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It is demonstrated that self-diffusion and shear viscosity data for the TIP4P/Ice water model
reported recently [L. Baran, W. Rzysko and L. MacDowell, J. Chem. Phys. 158, 064503 (2023)]
obey the microscopic version of the Stokes-Einstein relation without the hydrodynamic diameter.

The conventional macroscopic Stokes-Einstein (SE) re-
lation connects the diffusion coefficient D of a tracer
macroscopic spherical (“Brownian”) particle of radius R
with the temperature T and the shear viscosity coefficient
η of a fluid it is immersed in [1]:

D =
kBT

6πηR
. (1)

Here kB is the Boltzmann’ constant and the numerical
coefficient in the denominator corresponds to the “stick”
boundary condition at the sphere surface. When the size
of the sphere decreases and becomes comparable to the
characteristic distance of intermolecular interactions, it
is common to replace the actual size of the sphere by the
so-called hydrodynamic radius RH, which is often con-
sidered as an adjustable parameter. On the microscopic
level, when self-diffusion of atoms in simple pure fluids is
considered, the SE relation becomes

Dη

(
∆

kBT

)
= αSE, (2)

where ∆ = ρ−1/3 is the mean interatomic separation and
ρ is the atomic number density. It is easy to see that
the role of the effective tracer sphere diameter is now
played by the characteristic interatomic separation ∆.
Equation (2) is sometimes referred to as the SE relation
without the hydrodynamic diameter [2]. We adopt this
terminology here. The numerical coefficient αSE is only
weakly system and state-dependent, as discussed in more
detail below.

A relation of the form of Eq. (2) was already dis-
cussed by Frenkel [3] in connection with the viscosity
of simple liquids. He provided some qualitative argu-
ments regarding why a macroscopic approach might be
applied down to the atomic scale. Quantitative models,
explaining why relation of the form of Eq. (2) should
work in simple fluids have been put forward later [4, 5].
In particular, Zwanzig’s model provides an explicit ex-
pression for the SE constant: αSE ≃ 0.132(1 + η/2ηl),
where ηl is the longitudinal viscosity. This implies that
αSE can vary only between 0.132 and 0.181. Perhaps,
more insight can gained by rewriting the SE coefficient
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as αSE ≃ 0.132(1 + c2t/2c
2
l ), where ct and cl are the

high-frequency transverse and longitudinal sound veloci-
ties, respectively [6]. In very soft plasma-related systems
with Coulomb-like interactions the inequality ct ≪ cl
holds and αSE should tend to its lower limit. For hard-
sphere like interactions the velocity ratio approaches
ct/cl ∼ 0.5 [7, 8] and αSE should increase towards the
upper limit. This correlation between the magnitude of
αSE and the softness of the interaction potential is gen-
erally rather well reproduced [6, 9]. Remarkably, no con-
cepts of hydrodynamic diameter or boundary condition
are required in this microscopic formulation of the SE
relation.

Over the years, numerous confirmations of the appli-
cability of the microscopic SE relation without the hy-
drodynamic diameter to dense simple fluids have been
reported. This concerns single component Coulomb (one-
component plasma) and screened Coulomb (complex or
dusty plasma) fluids of charged particles [10–13], soft (in-
verse power) repulsive particle fluid [14], Lennard-Jones
fluid [2, 15, 16], Weeks-Chandler-Andersen fluid [17], and
the hard sphere fluid [9, 17, 18]. A few recent exam-
ples confirming applicability of SE relation in the form
of Eq. (2) to real liquid substances include liquid iron
at conditions of planetary cores [19], dense supercriti-
cal methane (at least for the most state points investi-
gated) [20, 21], and silicon melt at high temperatures [22].
Several important non-spherical molecular liquids have
been examined using numerical simulations in Ref. [23]
and applicability of the SE relation (2) has also been
confirmed.

Water is arguably one of the most ubiquitous and im-
portant liquids relevant for our life. Its properties are
of great practical significance, but are far from being
fully understood. This particularly concerns a number
of unusual anomalies exhibited by water in comparison
to conventional simple fluids. One of the important open
questions is naturally related to the validity of the SE
relation. There is no general consensus regarding which
form of the SE relation is particularly suitable and where
exactly its breakdown occurs.

Recently, extensive simulations of the water transport
coefficients in a wide range of thermodynamic condi-
tions using the TIP4P/Ice water model have been re-
ported [24]. The TIP4P/Ice model was specifically de-
signed to cope with water near the fluid-solid phase tran-
sition and solid-phase properties [25]. In Ref. [24] the
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FIG. 1. (Color online)Stokes-Einstein relation in TIP4P/Ice
model of water. (a) The product Dη(∆/kBT ) = αSE as a
function of mass density ρm = mρ along several isotherms
investigated in Ref. [24]. Shaded region correspond to the
theoretically expected range, 0.13 ≲ αSE ≲ 0.18. (b) The
product Dη(RO−O/kBT ) as a function of mass density along
the same isotherms as in (a). Shaded region is the same in
(a) and (b) and appears only for comparison in (b).

self-diffusion and shear viscosity coefficients have been
evaluated in liquid water in a temperature and pressure
ranges from T = 245 K to T = 350 K and P = 0 MPa
to P = 500 MPa, respectively. The transport coefficients
tabulated in Ref. [24] provide an excellent opportunity
to examine the validity of the SE relation without the
hydrodynamic diameter in the form of Eq. (2).

The results are plotted in Fig 1(a), which shows the
dependence of αSE on the mass density ρm = mρ for
eight different temperatures (see label). The (green)
shaded region corresponds to the theoretical expectation
0.13 < αSE < 0.18. All the data points, except the one at
lowest temperature and pressure are confined in the ex-
pected region. Namely, we observe that the SE product is
constrained to the region αSE ≃ 0.15±0.02. Thus, in the
parameter regime investigated, the SE relation without
the hydrodynamic diameter holds with a good accuracy
for the TIP4P/Ice model of water. Remarkably, no free
adjustable parameters are involved. Zwanzig’s model of
SE relation proposed originally for simple fluids applies
to a much more complex fluid – liquid water.

In Figure 1(b) we plot another variant of SE relation,
the product α∗

SE = Dη(RO−O/kBT ), where RO−O is the
position of the first maximum of the radial distribution
function between oxygen atoms in water. The later is
fixed at RO−O = 2.8 Å [24] and plays the role of hydro-
dynamic diameter. The (green) shaded region is shown
only for comparison with Fig. 1(a), because there is no
any particular value or range for the quantity α∗

SE to
be expected a priori. We observe that α∗

SE is somewhat

smaller than αSE and is constrained to a slightly rela-
tively wider diapason, α∗

SE ≃ 0.14±0.02. Note that in the
mass density range investigated, 970 kg/m3 ≲ ρm ≲ 1170
kg/m3, the characteristic intermolecular separation de-
creases from ∆ ≃ 3.1 Å to ∆ ≃ 2.9 Å only. Thus, taking
a fixed length scale of appropriate magnitude (such as
RO−O in our example) would not result in a strong vi-
olation of the SE relation in the form of Eq. (2). This
is, however, expected to happen should wider range of
densities be considered.

An important trend observable in Fig. 1(a) and (b) is
that the SE coefficients slightly but systematically de-
creases as the temperature increases. The same trend
is documented in Fig. 5 of Ref. [24]. This might be
an indication that the interaction potential somewhat
softens with temperature, which leads to lower values of
αSE, similar to simple fluids (due to lower ratio of shear
and longitudinal viscosity and transverse-to-longitudinal
sound velocity). This observation also qualitatively cor-
relates with the evidence presented by Ohtori et al. in
Fig. 2 of Ref. [23]. They plotted the SE relation for an-
other popular model for water, TIP4P/2005 [26], along
with selected experimental results. They observed that
the SE coefficients remains constant close to 1/2π ≃ 0.16
for T ≲ 320 K and then somewhat drops for higher tem-
peratures. The very fact that the SE relation is valid
in the TIP4P/Ice model does not directly follow from
its validity in TIP4P/2005 model. The coefficients of
self-diffusion and shear viscosity of the two models dif-
fer considerably and can only be matched by appropriate
rescaling of the temperature, as discussed in Ref. [24].
Their product, however, appears model-independent and
comply with the SE relation without the hydrodynamic
diameter in the investigated parameter regime.

Note that outside the parameter regime studied, the
violation of the SE relation upon increasing the temper-
ature and/or lowering density would not be surprising.
The SE relation only holds in a limited region of the phase
diagram: in sufficiently dense fluids near the fluid-solid
phase transition. As an illustration, for the Lennard-
Jones (LJ) fluid the SE relation holds for ρ/ρfr ≳ 0.6,
where ρfr is the (temperature dependent) freezing den-
sity [9] (the onset of validity of SE relation is some-
what higher than the gas-like to liquid-like dynamical
crossover also known as Frenkel line on the phase dia-
gram [27], which is roughly located at ρ/ρfr ≃ 0.35 for
LJ system [28]). Another important regime where SE
relation is known to be violated concerns strongly super-
cooled liquids approaching the glass transition, but this
situation is beyond the scope of this Note.

To conclude, using recently published data on the
self-diffusion and shear viscosity coefficients of bulk liq-
uid water within the TIP4P/Ice model [24], we have
demonstrated that the microscopic version of the Stokes-
Einstein relation without hydrodynamic diameter is sat-
isfied in the parameter regime investigated.
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