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The paper is devoted to detailed analysis of two important transport processes — the kinematic
shear viscosity and the self-diffusion — for all states of liquid water from the triple to critical
points. Our approach to the shear viscosity is grounded on friction effects between two nearest
molecular layers shifting relative to each other. In this relation the nature of the shear viscosity in
water is fully similar to that in argon. The contribution, caused by interlayer displacements of
molecules, is assumed to be negligibly small. The behavior of the kinematic shear viscosities of
water is investigated in details in two characteristic directions: the vapor-liquid coexistence
curve and isotherms. As for argon it is assumed that the self-diffusion in water is formed by two
main contributions, caused by the molecular transport by nano-scale vortex hydrodynamic
modes and collective intermixing of molecules on molecular scales. The mechanism of the
second type is with good accuracy described by the Einstein formula with hard-core radius of a
molecule determined from analysis of the shear viscosity of water.

Introduction

Water demonstrates many unusual properties distincting it from argon and other
argon-like liquids. It is connected with existence of H-bonds, which stimulate the
clusterization processes [1-7]. However, clusters have finite life time close to that
for H-bonds. Let z,, be the life time for H-bonds [8-10]. In fact ¢, is proportional

to the period of rotational motion of water molecules and it can be satisfactory
estimated with the help of the dipole relaxation [1,11, 12-14].

Dipole relaxation time in water

The temperature dependence of the dipole relaxation time r, is presented in
Fig.1.
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Fig.1. Temperature dependence of the dimensionless dipole relaxation time

7,(t)=7,(t)/z,, where r, is taken from: + - [1], quadrates — [12], crosses — [13],
rhombs — [14], r is the rotation period for an isolated water molecule:
r, =27k, T/1)"* ~5.10™s. Dots present interpolation values of z,.

As we can see, the behavior of 7, is essentially different in two temperature
intervals: 1) 0.35<t <05, t =T/T,, where 7,(t) >(>>)1 and 2) 0.5<t <0.95, where
7,(t)~1. In this case the exponential increase of r, is compatible with like-jerk

rotation of water molecules and it is to lead to suitable contribution to its shear
viscosity

It is necessary to note that the temperature dependence of z,(t) in the first
temperature interval is satisfactory approximated by the exponential function:

;d = ;d(o) eXp(é‘H /F)1 750) = 511'1074’ &y =471, (1)

where &, =E, /k,T, and the activation energy E, for rotational motion practically

coincide with the H-bonding energy [1,15-19]. This contribution is presented by
the dashed line in the Fig.1. By order of magnitude: z,, ~z,.

In the temperature interval: 0.5<t <0.95 water molecules rotate quasi-freely,
therefore we can conclude that thermodynamic and many kinetic properties of
water are determined by the averaged potentials having argon-like character [20].

For t <0.5 the cluster vibration times ¢, <z, therefore some properties of

water are caused by thermal excitations of clusters. The entropy of water and its
heat capacity are the typical examples of this kind. At the same time the equation



of state for water as well as its static shear viscosity and self-diffusion of molecules
are formed by comparatively slow processes for which the characteristic times
Toor Is the life time for typical molecular configurations similar to those

for argon). In this case, properties of water are determined by the averaged
interparticle potentials [20,21].

f > Td (Tconf

Since the averaged interparticle potential in water is similar to that for argon
[20,21] we expect that the physical nature and main properties of their static
kinematic shear viscosities are similar to each other. In order to reinforce this fact
let us consider their dependences on the specific volumes.

Argon-like behaviour of the kinematic shear viscosity of water

For this aim we apply to variables using for argon [16,22,23]: v =v/v, and the

. . ~ U —D, . . . . . .
combination: o = v where vis the kinematic shear viscosity, o is the
Ur = Uy

specific volume per molecule. The symbols “tr” and “R” denote the values of
corresponding quantities on the coexistence curve at the triple and regularization
points: o, =u(T,), vy =v(T,) and v, =o(T,). The regularization temperature T, is
the characteristic one dividing water states on two intervals, the properties of
which are determined by thermodynamic and scale-invariant fluctuations, i.e. it is
identical to the Ginsburg temperature [24].

The comparative behavior of v as a function of o for water and argon is
presented in the Fig.2.

We can see that values of normalized kinematic shear viscosities for argon and

water become different from each other only for © <03

T/T,<05

that corresponds to

, 1.e. it is observed in the region where the dipole relaxation time in water
becomes exponentially increasing. .

25
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Fig.2. Values of v as a function of o for water and argon: solid line corresponds to
argon, dashed one — to water.
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The usage of simpler variables: v=vive, t= ;)
R

for the similarity principle [21,22,25,26], does not lead to so impressive similarity.

Rotational motion of small molecular group

Small displacements of molecules in liquids, locked in their cages, can be

connected with rotations of small molecular groups on smallish angles ( see
Fig.3(a)) .

a)

Fig.3. Schematic motion of particles near the melting or triple points (a) and near
the critical one (b).

Jump-like shifts are possible too, but their contributions to the self-diffusion are
expected to be negligibly small, since fluctuational voids are considerably smaller
in comparison with molecular volume. Only near the critical point the through
motion of molecules becomes possible (Fig.3(b)). Note that similar situation is also
characteristic for movements of people in a dense crowd (here the jump-like shifts
are absent!).

Thus 1) the thermal drifting of water molecules is similar to that in argon and in
both these cases it has no activation character and 2) intermixing of molecules is
connected with local rotational displacements of small molecular groups.

This mechanism of the self-diffusion had been firstly formulated in [27,28].
Below we show that the contribution of the local randomization to the self-
diffusion coefficient is described by the Einstein formula with fixed value of a
particle radius.



The present work is devoted to detailed description of the kinematic shear
viscosity and self-diffusion of molecules in water. The special attention is focused
on their similarity to those for argon. The important value is attached to the
determination of effective radii for water molecules. This question is quite
essential to guarantee the self-consistent reproduction of the kinematic shear
viscosity and self-diffusion coefficient of water. We will discuss the values of
water molecule radii, obtained with the help of 1) the averaged interparticle
potential; 2) the excluded volume, determining the kinematic shear viscosity for
water and 3) the binary correlation function. We will 1) construct the expression
for the kinematic shear viscosity allowing to describe its behaviour in all directions
and 2) take into account that the self-diffusion coefficient for water molecules
should be considered as the sum of two contributions:

D,=D,+D,. (3)

The first of them is caused by vortex hydrodynamic modes of nano-scales and the
second — by the intermixing on molecular scales.

2. Kinematic shear viscosity of water

In this Section our main attention will be focused on the behaviour of the
kinematic shear viscosity of liquid water on 1) the vapour-liquid coexistence curve
and 2) isotherms, where the shear viscosity is considered as a function of pressure.
In both cases we apply to the shear viscosity theory developed in [22].

a) Kinematic shear viscosity of argon

We begin our consideration from the kinematic shear viscosity of the simplest
liquid — argon. In the following we will take into account that according to [15,16]
water belongs to the class of argon-like liquids.

In accordance with [20] the kinematic shear viscosity of liquid argon on its
coexistence curve is described by the formula:

1/3
(Utr B UO)

v(v,t)=v, o) (4)



where v,, v, are the kinematic shear viscosity and specific volume per molecule at
the triple point and v, is the excluded volume. With high accuracy

v, v, and v, >uv,. (5)

The numerical values of all parameters, introducing to (4), are equal to:
v, =0.2081-10%cm?/s, v, =47.05 A%, v, =46.10 A® (6)

It is necessary to note, that the formula (4) differs from that in [20] by another
character of normalization, here we normalize the specific volume and kinematic
shear viscosity on their values at the triple point. Both these possibilities are fully
equivalent. It is very important that the formula (4) describes successfully the
kinematic shear viscosities of all atomic liquids (noble gases) and those low-
molecular liquids for which the averaged inter-particle potentials have argon-like
form, i.e. they are described by formulas of the Lennard-Jones type [20].

The formula (4) is also correct for the description of the pressure dependence
for the kinematic shear viscosity of argon on isotherms (see Fig.4). As we can see
the differences between calculated and experimental data [29] do not exceed the
experimental error.
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Fig.4. The kinematic shear viscosity of argon vs. pressureat T = 90K .

It is necessary to stress that the excluded volume of argon: v{*” (p) = 43.62 A*> on
the isotherm T =90K is partly less than o{*” = 46.1 A* on the coexistence curve.

Water belongs also to this type of liquids although this seems to be very
surprising.



b) Kinematic shear viscosity of water on its vapour-liquid coexistence curve

The argon-like behavior of the inter-particle potentials and kinematic shear
viscosity becomes clear if we take into account the rotational motion of water
molecules. In this case, water properties, caused by translational molecular
motions, change slower in comparison with contributions of rotational motions.
Therefore the coexistence curves of water and argon are similar with quite
satisfactory accuracy [20,21], so the static values of the kinematic shear viscosity
for water are to be argon-like.

As a consequence, we expect that the kinematic shear viscosity of water is
described by the formula:

(0~ 0 ()"

VW(U!t):Vtr (U—Uo(t))1/3 )

(7)

where

v, =1.7916-102cm? /s, v, = 29,8863 A®, (8)

It differs from that for argon by weak temperature dependence of the excluded
volume: v,(t). At that, water molecules can be considered as spherical particles in

consequence of their rotational motion. It is considerably expressed at
t>t,, t,~12 (see [30]), therefore for the temperature interval
t, <t<t, t =T /T, ~24, we expect that v,(t) should be constant. Determining it
by the least square method we obtain:

U, =29.8831 A° (9)

The agreement of experimental data with those calculated according to (7) is
demonstrated in Fig.5.
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Fig.5. Dependence vV /v, vs. /Uy, where Uy is given by (9), for ordinary

water: points — experimental values, solid line — calculated according to (7).

Within the temperature interval: 1<t<t, the rotation of molecules becomes
essentially slower [12-14] and the influence of H-bonds leads to the weak
dependence on temperature. The immediate account of this influence is rather
difficult, therefore here we restrict ourselves by experimental estimate (see Fig.5).
In accordance with (7) v,(t) satisfies the equation:

_ Uy — (V(t)/vtr )3 U(t) 1
B0 by ()

leading to the curve in Fig.6.
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Fig.6. The excluded volume uv,(t) vs. temperature

As we can see the little deviations from v, =29.8831 A® are observed only near the

triple point and they do not exceed 3% (the accuracy of experimental data [31] is
about 1%). At that, at its narrow vicinity the profile of o,(t) resembles the

behavior of water density on the left of its minimum at 4°C.

¢) Radius of a water molecule following from the excluded volume

It is natural to assume that the effective radius of a water molecule [23] is
determined by the expression:

(1) =(%vo(t)j , (11)



according to the theory of virial expansions. The corresponding temperature
dependence of r™(t) is presented in Fig.7.
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Fig.7. Temperature dependence of r™(t) for ordinary water

It is necessary to note that the values of the excluded volumes, determined
from the kinematic shear viscosity and van der Waals equation of state, differ from
each other [32]. The first of them is determined mainly by the repulsive part of
interparticle potential while the second — by the sum of repulsive and attractive
ones. This implies that v,(v) <v,(vdW). It is necessary to stress that the accuracy of

determination of o,(t) and r™(t) according to the kinematic shear viscosity is
essentially higher.

d) Kinematic shear viscosity of water on isotherms

In principle the general character of dependence of the kinematic shear viscosity
on the normalized temperature t =T /T, and specific volume per particle » remains

the same. However we should take into account the dependence of the key
parameters entering to (7) on pressure:

(Un (P) -0y ()™
(vt p)-uy(p)"*

vt p)=v,(p) (12)

where o, (p)is the specific volume of water at the melting temperature t_(p)
corresponding to pressure p, t=T/T_(p) is the redefined temperature. At that,

tm(ptr) =1, Um(ptr) = Uy -

The dependence of the specific volume on temperature and pressure are
different within the range:



1<t<12, p, <p<150MPa, (13)

and outside it. Within this range, the specific volume as a function of temperature
decreases on isobars that also leads to the decrease of the kinematic shear
viscosity. Outside it, the standard behavior occurs, i.e. v decreases with the
increase of pressure and v increases with pressure.

a) Let us consider the pressure dependence of the kinematic shear viscosity for
p >150 MPa, where we can apply to the Tait equation [33]:

é,o_U: A(p— po)
So B+p-p,

where A, B and ¢, p, are constants. In accordance with [ 34]
A=0.14, B=276.3MPa,

The values ¢, =29.8863 A®, p,=0.1MPa are suggested to be equal to the specific
volume at the triple point and atmospheric pressure.

The excluded volume o, can be estimated as the limit value of o» for
p-p, >> (>)B . From the Tait equation we get:

Yo _1_A.
¢o
As a result,
v(p.t)—vy(p) _  AB
¢o B+p-p,
and

(00 (P) =0y (P))™

(ABCO)US (B+ P- po) : (14)

vyt p)=v,(p)

In order to find the difference o, (p)-uv,(p) in accordance with the said above at
larger pressure we can take the value v (p) instead of v,(p) . Here we will use the
estimate: v, (p)—v,(p)=v,(p)—v,(2p), taking 200MPa< p<400MPa. It is
surprising that this difference takes the same value at 0.1MPa,< p <150MPa. The
value of v, (p)=1.523-10" cm/s? is supposed to be equal to the shear viscosity at
T =278K and p=1MPa.



The comparison of shear viscosity values, calculated according to (14), and
experimental data is presented in Fig.8.
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Fig.8. The kinematic shear viscosity of water as a function of pressure on the
iIsotherm T =283K: open circles — experimental data from [29], dashed line —

calculated according to (14), thin black lines note the corridor of experimental
errors (5 %).

As we can see, the applicability regions for the Tait equation and standard
dependence of the kinematic shear viscosity on pressure are consistent with each
other for p > 150 MPa..

b) Now, let us consider the peculiarities of the kinematic shear viscosity within

the range given by inequalities (13) . In this case the values of v, (p) are
determined by the experimental data [29]. The values of v,(p) are determined by

the temperature dependences of the kinematic shear viscosity on each isobar. As a
result we get on the isotherm T =283 K :

U, (P) — v, (p) = 0.0161+0.00021- p,

where p is measured in MPa. Here we take into account that the difference
v, (p)—v,(p) changes in small limits and therefore it can be approximated by linear
function of pressure. Using experimental values of o(t, p) on each isotherm and
v,(p), determined above, on the same isotherm we get:

u(t, p) — v, (p) = 0.01581+0.00019- p .



The comparison of theoretical values of the kinematic shear viscosity with
corresponding experimental data is presented in Fig.9.
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Fig.9. The kinematic shear viscosity of water vs. pressure on the isotherm
T =283K : open circles — experimental data, dashed line — calculated according to
(12) and the values of nominator and denominator given above.

As a matter of fact, for T_(p)<T, and p> p, the situation does not change.

Other estimates of molecular sizes

There are several approaches for the determination of molecular sizes based on
using of: 1) the van der Waals Eo0S; 2) the kinematic shear viscosity; 3) the
structural factor and 4) the averaged interparticle potentials. Let us consider the
radii of a water molecule obtained with their help.

Values of the excluded volumes, which are used for the determination of the
molecular radii according to (11), are presented in the Table 1. In it ov,(v)

corresponds to the kinematic shear viscosity and o,(vdw) - to the vdW Eo0S. As
we can see, in all cases the inequality:

v, (VAW) > v, (V) = v, 12)

Is carried out. Here the values of u,(vdw) are determined by vapour-like phases.
Another inequality

Uy > Uy (V) ) (13)



also takes place, excepting benzene (B) and nitrobenzene (NB).

Table 1. Values of the parameters: v,(v), v,(vdW) and v, [32]

O, 0, (V) 0, (VW)
Ar 47,05 46,50 53,47
Ne 26,93 26,04 28,19
Kr 5691 56,16 66,13
H,0 2989 2988 50,70
N, 5386 52,62 65,00
o, 40,67 39,81 52,61
B 14509 153,35 191,69
NB 167,78 225,34 255,81

It is necessary to note that molecules of noble gases Ar,Ne Kr have spherical
shape, small molecules of water and N,, O, have no spherical shape but they

become quasi-spherical in consequence of their thermal rotation. As a result, their
values of v,(v) and v, prove to be close to each other. The peculiarities of rotation

for larger-dimension non-spherical molecules B and NB lead to the violation of

this condition.

Using (11) and the excluded volumes from Table 1 we find the following
values of molecular radii

Table 2. Values of molecular radii determined by the kinematic shear

viscosity and the van der Waals EoS.

Ar

Ne

Kr H,O

N,

O, |B NB

rI(V)

1,41

1,16

150|121

1,46

1,3312,09 | 2,38




) 114711,19|1,58 1,45 | 1,57 | 1,46 | 2,25 | 2,48

The comparison r?, with the hard-core radius r{9 of a water molecule testifies
about their full coincidence:

iy = rig ~1.21 A (14)

Here the radius r{’g zIE where | the length of dashed line segment in Fig.10 .

A Zoo(r)

Fig.10. Binary correlation function g, (r) for water at T =296K [35,36].

Note, that the value r™ =1,21 4 corresponding to Fig.6 is very close to (14).

It is appropriated to compare the obtained values of water molecule radius with
that following from the equation

r;W)(t)z[i i J , (15)

167 p,(t)

where m,, is the mass of the water molecule and p,(t) is the mass density of water.
The numerical values of r!", calculated according to (15), are presented in Fig.11.
As we can see, values r!" deviate from r{ only far away from the triple point.
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Fig.11. The water radius, calculated according to (15), vs. temperature.

The averaged interparticle potential in liquid water and its vapor

By the definition the averaged interparticle potential U(r,) between two water
molecules equals to (see [18,20]):

dQ dQ

eXp(_:BU(rlz)): § 472_1 § —=

Q=4x Q=4

exp(- p0(L.2)), (16)

”47z

where ®(12)=d(r,,,Q,,Q,) Is the microscopic potential, depending on the
interparticle spacing r, and two angles Q,,Q, describing the spatial orientations of
molecules. The potential ®(1,2) has the structure:

D(r,Q) =D (r, Q)+ D, (r, Q) + O (1, Q) + D, (r,Q) . a7)

where  @.(r,Q), ®,(r,Q), ®.(r,Q), ®,(r,2) are terms caused by repulsive,
dispersive, electrostatic and irreducible H-bond contributions correspondingly.

The application of (16) guarantees the carrying out of the fundamental relation
between the free energy and the configuration integral in two particle
approximation:

F,=-ThQ,, (18)

where

szjdﬁjdrz §d91 §d92 eXp(_,Bq)(LZ)):

Q=4rx Q,=4r

(472? \./“dFl\J/‘ sz EXp(_ :BU (r12)) '



The components; @.(r,Q), ®,(r,Q), ®.(r,Q2) of microscopic potential will be
modeled by the corresponding terms introducing to the standard model potentials
[37 - 41]:

(1) .
o, :{CI)E , i=SPC,TIPS,... (19)

®,,  multipole series
In liquid water as well as in dense enough vapor phase, the electrostatic interaction
energy between water molecules reduces in consequence of polarization effects
accoding to: @.(r,Q) —>iq>E(r,Q), where ¢, is the dielectric permittivity on

o0

frequences w~1/7, 10 s, corresponding to the rotational motion. In accordance
with experimental works [42,43]. ¢, =2.4.

Numerical values U(r,), calculated with the help of (16), are quite satisfactory
fitted by the Lennard-Jones expression:

U(r) =4e,, K%f —(U—ruﬂ . (20)

The values of parameters ¢, and o, obtained this way for ¢ =24,3, are
presented in the Tables 3 and 4 correspondingly:

Table 3. Parameters ¢, and o, corresponding to ¢, =2.4

SPC  [TIPS [SPC/E [TIP3P
ey lkeT,) 1213|171 | 2.39 2.14
oL 270 273 268 |2.69

Table 4. Parameters ¢, and o, corresponding to ¢, =3

SPC |[TIPS [SPC/E | TIP3P
e, 1T, ) | 1.43 1.42 1.42 1.42
Oy, 2.78 2.78 2.77 2.77

As we can see, the values of o, /2 for potentials SPC, SPC/E, TIPS u TIP3P
satisfy the inequality:

" <o, 12<1,12,

where 1, is the length of an H-bond. By order of magnitude I, =1 +A,,, where A,
Is the broadening of peak of the binary correlation function (see Fig.10). For



vaporous states the value of o, shifted to the right and for liquid states — to the
left.

3. The self-diffusion in water

The main attention in this Section is paid to the analysis of the self-diffusion
coefficient of water molecules on i) its vapor-liquid coexistence curve and ii)
Isotherms, where D, is considered as a function of pressure.

A) Self-diffusion of water molecules on the coexistence curve

In correspondence with (3) we suppose that the self-diffusion coefficient of a water
molecule is the sum of two collective components:

KgT

° 107zn\/vty, ’

D (21)

where z,, is the Maxwell relaxation time (MRT) for high frequency viscous
tensions, and the collective component of another type:

KgT

D =—2—,
" 6anr®

(22)

determined by the Einstein formula with the effective radius responsible for the
shear viscosity of water.

Here it is necessary to make several important remarks. These both
contributions to the self-diffusion coefficient of liquid have collective character,

l.e. they are connected with simultaneous displacements of some molecular
groups.

The formula (21) reflects the drift of a molecule together with a liquid particle
surrounding it in the velocity field of hydrodynamic fluctuations. The size of this
liquid particle is to be estimated as the correlation radius r, =2+t for thermal
hydrodynamic fluctuations corresponding to transversal modes of the velocity
field. The maximal contribution to the self-diffusion is caused by the smallest



liquid particles having the size r, =2,/vz,, . Such particles are accepted to be called

the Lagrange ones. Their contribution to the self-diffusion coefficient is in details
discussed in [27]. At the same time oscillating longitudinal hydrodynamic modes
cannot lead to systematic transport of particles.

a) Estimates of the MRT

The MRT can be approximately estimated with the help of modification of the
Maxwell formula:

7, =nlG.

Since G/p=c/, where G is the high frequency shear modulus and c, is the
transversal sound velocity in liquid water, we can write:

ry =vict>vic, (23)

where ¢, is the longitudinal sound velocity and we use the inequality: c, >c, [23].
In fact, the inequality (23) gives us the lower limit for values of the MRT.

In the following we will assume that ¢ ~ (2/3)c¢’ and
™ ~ (3/2)v/c?. (24)

Here it is assumed that the bulk modulus exceeds the shear one approximately 3/2
times more (see [22]).

The following additional inequality is also to take place:
C>>(), & =24ve 13r,, (25)

I.e. the radius of a liquid (Lagrange) particle is to exceed the one for a water
complex formed by some molecule and its nearest surrounding.

Another estimate for the MRT (™) for water was obtained with the help of
MD-method in [26, 44].

The values of z,, calculated with the help of (24) and obtained in [44] are

collected in the Table 5. The applicability region of 72 and ", determined by
(23) and (25), is restricted by t <1.3.

Table 5. The values of the MRT vs. temperature, satisfying to inequalities (23)



and (25)

t=T/T, | 77.10%s rM).108 s | D, /D, e

11.58 9.8 0.04 7.87
1.00

5.97 8.66 0.09 4.01
1.09

37 24 2.1
1.21 33 0 >

2.44 6.12 0.38 1.65
1.30

1.79 4.89 0.51 1.21
1.40

As we can see, the applicability region of the nanoscopic collective drift in liquid
water is restricted by temperatures: t<1.3. In accordance with arguments,
presented in the introduction, the through translational displacement of a molecule
near the triple point is impossible. Due to absence of voids of suitable volume the
activation motion is also impossible. It is even impossible in solid bodies as it had
been shown in [28]. Thus the main contributions to the self-diffusion arise due to
systematic intermixing of particles on the molecular scale.

b) Reasons in the favor of (22)

Due to the dimensionless reasons this contribution has a structure:

KgT

D, ~ ,
nry”

r

where properties of liquid are characterized by the combination kT and those of
n

molecules - by their size r{” which first of all manifest in the shear viscosity. This

conclusion is the direct consequence of the molecular motion described in the
subsection “Rotational motion ...“ and having the same character for the self-



diffusion and the formation of shear viscosity. These components satisfy the
similarity relation:

D.(1)/D,(2)~r"(/r{"(1).

The situation remains the same for binary mixtures too. But in this case for large
enough doped particles we can use the Einstein formula for Brownian particles:

KgT

D, = )
6znry,

Combining all these arguments we obtain the final expression (22).

¢) Comparison with experimental data

The comparison of the theoretical and experimental results within the
applicability region of the MRT, t, <t<t,, t ~1.2, is presented in Fig.12. The

wave line corresponds to the upper boundary for the applicability of (.

0,95 1,00 1,05 1,10 1315 1,20 1,25 1,30

Fig.12. Temperature dependences of experimental values for the self-diffusion
coefficient (open circles), component D, describing intermixing on molecular

scales (crosses) and the sum, D, +D, (dashed line), corresponding to the
applicability region, 1<t<1.2 of collective contribution (21). We use z(t) and
r'y =1.214.



As we can see from the Table 5, the ratio D,/D,, changes in limits:
0.04 < D,(t)/ D, (t) <0.24. At that, estimates of D,/D,,, obtained with the help of

@ and (" differ from each other not more than 1.4+1.5 times. At t>1.25 the

collective transport of water molecules, described by the contribution (21) ,
becomes impossible since the notion of a Lagrange particle loses its meaning and

D.—>D.. (23)

S r

The agreement between values of the self-diffusion coefficient calculated

according to (22) and their experimental data for t >1.3 is presented in Fig.13.
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Fig.13. The self-diffusion coefficient for water molecules vs. temperature at t >1.25

. open circles — experimental data, filled circles — values of D, . Here the value

ri% =1.21A is used.

B) The self-diffusion coefficient of water molecules on isotherms

The general formulas, determining the behavior of the self-diffusion coefficient of
water molecules remain to be the same. Here we take into account the non-
monotonic dependence of the shear viscosity on pressure for all isotherms within
the temperature intervals: 273K <T, <323K [29]. In this temperature interval the

dynamic shear viscosity as a function of pressure decreases until
p<p,, P,~2000atm, reaches its minimum and only after this it begins to increase

similarly to that of simple liquids.



Since the main contribution to the self-diffusion coefficient is determined by the
contribution D, described by (19), we will suppose that namely it determines the

dependence of D, =D, (p,T,) on pressure (see Fig.14).

'y D]OS

55 | (sz/s)

T=333 K

T=313 K

Fig.14. The self-diffusion of water molecules as a function of pressure of
different temperatures. Open and filled circles and triangles - experimental values,
dashed lines - values of D_, solid lines - values of D, +D,. Vertical bars represent

5% experimental errors.

As we can see, the deviations between experimental values and those calculated
according to (3), (21) and (22) of the self-diffusion coefficients do not exceed
experimental errors (5%).

The radius of a Lagrange particle decreases with the growth of pressure: at
T =333K itequals 7.5 A.

Discussion of the results obtained

Our analysis of thermal motion in water leads to a conclusion that the kinematic
shear viscosity and self-diffusion have argon-like character. The last is
characteristic for the majority of low-molecular liquids. It means that the shear
viscosity is formed by the friction effects arising because of shifting of molecular



layers relative to each other. The similarity between argon and water arises due to
rotational motion of water molecules. As a result, not spherical water molecules
manifest themselves as spherical particles. In generalized coordinates the shear
viscosity of water differs from that for argon on their coexistence curves only by
weak temperature dependence of its excluded volume. This effect is mainly
manifested near the triple point where the anomalous behaviour of density is
observed. It had been also shown that the peculiarities of non-monotonous
dependences of the specific volume on pressure and temperature within the range
1<t<12, p,<p<150MPa, are in concord manifested in the behaviour of the

Kinematic shear viscosity.

It is very important that the shear viscosity and self-diffusion have no activation
character.

It was shown that the cluster structure of water has no relation to the formation
of quasi static shear viscosity and self-diffusion. The sizes of water molecules
manifested in these kinetic processes are the same and this size is reduced to hard-
core radius of water molecule. It is noticeably different from those values
determined by the averaged interparticle potential and the equation of state.

At the same time, caloric and polarizational properties of water, first of all, the
entropy, heat capacity and polarizability are determined by the thermal
excitatations of clusters [45,46]. The cluster structure is also manifested in the
behaviour of the structural factor [35,47].

Clusters are formed by H-bonds, therefore the distance between the nearest
oxigens are more than the same distance of rotating molecules. Here it is taken into
account that the tetrahedral structure of water is the most friable. Therefore the
destruction of cluster structure is connected with the diminution of molecular size
(see Fig.7).
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