
an excellent agreement between the Enskog theory and
DSMC simulations ensuring again the reliability of the
Maxwellian approximation used to compute the partial
production rates ξi given in Eq. (A1).

VI. DISCUSSION

In summary, we have observed a Mpemba-like effect
in a molecular binary mixture in contact with a thermal
reservoir. As usual,30,34–36 the bath acts on molecules
as they were Brownian particles, i.e. the interaction be-
tween gas particles and the thermal reservoir (or back-
ground fluid) is accounted for by two forces: a (deter-
ministic) viscous drag force proportional to the velocity
of the particles and a stochastic force. Moreover, based
on numerical and experimental results carried out in the
gas-solid-flows literature,40–42 the friction coefficients γi
(i = 1, 2) have been chosen to distinguish between com-
ponents of the mixture through their dependence on the
mechanical properties of particles (masses mi and diam-
eters σi) and on the partial φi and global φ = φ1 + φ2

volume fractions. This discrimination couples the evolu-
tion of the total temperature T (t) with the ratio of partial
temperatures θ(t) = T1(t)/T2(t) giving rise to the emer-
gence of memory effects. Namely, the time evolution of
T (t) is not autonomous but is coupled to θ(t). One of
the most popular problems in which memory effects are
notorious is the so-called Mpemba effect,1 namely, when
an initially hotter (cooler) system cools (heats) sooner.
To observe this effect, two identical samples A and B

(namely, sharing the same values of masses, diameters,
composition, and volume fraction) are initially prepared
in isotropic Maxwellian velocity distribution functions at
different temperatures (TA,0 and TB,0) and temperature
ratios (θA,0 and θB,0). These samples are in contact with
a thermal reservoir at temperature Tex. Starting from the
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above initial conditions, we let the samples evolve until
they reach the equilibrium state where energy equiparti-
tion holds: Ti = T1,i = T2,i = Tex (i = A,B). During this
transient period, particles of the mixture collide among
themselves and with the bath exchanging energy in differ-
ent ways for each component. If we suitable chose the ini-
tial values of the total and the partial temperatures, the
curves associated with the relaxation of the temperatures
TA(t) and TB(t) may cross at a given time tc before reach-
ing the equilibrium state (the so-called crossover time).
Contrary to other works on this topic, no cumulants22

(measuring the deviations of the distribution functions
from their Maxwellian forms) nor the inclusion of a non-
linear drag force28 are needed to explain the Mpemba
effect and hence, the magnitude of the effect may be in-
creased.
The starting point of our theoretical approach has been

the Enskog kinetic equation (1) in combination with the
Fokker-Planck term accounting for the interaction be-
tween gas particles and the thermal reservoir. From this
equation, the evolution equations for the total tempera-
ture T (t) and the temperature ratio θ(t) have been de-
rived. To get explicit results, the partial production rates
ξ1 and ξ2 appearing in the evolution equation (13) of θ
have been estimated by replacing the exact distribution
functions fi(v; t) by their Maxwellian forms (16).
The evolution equations (18) for the reduced quanti-

ties T ∗ = T/Tex and θ have been first analytically solved
for situations close to equilibrium. This has allowed us
to obtain explicit expressions for the (reduced) crossing
time t∗c and the critical value of the initial temperature
difference [see Eqs. (29) and (30)]. In addition, the nu-
merical solution of the set of equations (18) provides the
dependence of T ∗(t∗) and θ(t∗) on the parameters of the
mixture. An illustration of the above results is displayed
in Figs. 1–3 where we have varied the mass m1/m2 and
diameter σ1/σ2 ratios and the composition x1, respec-
tively. The comparison between those theoretical (ap-
proximate) predictions with the DSMC results shows an
excellent agreement for the whole range of parameters
studied.
As a complement of the previous study, we have ana-

lyzed the Mpemba effect when the initial states of the
samples are far from equilibrium, the so-called large
Mpemba effect. In this situation, no analytical solu-
tion is admitted and only qualitative predictions can be
achieved. For the crossover to happen, a necessary cri-
terion for the sign of the initial fraction ∆T ∗

0 /∆θ0 =
(T ∗

A,0 − T ∗
B,0)/(θA,0 − θB,0) has been established. This

criterion is based on the efficiency or rapidity (measured

through the comparison of the two drag coefficients γ∗
i )

of each one of the partial temperatures to reach equilib-
rium. Two examples of cooling and heating relaxation
processes for a dilute and a moderately-dense system has
been plotted in Fig. 5. In particular, the Mpemba-like ef-
fect has been shown to take place even when the relative
initial temperature difference is around 10%. Moreover,
an excellent agreement between theoretical results and
both DSMC and MD simulations has been also found.

Finally, we have also considered driven granular mix-
tures, namely, a collection of discrete macroscopic par-
ticles of different sizes. Due to their macroscopic di-
mensions, in contrast to molecular mixtures, the colli-
sions between the different components of the mixture
are inelastic. As expected, the Mpemba-like effect is
also present when collisions in the binary mixture are
inelastic. However, given that the forms of the functions
Φ = Φ1+Φ2+Φ3 and Ψ appearing in the evolution equa-
tions obeying T ∗ and θ, respectively, are more complex
than those derived for elastic collisions, it is not easy to
find clean conditions for the occurrence of the Mpemba
effect. On the other hand, since the impact of the granu-
lar new term Φ3 (which vanishes for molecular mixtures)
on the relaxation of the temperature is smaller than that
of the pure molecular contributions Φ1 + Φ2 for not too
strong inelasticities, one can conclude that the conditions
for the occurrence of the Mpemba-like effect in granu-
lar mixtures are quite similar to those found for driven
molecular mixtures. In any case, a more careful analysis
is needed to confirm the above conclusion. We plan to
carry out a more exhaustive study on the necessary con-
ditions for the onset of the Mpemba-like effect in driven
granular mixtures in the near future.
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Appendix A: Expressions for driven granular mixtures

In this Appendix, we display the expressions of the functions Φ and Ψ for driven granular mixtures, namely, when
collisions between particles of the component i and j are inelastic. For smooth hard spheres, the inelasticity of
collisions are characterized by the (constant) coefficients of restitution αij ≤ 1. In this case, the expressions of the
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partial production rates ξi in the Maxwellian approximation (16) are given by27

ξ1 =

√
2π(d−1)/2

dΓ
(
d
2

) n1χ11σ
d−1
1

(
2T1

m1

)1/2 (
1− α2

11

)
+

4π(d−1)/2

dΓ
(
d
2

) n2µ21χ12σ
d−1
12

(
2T1

m1
+

2T2

m2

)1/2

×(1 + α12)

[
1− µ21

2
(1 + α12)

(
1 +

m1T2

m2T1

)]
. (A1)

The expression for ξ2 can be easily obtained from Eq. (A1) by making the change 1 ↔ 2. In dimensionless variables,
the time evolution of T ∗ and θ can be written in the form (18) where

Φ(T ∗, θ) = Φ1(T
∗) + Φ2(θ) + Φ3(T

∗, θ), Ψ(T ∗, θ) = Ψ1 +Ψ2(T
∗, θ) + Ψ3(T

∗, θ). (A2)

Here, we have introduced the quantities

Φ1(T
∗) =

2

T ∗
(x1γ

∗

1 + x2γ
∗

2 ) , Φ2(θ) = −2
x1γ

∗
1θ + x2γ

∗
2

1 + x1(θ − 1)
, Φ3(T

∗, θ) = −ξ∗(T ∗, θ), (A3)

Ψ1 = −2(γ∗

1 − γ∗

2 ), Ψ2(T
∗, θ) = 2 (γ∗

1 − γ∗

2θ)
1 + x1(θ − 1)

θT ∗
, Ψ3(T

∗, θ) = ξ∗2 (T
∗, θ)− ξ∗1(T

∗, θ), (A4)

where

ξ∗ =
x1θξ

∗
1 + x2ξ

∗
2

1 + x1(θ − 1)
, (A5)

ξ∗1 =

√
2π(d−1)/2

dΓ
(
d
2

) x1χ11

( σ1

σ12

)d−1
√√√√

θT ∗

2µ12

[
1 + x1(θ − 1)

]
(
1− α2

11

)
+

4π(d−1)/2

dΓ
(
d
2

) x2χ12

×
√

µ21

µ12

√
T ∗

2

µ12 + µ21θ

1 + x1(θ − 1)
(1 + α12)

[
1− 1 + α12

2

(
µ21 + µ12θ

−1
)]

, (A6)

ξ∗2 =

√
2π(d−1)/2

dΓ
(
d
2

) x2χ22

( σ2

σ12

)d−1
√√√√

T ∗

2µ21

[
θ + x2(1− θ)

] (1− α2
22

)
+

4π(d−1)/2

dΓ
(
d
2

) x1χ12

×
√

µ12

µ21

√
T ∗

2

µ12 + µ21θ

1 + x1(θ − 1)
(1 + α12)

[
1− 1 + α21

2

(
µ12 + µ21θ

)]
. (A7)

For elastic collisions (α11 = α22 = α12 = 1), Eqs. (A4)–(A7) reduce to Eqs. (19)–(22) since Φ3 = 0 and

Ψ3 = ξ∗2 − ξ∗1 =
8π(d−1)/2

dΓ
(
d
2

) χ12

√
T ∗

2

µ12µ21 (µ12 + µ21θ)

1 + x1(θ − 1)

(
x1 − x1θ − x2 + x2θ

−1
)
. (A8)

In the long-time limit, the steady forms of both T ∗
s and θ∗s can be obtained by solving the set of coupled equations

2

T ∗
s

(x1γ
∗

1 + x2γ
∗

2)− 2
x1γ

∗
1θs + x2γ

∗
2

1 + x1(θs − 1)
= ξ∗s , (A9)

− 2(γ∗

1 − γ∗

2) + 2 (γ∗

1 − γ∗

2θs)
1 + x1(θs − 1)

θsT ∗
s

= ξ∗1s − ξ∗2s. (A10)

For elastic collisions, the solution to Eqs. (A9) and (A10) is simply given by T ∗
s = θ∗s = 1 (energy equipartition).

However, for inelastic collisions, energy equipartition does not hold and T ∗
s and θ∗s have a complex dependence on the

parameter space of the problem. An study on this dependence has been carried out in Ref. 54 for a binary mixture
and in Ref. 38 for a multicomponent mixture.
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37N. V. Brilliantov and T. Pöschel, Kinetic Theory of Granular

Gases (Oxford University Press, 2004).
38A. Osinsky, A. S. Bodrova, and N. V. Brilliantov, “Size-
polidisperse dust in molecular gas: Energy equipartition versus
nonequipartition,” Phys. Rev. E 101, 022903 (2020).

39D. L. Koch, “Kinetic theory for a monodisperse gas-solid suspen-
sion,” Phys. Fluids A 2, 1711–1723 (1990).

40X. Yin and S. Sundaresan, “Drag law for bidisperse gas-solid
suspensions containing equally sized spheres,” Ind. Eng. Chem.
Res. 48, 227–241 (2009).

41X. Yin and S. Sundaresan, “Fluid-particle drag in low-Reynolds-
number polydisperse gas-solid suspensions,” AIChE 55, 1352–
1368 (2009).

42W. Holloway, X. Yin, and S. Sundaresan, “Fluid-particle drag
in inertial polydisperse gas-solid suspensions,” AIChE 56, 1995–
2004 (2009).

43G. A. Bird,Molecular Gas Dynamics and the Direct Simulation of Gas Flows

(Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1994).
44J. M. Montanero and A. Santos, “Simulation of the Enskog equa-
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