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72076 Tübingen, Germany, EC

February 8, 2023

Abstract

Thermodynamics of superfluids is revisited, clarifying two points. First,
the density and pressure distribution for given normal and superfluid ve-
locities is obtained, with the finding that counter heat currents give rise
to a pressure depression and a centripetal force. Second, it is shown that
the ideal two-fluid hydrodynamics is simply an assembly of equilibrium
conditions — expressions of entropy being maximal.
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1 Introduction

Thermodynamics of superfluids was first studied by Khalatnikov and Lan-
dau [1, 2], later by Putterman and Uhlenbeck [3, 4]. It is revisited, because
by Galilean transforming the energy and momentum between two inertial
systems, they did not obtain the complete kinetic contribution to the chem-
ical potential and pressure. More specifically, they found that µ−µs (where
µ is the general chemical potential, and µs the one in the frame of vanishing
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superfluid velocity, vsi = 0) is given by 1

2
(vsi )

2 − vni v
s
i . This is a pioneering

result, useful for deriving the celebrated two-fluid hydrodynamics, but it
lacks the information of the kinetic contribution in µs. Only if this given,
do we know the total kinetic contribution in µ. The former is obtained
below. With µ0 the rest frame chemical potential, it is

µs = µ0(ρ, T )−
1

2

∂ρn
∂ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

T

w2

i , wi ≡ (vsi − vni ). (1)

To the best of my knowledge, this expression is new — in spite of the vast
literature in superfluid 4He, 3He, solids, and smetics, see [5], and references
therein. (Note that wi is −vni in the frame of vsi = 0.)

The complete motional contribution to µ enables one to calculate the
density and pressure distribution in equilibrium for given velocities, espe-
cially under rotations and heat flows: First, there is a pressure decrease
where heat flows, which should also be observable as a depression of the
gas-liquid interface. A related effect exists under rotations, though not
as pronounced: While the normal velocity vni gives rise to the usual cen-
trifugal force, squeezing the density outward, any wi (whether positive or
negative) diminishes this squeeze, partially drawing the density back. It
acts as a centripetal force. At higher rotation rates with many superfluid
vorticies present, wi averaged over a number of vorticies is small. But on
smaller scales, at lower rotation rates, wi does vary more strongly.

Maximizing the entropy, one obtains one Euler-Lagrange condition for
each state variable, which may be referred to as equilibrium conditions.
The superfluid set of the conditions is given in Sec. 2.3. Two of these are

∇iT = 0, ∂
∂t
vni +∇iµ = 0, (2)

stating that, in equilibrium, the temperature T is always uniform, but
the chemical potential µ is not. For two reasons, this seems troubling.
First, ∂

∂t
vni 6= 0 in equilibrium; and second, the Josephson equation ∂

∂t
vsi +

∇iµ = 0 apparently relies on ∇iµ = 0 to have no superfluid acceleration
in equilibrium. If ∇iµ 6= 0 sometimes, one starts to doubt the frame-
independence of this important equation 1. What I eventually found is
reassuring: The two expressions ∂

∂t
vni +∇iµ = 0 and ∂

∂t
vsi +∇iµ = 0 are

not only compatible, they depend on each other, and may be employed with
other equilibrium conditions to derive the ideal two-fluid hydrodynamics.

Ideal dynamics is the full one without the dissipative terms; equilibrium
dynamics, on the other hand, consists of conservation laws, the fluxes of
which are assemblies of equilibrium conditions alone. Surprisingly, they
are the same. The former does not contain any more information than the
latter. We can use the equilibrium conditions to set up the ideal dynamics,
then add in dissipative terms to arrive at the full dynamics. If generally
true, this would systematize the task of setting up the macro-dynamics

1This was my initial reason for the revisit of an earlier fixation, cf. [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13].
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for any system, simplifying it considerably. Here, we show that it holds
true for the two-fluid dynamics. Solids, nematic liquid crystals, granular
media and polymers will be considered in a forthcoming paper. Any full
dynamics — typically a set of nonlinear, partial differential equations —
is in its essence an expression of the relaxation toward equilibrium.

2 Superfluid Thermodynamics

2.1 The chemical potential and pressure

In superfluids, the energy ε depends on the densities of mass ρ, entropy s,
momentum gi, and the superfluid velocity vsi = (~/m)∇iϕ. Writing

dε = µdρ+ Tds+ vni dgi + jsi dv
s
i , (3)

defines the conjugate variables µ, T, vni , j
s
i . Same holds for the free energy,

f = ε − Ts, with df = µdρ − sdT + vni dgi + jsi dv
s
i . The infinitesimal

Galilean transformation of the velocity dui is given by

dvsi = dui, dgi = ρdui, dε = d(g2i /2ρ)|ρ = gidui, (4)

holding s, ρ = const. Inserting Eqs.(4) into (3) or df , we obtain gidui =
ρvni dui + jsi dui, implying

gi = ρvni + jsi , and (5)

∂gi
∂vsi

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,vn
i

=
∂jsi
∂vsi

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ,vn
i

. (6)

A Maxwell relation of Eq.(3),

∂gi
∂vsi

∣

∣

∣

∣

vn
i
,ρ

= −
∂jsi
∂vni

∣

∣

∣

∣

vs
i
,ρ

,

yields, in conjunction with Eq.(6),

jsi = ρs(v
s
i − vni ) = ρswi. (7)

The superfluid density ρs introduced here is, to lowest order in wi, inde-
pendent of wi. This we shall assume from here on.

Rewriting Eqs.(5,7) as vni = (gi−ρsv
s
i )/ρn, j

s
i = (ρvsi −gi)ρs/ρn, where

ρn ≡ ρ− ρs, we infer that the free energy is

f − f0(ρ, T ) =
g2i
2ρn

−
ρs
ρn

giv
s
i +

ρρs
2ρn

(vsi )
2, (8)

because vni = ∂f/∂gi|ρ,T,vs
i
and jsi = ∂f/∂vsi |ρ,T,gi. (This holds also for

ε− ε0, and the expression may be written as 1

2
[ρs(v

s
i )

2 + ρn(v
n
i )

2].)
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From Eq.(8), we can calculate the motional contributions to the chem-
ical potential and pressure. Denoting µ0 ≡ ∂f0/∂ρ|T , ρ

′

s ≡ ∂ρs/∂ρ|T , with
ρ′s + ρ′n = 1, we find

µ = µ0(ρ, T ) +
1

2
[ρ′sw

2

i − (vni )
2]. (9)

The pressure is P = ρµ + vni gi − f = ρµ + Ts + vni gi − ε. Employing
Eqs.(8,9) and denoting P0(ρ, T ) ≡ ρµ0− f0, we may write the pressure as2

P = P0(ρ, T )− w2

i

(

ρs − ρρ′s
)

/2. (10)

Next, with ∇kε = µ∇kρ+ T∇ks+ vni ∇kgi + jsi∇kv
s
i and gi = ρvni + ρswi,

see Eqs.(5,7), the gradient of the pressure is

∇kP = ρ∇kµ+ s∇kT + gi∇kv
n
i − jsi∇kv

s
i , (11)

= ρ∇kµ+ s∇kT + 1

2
ρ∇k(v

n
i )

2 − 1

2
ρs∇kw

2

i . (12)

Eq.(9) relates the distributions of density and velocities. For vn = vs = v,
the normal fluid behavior is restored: In a rotating equilibrium, if the
center is stationary, we have µ = µ0 − 1

2
v2i = const, see the discussion

below Eqs.(24) for detail. Since vi increases toward the outer rim, ρ and
µ0(ρ) increase to compensate. This is usually interpreted as a result of the
universal centrifugal force pushing the density outwards: Denoting vectors
with bold letters, v = Ω× r, we have 1

2
∇iv

2 = v · ∇iΩ× r = (v ×Ω)i.
In a superfluid, Eq.(9), the same holds for 1

2
(vni )

2. Yet any deviation
of the superfluid, w ≡ vs − vn, positive or negative, from a solid body
rotation vn = Ω×r, even if it also rotates, operates as a centripetal force,
diminishing this universality.

Including gravitation, the chemical potential remains constant, if we
add in the gravitational potential φ [see Eqs.(9), and Eq.(22) below]. Hence

∇iP0/ρ = ∇iµ0(ρ) = ∇i

[

1

2
(vni )

2 − 1

2
ρ′sw

2

i − φ
]

(13)

In a quiescent super fluid, knowing the pressure and density implies the
knowledge of the function P0 = P0(ρ). Hence, measuring the density and
velocity distribution under rotation is an experimental check of Eq.(13).

The pressure P may be measured directly in the motional fluid. To
obtain the relation between P and the two velocities, we need to replace
P0 in Eq.(10) using Eq. (13). But one can more easily go to Eq.(12),
taking ∇iT = 0, ∇iµ = −∇iφ. Assuming incompressibility, ρ and ρs are
constants and may be moved behind the gradient, implying

P = ρ[1
2
(vni )

2 − φ]− 1

2
ρsw

2

i + const. (14)

The first two terms show the classic behavior under rotation, with P grow-
ing linearly along the axis of gravitation −ẑ, and quadratically with the
radius. The second terms shows the superfluid modification.

2The Landau-Lifshitz expression [14], P = −εs + Ts + µsρ + ρnw
2

i
[see Eqs.(16) for the

definition of εs and µs] may be shown to be identical by simple algebra.
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At a stationary gas-liquid interface, the form is determines by P =
const. If a heat flux wi is applied, with no mass flux, the interface is
depressed there, since we may then rewrite Eq.(14) using ρvni + jsi = 0 as

P = −1

2
(ρsρn/ρ)w

2

i − ρφ+ const. (15)

2.2 Treatment by Landau and others

Before presenting their results, we draw a few auxiliary conclusions. In the
frame vsi = 0, setting vsi → 0, vni → (vni − vsi ) in Eqs.(8,9), we have

εs = ε0(ρ, s) +
1

2
ρnw

2

i , µs = µ0 −
1

2
ρ′nw

2

i , (16)

implying that the general chemical potential, Eq.(9), may be written as

µ = µs − vni v
s
i +

1

2
(vsi )

2. (17)

The Galilean transformation by the velocity ui, taking a system with ĝi, ε̂
to one with gi, ε, is given by integrating Eqs.(4) for constant ρ,

dgi = ρdui ≻ gi = ĝi + ρui, (18)

dε = gidui = (ĝi + ρui)dui ≻ ε = ε̂+ uiĝi +
1

2
ρ(ui)

2. (19)

Landau and others started from the energy in the frame vsi = 0,

dεs = µsdρ+ Tds+ (vni − vsi )dj
n
i , jni = ρn(v

n
i − vsi ), (20)

and employed Eq.(19) (with εs = ε̂, jni = ĝi) to arrive at Eq.(3), obtaining
the relation between µ and µs, Eqs.(17).

They also derived the equation for vsi as ∂
∂t
vsi + ∇i[

1

2
(vsi )

2 + µs] = 0,
though µs was denoted as µ. Because of Eq.(17), it is the same as the one
obtained directly from the Josephson equation, see eg. [9, 15],

( ∂
∂t

+ vni ∇i)ϕ+ (m/~)µ = 0,

or ∂
∂t
vsi +∇i(v

n
k v

s
k + µ) = 0. (21)

2.3 Equilibrium conditions

First, we derive the equilibrium conditions for a closed, quiencent system,
of given volume

∫

d3r, energy
∫

ε0d
3r, and mass

∫

ρd3r, by maximizing
the entropy

∫

sd3r. This is equivalent to minimizing the energy for given
entropy. Taking TL, µL as constant Lagrange parameters, we vary

∫

ε0d
3r,

with dε0 = µ0dρ+ T0ds, as

0 = δ
∫

(ε0 − TLs− µLρ) d
3r =

∫

[(T0 − TL) δs+ (µ0 − µL) δρ] d
3r.

5



Since δs, δρ vary independently, both brackets vanish, implying T0, µ0 =
const. Expressing these conditions locally, we have ∇iT0 = 0, ∇iµ0 = 0.3

Including gravitation, the energy is ε̄0 = ε0 + ρφ, with the potential
φ a fixed spatial function [φ = ρ(z − z0) on the earth’s surface], implying
µ̄0(ρ) ≡ ∂ε̄0/∂ρ = µ0 +φ. Varying

∫

ε̄0d
3r under the same constraints, we

obtain∇iT0 = 0 and

∇iµ̄0 = 0, or ∇iµ0 = −∇iφ. (22)

The pressure remains unchanged, P̄0 = −ε̄0 + µ̄0ρ + T0s = P0 for earth’s
potential, as does its gradient. With ∇iε̄0 = ∇iε0+φ∇iρ+ ρ∇iφ, we have

∇iP̄0 = ρ∇iµ̄0 + s∇iT0 − ρ∇iφ = −ρ∇iφ. (23)

Allowing for macroscopic motion, vni , v
s
i 6= 0, the same procedure yields

the type of motion allowed in equilibrium. In essence, these are solid-body
rotation, translation, and divergence-free superflow. Minimizing the total
energy

∫

(ε + ρφ)d3r, Eq.(3), for given entropy S =
∫

sd3r, mass M =
∫

ρd3r, momentum G =
∫

gd3r, angular momentum L =
∫

(r × g)d3r,
and booster B =

∫

(ρr − gt)d3r (see the explanation at the end of this
section), yields:

∇iT = 0, Aij ≡
1

2
(∇iv

n
j +∇jv

n
i ) = 0, (24)

∇iµ̄+ ∂
∂t
vni = 0, ∇ij

s
i = 0.

The first three conditions hold also in normal fluids, except for the fact that
here, vni takes the place of vi, since both are given as ∂ε/∂gi. The details of
the calculation is found in [6] which, however, does not include gravitation4,
see also [16]. To obtain the fourth condition, ∇ij

s
i = 0, we vary the last

term in Eq.(3), δ
∫

jsi d∇iϕd
3r =

∮

jsi δϕd
2r −

∫

∇ij
s
i δϕd

3r = 0. Taking
δϕ = 0 at the surface of the system (properly isolated system, no external
work), and δϕ arbitrary within the volume, we conclude ∇ij

s
i = 0.

Clearly, the temperature T is always uniform, even when the system is
in motion, but the chemical potential µ is not; shear flow is not permitted,
Aij = 0, rotation is, Ω ≡ 1

2
∇ × vn 6= 0. To understand why ∂

∂t
vni 6= 0,

consider a system rotating with Ω around its center of mass, R = R0+Ṙt,
that moves with a constant Ṙ. We have vn = Ṙ + Ω × (r − R), or
− ∂

∂t
vn = Ω×Ṙ = ∇µ 6= 0. These results are crucial for the considerations

in Sec.2.4 to derive the equilibrium dynamics.

3Since the kinetic energy in a normal fluid, 1

2
g2i /ρ, depends only on ρ, not on s, there is no

difference between T0 and the general T . In superfluids, with ρs a function of both, one needs
to distinguish between T0 and T .

4A cautionary remark: Including the gravitation, though the total energy w̄ is conserved,
the momentum, angular momentum and booster no longer are. Nevertheless, on the earth
surface (φ = Gz, or ∇iφ = Gẑi), g⊥ = gi ⊥ ẑi, ℓ‖ = ℓi‖ẑi, and the booster with g⊥, ℓ‖ remain

conserved; hence ∇⊥µ+ ∂

∂t
v⊥ = 0 holds. And ∂

∂t
vz = 0 = ∇zµ̄ with a (co-moving) bottom.
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In the classic book by Landau and Liftshitz on statistical mechanics,[14]
a similar consideration is given (in the sections Macroscopic Motion and
Rotating Bodies), see also [4]. Ignoring the booster, they obtained as con-
dition ∇µ = 0. Yet both the angular momentum, ℓ ≡ r × g, and the
booster, b ≡ ρr − gt are locally conserved quantities – one follows from
rotational invariance, the other from Galilean invariance. Relativistically,
both are closely related: b is the zeroth component of the 4-angular mo-
mentum, the conservation of which is a result of the Lorentz invariance:
ℓα,β = xαgβ − xβgα, xα = (ct, r), gα = (ε/c ≈ ρc,g). Since angular mo-
mentum conservation holds in all inertial systems, the zeroth component
(that mixes with the other three under a Lorentz transformation) has to
be conserved too. Ignoring the booster is similarly wrong as ignoring one
of the three components of the angular momentum.

2.4 Equilibrium two-fluid dynamics

Now we show the equivalence between equilibrium and ideal dynamics.
The latter is given as

∂
∂t
s+∇ifi = 0, f eq

i = svni , (25)
∂
∂t
ρ+∇iji = 0, ji = ρvni + jsi , (26)

∂
∂t
vsi +∇i(v

n
k v

s
k + µ̂) = 0, µ̂eq = µ, (27)

∂
∂t
gi +∇k σik = 0, σeq

ik = Pδik + giv
n
k + vsi j

s
k, (28)

∂
∂t
ε+∇iQi = 0, Qeq

i = µgi + vnk v
s
kj

s
i + vni (sT + vnk gk). (29)

These are five (true or quasi) conservation laws, with the fluxes specified.
They have been derived [1, 4] by inserting Eqs.(25–28) into Eqs(3,29),

∂
∂t
ε = µ ∂

∂t
ρ+ T ∂

∂t
s+ vni

∂
∂t
gi + jsi

∂
∂t
vsi = −∇iQi, (30)

requiring that the four fluxes are such that they can be combined to form
∇iQi. This is referred to as the hydrodynamic procedure. Uniqueness is
certainly an issue, though more in principle than in practice. The above
fluxes do satisfy the requirement, and one realizes quickly that alternative
fluxes are hard to construct. The lack of rigor is compensated, and any
remaining doubts eliminated, by experiments.

This paper aims to prove that given the equilibrium conditions (24), and
the fact that in equilibrium, scalar variables and parameters are stationary
in the frame vn = 0, one also arrives at the above fluxes. Employing the
notation DtA ≡ ( ∂

∂t
+ vnk∇k)A for any scalar A, we have, in equilibrium,

Dtρ = 0, Dts = 0, Dtρs = 0. (31)

Starting with Dts = 0, we add s∇iv
n
i = 0 to yield Eq.(25). Next, to derive
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Eq.(26), we consider angular momentum and booster conservation,

∂
∂t
ℓm = (r × ∂

∂t
g)m = ǫmkirk

∂
∂t
gi = −ǫmkirk∇jσij

= −∇j[ǫmkirkσij] + ǫmkiσik,
∂
∂t
bi = ri

∂
∂t
ρ− t ∂

∂t
gi − gi = −ri∇jjj + t∇jσij − gi

= ∇j(tσij − rijj) + ji − gi,

concluding that (both in and off equilibrium)

σij = σji, ji = gi. (32)

Given gi, Eq.(5), we know ji, Eq.(26).
For any vector B, we denote

DtB ≡ ( ∂
∂t

+ vnk∇k −Ω×)B, (B ×Ω)i = Bk∇iv
n
k . (33)

The second equation holds because (B × Ω)i =
1

2
(∇iv

n
k − ∇kv

n
i )Bk and

because Aij = 0. Next, we show the validity of

Dtv
n = −∇µ, Dtv

s = −∇µ̂. (34)

We have ∂
∂t
vn = Dtv

n because vnk∇kv
n
i + (vn ×Ω)i = 0, and may rewrite

the equilibrium condition as Dtv
n = −∇µ. The second of Eqs.(34) is

the same as the first of Eq.(27), because ∇i(v
n
k v

s
k) = vnk∇iv

s
k + vsk∇iv

n
k =

vnk∇kv
s
i + (vs ×Ω)i. (Remember ∇iv

s
k = ∇kv

s
i ∼ ∇i∇kϕ.)

To identify µ̂, we resort to the microscopic Josephson equation, (~/m) ∂
∂t
ϕ =

−µ, which accounts for the evolution of ϕ in a system at rest. If vni 6= 0,
it changes to (~/m)Dtϕ = −µ. Applying the gradient yields µ̂eq = µ.

The Josephson equation may seem an input, but is not. It can be
deduced from the form of ji, via energy conservation. Proceeding as pre-
scribed by Eq.(30) we obtain (terms containing µ, µ̂eq alone are displayed)

∇i(Qi) = µ∇ij
s
i + jsi∇iµ̂

eq + · · · = ∇i(µgi) + jsi∇i(µ̂
eq − µ) + · · ·

Only for µ̂eq = µ, is the energy ε conserved, ∇iQi = ∇i(µgi + · · · ).
Having introduced vsi as the new state variable, the one crucial as-

sumption to arrive at the two-fluid dynamics is to take it transforming as
a velocity. This yields gi, hence ji, and also the Josephson equation.

An additional important conclusion from Eq.(34) is that in a rotating
equilibrium, if the center of mass is at rest, Ṙ = 0, with ∇µ = 0, both
vs in the vn-frame and vn itself are stationary: Dtv

s = 0, ∂
∂t
vn = 0. But

both change with time if Ṙ 6= 0, even in equilibrium.
Finally, because g = ρvn + js, Dt(ρv

n) = vnDtρ+ ρDtv
n, and Dtj

s =
(vs − vn)Dtρs + ρsDt(v

s − vn) = 0, we have

Dtg = Dt(ρv
n) = −ρ∇µ. (35)

8



Given Eq.(11), we note (28) is the same as (35), because∇iT = 0, gk∇iv
n
k =

(g × Ω)i, ∇k(giv
n
k ) = vnk∇kgi, ∇k(v

s
i j

s
k) − jsk∇iv

s
k = 0. Also, the stress

giv
n
k + vsi j

s
k = ρnv

n
i v

n
k + ρsv

s
i v

s
k is symmetric, Eqs.(32).

If we did not know in advance what the momentum flux is, these steps
may appear to lack uniqueness. Yet another form of the momentum flux is
quite improbable: First set jsi = 0 to consider the stress tensor for normal
fluids. Facing the need to rewrite ρ∇µ of Eq.(35) as ∇jσij , there is little
choice other than switching to the pressure, ∇iP . Rewriting the remaining
term vnk∇kgi in Dtgi as ∇k(giv

n
k ) is a familiar step, with giv

n
k = ρvni v

n
k

symmetric. Going back to superfluid, only giv
n
k + vsi j

s
k is symmetric, and

∇k(v
s
i j

s
k) = jsk∇iv

s
k cancels the same term in the pressure gradient.

Energy conservation ∂
∂t
ε +∇iQi = 0 is not independent. To calculate

Qi, one proceeds as in Eq.(30), now keeping every term. Since all fluxed
are known, it is easily done. That all terms combine to form the divergence
of Qi, is clearly an added argument against alternative fluxes.

To add gravitation, we write ∂
∂t
gi +∇k σik = −ρ∇iφ, Eqs.(22,23), im-

plying ∂
∂t
ε+∇iQi = −ρvni ∇iφ, since

∂
∂t
ε = vni

∂
∂t
gi+ · · · = −ρvni ε∇iφ+ · · · .

3 Dissipative fluxes

Off equilibrium, the entropy production does not vanish, ∂
∂t
s + ∇ifi =

R/T 6= 0, neither do the equilibrium conditions,

∇iT, Aij , ∇ij
s
i ,

∂
∂t
vni +∇iµ 6= 0,

and are now referred to as thermodynamic forces. As they completely
characterize a macro state, both in and off equilibrium, we may expand R
in them, R = κ(∇iT )

2 + · · · , to second order. There are no constant or
linear terms, as R vanishes and is minimal in equilibrium. At the same
time, dissipative fluxes appear, f = f eq+fD, µ̂ = µ̂eq+µ̂D, σij = σeq

ij +σD
ij ,

where jDi = ji − jeqi vanishes identically. Proceeding again as in Eq.(30),
including now the dissipative fluxes, we find an expanded Qi, and

R = jDi ∇iµ+ fD
i ∇iT + µ̂D∇ij

s
i + σD

ijAij , (36)

enabling us to conclude that fD, µ̂D, σD
ij are linear combinations of ∇iT ,

∇ij
s
i , Aij as prescribed by the Onsager rules — with fD

i ∼ ∇iT , we indeed
have R = κ(∇iT )

2+ · · · . Since jDi ≡ 0, neither ∂
∂t
vni +∇iµ nor ∇iµ serves

as a fourth thermodynamic force.
The basic insight of the above consideration is the central role of equi-

librium conditions, both in and off equilibrium. The two-fluid hydrody-
namics is simply the addition of equilibrium dynamics plus thermodynamic
forces pushing the system back to equilibrium. There are indications that
this is true of many more systems, including solid, nematic/smectic liquid
crystals, polymeric solutions and granular media.
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