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A vibrational model of transport properties of dense fluids assumes that solid-like oscillations of
atoms around their temporary equilibrium positions dominate the dynamical picture. The tempo-
rary equilibrium positions of atoms do not form any regular structure and are not fixed, unlike in
solids. Instead, they are allowed to diffuse and this is why liquids can flow. However, this diffu-
sive motion is characterized by much longer time scales compared to those of solid-like oscillations.
Although this general picture is not particularly new, only in a recent series of works it has been
possible to construct a coherent and internally consistent quantitative description of transport prop-
erties such as self-diffusion, shear viscosity, and thermal conductivity. Moreover, the magnitudes
of these transport coefficients have been related to the properties of collective excitations in dense
fluids. Importantly, the model is simple and no free parameters are involved. Recent achievements
are summarized in this overview. Application of the vibrational model to various single-component
model systems such as plasma-related Coulomb and screened Coulomb (Yukawa) fluids, the Lennard-
Jones fluid, and the hard-sphere fluid is considered in detail. Applications to real liquids are also
briefly discussed. Overall, good to excellent agreement with available numerical and experimental
data is demonstrated. Conditions of applicability of the vibrational model and a related question
concerning the location of the gas-liquid crossover are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Our understanding of transport processes in fluids
(throughout this paper we use the term “fluid” to denote
subcritical liquid and supercritical dense fluid regions in
the phase diagram of a substance; the crossover between
the gas-like and liquid-like behaviours of supercritical flu-
ids will be also discussed) remains incomplete and frag-
mented as compared to gases and solids, although certain
progress has been achieved over decades [1–5]. Moreover,
it is very unlikely that a general theory of transport pro-
cesses in fluids can be developed. The main problem is
the absence of a small parameter. In solids the small pa-
rameter is provided by the ratio of the vibrational ampli-
tude of an atom around its equilibrium position (lattice
site) to the distance between neighboring lattice sites. In
gases the small parameter is the ratio of the characteris-
tic radius of interatomic forces to the mean interatomic
separation [6]. No such parameter exists in fluids.

Difficulties with theoretical description of liquid state
dynamics in comparison with solids and gases have been
very well formulated by Brazhkin [7]. Solids and gases
can be considered in some (dynamical) sense as “pure”
aggregate states. In solids the motion of atoms is purely
vibrational. Hence diffusion is greatly suppressed, shear
viscosity reaches extremely high values, and the thermal
conductivity is well described by phonon theory [8, 9]. In
dilute gases atoms move freely along straight trajectories
between pair collisions, and this can be considered as a
random walk process. Kinetic theory with the Boltzmann
equation and the Chapman-Enskog approach lead to ac-
curate expressions for the transport coefficients [6, 10].
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From this perspective liquids constitute a “mixed” aggre-
gate state. Both vibration and random walk mechanisms
are present. Their relative importance depends on the ex-
act location in the phase diagram. Near the liquid-solid
phase transition vibrational motion dominates and solid-
like approaches to transport properties are more relevant.
At lower densities and higher temperatures ballistic mo-
tion is more important and transport is similar to that
in gases.

Thus, although it is unreasonable to expect a unified
theory of transport properties applicable to the entire
fluid regime, models that focus on a particular regime
might be more successful. In a series of recent papers
a consistent view on transport properties of sufficiently
dense fluids, where dynamics is dominated by solid-like
vibrational properties, has been put forward. The pur-
pose of this paper is to provide an overview of this ap-
proach and to demonstrate how it applies to various sim-
ple fluids. Its predictions concerning the self-diffusion,
viscosity, and thermal conductivity coefficients will be
compared with those from extensive numerical simula-
tions. The applicability regime will be identified. Some
interesting consequences will be discussed.

This paper deals exclusively with classical fluids. Main
attention is also given to dielectric fluids. Specifically,
presentation is merely focused on one-component sim-
ple fluids and one component plasma-related systems.
Therefore, the electron contribution to the thermal con-
ductivity (like e.g. in liquid metals and plasmas) is not
considered.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we in-
troduce normalization used for the transport coefficients
and the concept of excess entropy scaling. Qualitative
behaviour of the transport coefficients as the density
changes from dilute gaseous values to dense liquid val-
ues close to the freezing point is discussed in Section III.

ar
X

iv
:2

40
1.

03
87

1v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

of
t]

  8
 J

an
 2

02
4

mailto:Sergey.Khrapak@gmx.de


2

In Section IV a simple physical picture of liquid dynam-
ics within the vibrational model paradigm is provided. In
Section V self-diffusion in liquids is described as random
walk process, which leads to the Stokes-Einstein relation
between the self-diffusion and viscosity coefficients. Rela-
tion between different relaxation times is briefly discussed
in Section VI. Vibrational model of thermal conductivity
is introduced in Section VII. In Section VIII interrela-
tions between the transport and collective mode proper-
ties are discussed. Section IX provides a detailed illustra-
tion of the vibrational model performance using a special
case of one-component plasma. Further examples, in-
cluding the screened Coulomb (Yukawa), Lennard-Jones,
and hard-sphere fluids are provided in Section X. A link
between the vibrational model of thermal conductivity
and the excess entropy scaling is sketched in Section XI.
The location of the crossover between gas-like and liquid-
like dynamics is discussed in Section XII. In Section XIII
relevance of the discussed results to the transport proper-
ties of real liquids is briefly discussed. The paper ends by
a brief discussion, conclusion and outlook in Section XIV.

II. NORMALIZATION AND EXCESS ENTROPY
SCALING

Numerical values of transport coefficients for different
fluids and different conditions can differ by orders of mag-
nitude [11]. To introduce some systematics, it makes
sense to use a rational normalization. It has been proven
particularly useful to employ a system-independent nor-
malization, which is sometimes referred to as Rosenfeld’s
normalization [12, 13], although it can be traced to much
earlier works (for instance by Andrade [14, 15]). The nor-
malized self-diffusion (D), shear viscosity (η), and ther-
mal conductivity (λ) coefficients are

DR = D
ρ1/3

vT
, ηR = η

ρ−2/3

mvT
, λR = λ

ρ−2/3

vT
, (1)

where the subscript R emphasizes that Rosenfeld’s nor-
malization is used. Here ρ is the atomic density so that
ρ−1/3 = ∆ corresponds to the mean interatomic sepa-
ration, vT =

√
T/m is the thermal velocity, T is tem-

perature in energy units (≡ kBT ), and m is the atomic
mass. This normalization will be employed throughout
this paper.

Additionally, Rosenfeld suggested useful scaling rela-
tionships for transport coefficients of dense simple fluids
– their excess entropy scaling [12]. According to this scal-
ing the reduced self-diffusion,viscosity and thermal con-
ductivity coefficients of simple fluids can be expressed as
exponential functions of the reduced excess entropy [13]

DR ≃ 0.6e0.8sex , ηR ≃ 0.2e−0.8sex , λR ≃ 1.5e−0.5sex .
(2)

Here the reduced excess entropy per particle, expressed
in units of kB, is defined as sex = s− sid, where sid is the

reduced entropy of an ideal gas at the same temperature
and density determined by Sackur-Tetrode equation

sid =
5

2
+ ln

[
1

ρ

(
mT

2πℏ2

)3/2
]
. (3)

The excess entropy sex is negative because interactions
enhance the structural order compared to that in a fully
disordered ideal gas. This implies that the reduced dif-
fusion coefficient decreases towards the freezing point,
while the viscosity and thermal conductivity coefficients
increase. In the ideal gas limit (sex = 0) Eqs. (2) predict
finite reduced transport coefficients, while in reality DR,
ηR and λR all diverge as density goes to zero.
By now it is well recognized that many simple and not

so simple systems conform to the approximate excess en-
tropy scaling. A couple of recent examples include com-
prehensive study based upon viscosities obtained from
experimental measurements of molecular fluids as well
as molecular simulations of model potentials [16]. A
very useful modified excess entropy scaling of the trans-
port properties of the Lennard-Jones fluid has been dis-
cussed in detail in Ref. [17]. There are also counterex-
amples, where the original excess entropy scaling is not
applicable. Typical situations when this happens include
anisotropic interactions, potentials with negative curva-
ture, bounded potentials, and systems with weak energy-
virial correlations. Among known examples are water
models, the Gaussian core model, the Hertzian model,
the soft repulsive-shoulder-potential model, models with
flexible molecules, etc. [18–21]. For a recent review of
excess entropy scaling and related topics see Ref. [22].
The excess entropy scaling can be rationalized in terms

of isomorph theory [21, 23]. Isomorphs are defined as
the lines of constant excess entropy in the thermody-
namic phase diagram. Certain structural and dynam-
ical properties in properly reduced units are invariant
along isomorphs to a good approximation. This includes
traditional measures such as radial distribution func-
tion, the instantaneous shear modulus, normalized time-
autocorrelation functions [21], the bridge function [24],
and even some higher-order structural correlations [25].
Macroscopically reduced transport coefficients (diffusion,
viscosity, and thermal conductivity) are among isomorph
invariants. The concept of isomorphs implies correla-
tions between isomorph-invariant quantities and thus it
explains scaling of reduced transport coefficients with ex-
cess entropy in the Rosenfeld approach. Note that within
the isomorph theory concept the excess entropy plays no
special role, because any other isomorph-invariant quan-
tity can be used in place of excess entropy [21]. This ex-
plains for instance pronounced correlations between the
viscosity and thermal conductivity coefficients of dense
fluids discussed recently [26].
It should be noted that a somewhat different variant of

entropy scaling of atomic diffusion in condensed matter
was also proposed by Dzugutov [27], who used the excess
entropy in the pair approximation, s2, instead of the full
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excess entropy (note that the total excess entropy can
be approximated by the pair contribution only in some
vicinity of the freezing point [28–34]). This relation is
consistent with the isomorph concept, because s2 is also
isomorph invariant [23].

Neither the excess entropy scaling approach nor the
isomorph concept can explain the exact form of scal-
ing and physical mechanisms behind the transport pro-
cesses. They should be considered as merely heuristic
approaches. Rosenfeld originally referred to the entropy
scaling as a semi-empirical “universal” corresponding-
states relationship [13]. Later in this paper we will illus-
trate how an approximate excess entropy scaling of the
thermal conductivity coefficient naturally arises within
the vibrational model of dense liquid dynamics.

III. QUALITATIVE BEHAVIOUR OF REDUCED
TRANSPORT COEFFICIENTS

As we have seen, Rosenfeld’s excess entropy scaling
describes a decrease of the diffusion coefficient and an
increase of the viscosity and thermal conductivity coef-
ficients when approaching freezing point. This holds in
the dense fluid regime, not too far from the fluid-solid co-
existence. It is important to understand the qualitative
behaviour of transport coefficients in the entire domain
corresponding to the gaseous and fluid regimes. In this
Section an illustrative example is provided.

Such an example is presented in Figure 1. Here the
reduced diffusion, viscosity and thermal conductivity co-
efficients of the Lennard-Jones (LJ) fluid are plotted ver-
sus the reduced density ρ∗ along a supercritical isotherm
T∗ = 2 (the definition of LJ units and other details re-
garding LJ fluids are given in Section XB). Transport co-
efficients are calculated using the approach from Ref. [17].
The qualitative behaviour of the reduced transport co-
efficients is quite general and relatively universal for a
broad range of simple fluids. The specific shape of the
LJ interaction potential plays only a minor role in this
respect. At small densitiesDR, νR and λR are all decreas-
ing with the density. This can be understand as follows.
In dilute gases the transport properties are determined by
rare events of pairwise collisions between the constituent
atoms (atoms move along straight trajectories between
collisions most of the time). Consider elementary kinetic
formulas for the transport coefficients in dilute gases [6]:

D ∼ ℓvT, η ∼ mvTρℓ, λ ∼ cpvTρℓ, (4)

where ℓ is the mean free path between collisions and cp is
the reduced specific heat at constant pressure. The mean
free path can be expressed via the effective momentum
transfer cross section Σ as ℓ ∼ 1/ρΣ (Σ is udsed instead
of conventional σ to avoid confusion with the hard-sphere
diameter and LJ length scale, which will appear below).
In dilute gases we have Σ ≪ ρ−2/3, which automatically
implies ℓ ≫ ρ−1/3. In Eqs. (4) numerical coefficients of
order unity are omitted. Note that for monatomic dilute
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Reduced self-diffusion (DR, dash-
dotted curve), viscosity (ηR, solid curve), and thermal con-
ductivity (λR, dashed curve) coefficients versus reduced den-
sity ρ∗ of the LJ fluid along a supercritical isotherm T∗ = 2.
Liquid boundary of the solid-fluid coexistence corresponds to
ρ∗ ≃ 1.065.

gases there exists exact relation between the viscosity
and thermal conductivity, η = 4mλ/15, which does not
depend on the exact mechanisms of interatomic inter-
actions [6]. If we now apply Rosenfeld’s normalization
to Eq. (4) we get the transport coefficients in the dilute
gaseous regime

DR ∼ 1

Σρ2/3
, ηR ∼ 1

Σρ2/3
, λR ∼ cp

Σρ2/3
. (5)

All the reduced transport coefficients are of the same or-
der of magnitude and they all decrease as ρ−2/3 in this
regime. This can be very clearly seen in Fig. 1: The dif-
fusion and shear viscosity coefficients are rather close in
dilute gaseous regime, DR ≃ ηR; the thermal conductiv-
ity coefficient is about 2.5 times larger (for monatomic
gases cp = 2.5).
As density increases, the diffusion coefficient continues

to decrease. A cage of nearest neighbours (potential well)
develops around each atom. This suppresses atomic dif-
fusion dramatically. At freezing point a quasi-universal
value of DR ≃ 0.03 is reached [35, 36]. The situation is
different for the shear viscosity and thermal conductiv-
ity coefficients. They achieve minima at some interme-
diate density and then increase with the density as the
freezing point is approached (the values of ηR and λR at
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freezing are also to some extent quasi-universal [36, 37]).
This implies that the change in mechanisms of momen-
tum and energy transfer occurs. Namely, the momen-
tum and energy in dense fluids are transferred collec-
tively due to strong interatomic interactions. We will
see below that atomic vibrations around their temporary
equilibrium positions play a decisive role in the trans-
port properties of dense fluids. Minima in the reduced
shear viscosity and thermal conductivity coefficients in-
dicate at the crossover between gas-like and liquid-like
mechanisms of momentum and energy transport and can
serve as indicators of gas-to-liquid dynamical crossover.
This topic received considerable attention in recent years
and it will be further discussed in Section XII. Recently,
the existence and the magnitudes of the minima of shear
viscosity and thermal conductivity coefficients have been
discussed from an interesting perspective. It has been
suggested that the kinematic viscosity and thermal diffu-
sivity of liquids and supercritical fluids have lower bounds
determined by fundamental physical constants [38, 39],

νmin = αmin =
1

4π

ℏ
√
mem

, (6)

where ν is the kinematic viscosity, α is the thermal dif-
fusivity, ℏ is the Planck’s constant, me is the electron
mass and m is the atom or molecule mass. The very
existence of such universal bounds and their closeness is
an intriguing result. On the other hand, in a later paper
purely classical arguments were shown to be sufficient to
provide an adequate estimate of the transport coefficients
at their minima [37]. These were simply estimated by ex-
trapolating the gas-like and liquid-like asymptotes for the
shear viscosity and thermal conductivity coefficients into
the crossover regime. The typical values at the minima
are ηmin

R ≃ 0.6 and λmin
R ≃ 3 for several important real

liquids (see Table I from Ref. [37]). The minimal values
are somewhat lower for soft interactions, which are rele-
vant in the plasma-related context (Coulomb and weakly
screened Coulomb potentials).

IV. PHYSICAL PICTURE OF DENSE LIQUID
DYNAMICS

The main assumptions adopted in the vibrational
model of atomic transport have been discussed by many
authors over decades, see e.g. Refs. [1, 40–43]. Namely,
it is assumed that atoms in liquids exhibit solid-like os-
cillations about temporary equilibrium positions corre-
sponding to a local minimum on the system’s potential
energy surface [1, 41]. These positions do not form a reg-
ular lattice like in crystalline solids, but correspond to
a liquid-like structure [40]. They are also not fixed, and
change (diffuse or randomly drift) with time (this is why
liquids can flow), but on much longer time scales (separa-
tion of time scales corresponding to fast solid-like atomic
oscillations and their slow drift plays a very important
role in the approach). Effectively, one can assume that

local configurations of atoms are preserved for some time
until a fluctuation in the kinetic energy allows rearrang-
ing the positions of some of these atoms towards a new
local minimum in the multidimensional potential energy
surface. The waiting time distribution of the rearrange-
ments scales with time as exp(−t/τ)/τ , where τ is a life-
time. Atomic motions after the rearrangements are un-
correlated with motions before rearrangements [42]. This
picture allows to make important approximations about
the properties of atomic motion and mechanisms of mo-
mentum and energy transport in the liquid state. With
appropriate elaborations, it will allow us to come up with
quantitative expressions for the transport coefficients.

V. SELF-DIFFUSION AS RANDOM WALK
PROCESS (STOKES-EINSTEIN RELATION)

Self-diffusion usually describes the displacement of a
test particle immersed in a medium with no external gra-
dients. If this motion can be considered a random walk
process, then the diffusion coefficient in three spatial di-
mensions can be defined as [1]

D =
1

6

⟨r2⟩
τ

, (7)

where r is an actual (variable) length of the random walk,
τ is the time scale, and we focus on sufficiently long times
(t ≫ τ). Consider first an ideal gas as an appropriate
example. The atoms move freely between pairwise colli-
sions. If the distribution of free paths between collisions
follows the e−r/ℓ/ℓ scaling, then ⟨r⟩ = ℓ and ⟨r2⟩ = 2ℓ2,
where ℓ is the mean free path [1]. Combining this with
the relation for the average atom velocity ⟨v⟩ = ℓ/τ , we
recover the elementary kinetic formula for the diffusion
coefficient of a dilute gas

D =
1

3
⟨v⟩ℓ. (8)

The dynamical picture is quite different in liquids, but
the concept of random walk remains relevant [44].
Based largely on the physical picture drawn in Sec. IV,

Zwanzig suggested the following simple approach to esti-
mate the self-diffusion coefficient [42]. He approximated
the velocity autocorrelation function of an atom j by

Zj(t) ≃
(
T

m

)
cos(ωjt)e

−t/τ , (9)

which corresponds to the time dependence of a damped
harmonic oscillator. This is apparently a simplest ap-
proximation corresponding to the vibrational picture of
atomic dynamics. Here ωj is an effective vibrational fre-
quency of an atom j. The self-diffusion coefficient D is
given by the Green–Kubo formula

D =
1

N

∫ ∞

0

∑
j

Zj(t)dt. (10)
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Zwanzig then assumed that vibrational frequencies ωj are
related to the collective mode spectrum and performed
averaging over collective modes. After the evaluation of
the time integral, this yields

D =
T

3mN

∑
k

τ

1 + ω2
kτ

2
, (11)

where the summation runs over 3N normal mode fre-
quencies (clearly, N ≫ 1 is assumed). Central to the
dynamical picture sketched in Sec. IV is the separation
of time scales corresponding to fast solid-like atomic os-
cillations and their much slower drift. This picture makes
sense only if the waiting time τ is much longer than the
inverse characteristic frequency of the solid-like oscilla-
tions. In this case, we can neglect unity in the denomi-
nator of Eq. (11) and rewrite it as

D =
T

mτ

〈
1

ω2

〉
, (12)

where the conventional definition of averaging,〈
1

ω2

〉
=

1

3N

∑
k

ω−2
k , (13)

has been used.
Equation (12) allows for a simple physical interpreta-

tion. It represents a diffusion coefficient of a random
walk process, Eq. (7). The length scale of this process is
identified as

⟨r2⟩ = 6T

m

〈
1

ω2

〉
, (14)

which is twice the mean-square displacement of an atom
from its local equilibrium position due to solid-like vi-
brations [45, 46]. The coefficient of two appears, because
the initial atomic position is not at the local equilibrium,
but randomly distributed with the same properties as the
final one (after the waiting time τ). The characteristic
time scale of the random walk process is just the waiting
time τ , which has not yet been specified. It appears that
the appropriate scale for the waiting time is given by the
Maxwellian shear relaxation time [1, 47]

τM =
η

G∞
=

η

mρc2t
, (15)

where G∞ is the infinite frequency (instantaneous) shear
modulus, and ct is the transverse sound velocity.
Substituting Equation (15) into Equation (12), we ob-

tain a relation between the self-diffusion and viscosity
coefficients in the form of the Stokes–Einstein (SE) rela-
tion

Dη

(
∆

T

)
=

c2t
∆2

〈
1

ω2

〉
= αSE, (16)

where αSE is the SE coefficient (this relation is also
sometimes referred to as Stokes–Einstein–Sutherland re-
lation). Eq. (16) essentially coincides with Zwanzig’s

original result [42]. Having no better option, Zwanzig
used a Debye approximation, characterized by one longi-
tudinal and two transverse modes with acoustic disper-
sion, which allowed him to estimate the constant αSE.
We will discuss this approximation in more details be-
low. It makes sense to discuss first the main qualitative
implications of the vibrational approach.
First of all, it appears that self-diffusion in the liquid

state can be viewed as a random walk due to atomic
vibrations around temporary equilibrium positions over
time scales associated with rearrangements of these equi-
librium positions. In this paradigm, consecutive changes
of temporary equilibrium positions (jumps of liquid con-
figurations between two neighboring local minima of the
multidimensional potential energy surface in Zwanzig’s
terminology) are relatively small, much smaller than the
vibrational amplitude. Hopping events with displace-
ment amplitudes of the order of interatomic separation
may be present, but they have to be relatively rare so that
they do not contribute to the diffusion process. This pic-
ture is different from the widely accepted hopping mech-
anism of self-diffusion in liquids. Previously, the concept
of random walk was suggested in the context of molec-
ular and atomic motion in water and liquid argon [48].
Vibrational model provides a more quantitative basis for
this treatment.
Second, the vibrational approach does not allow us

to derive separately the coefficients of self-diffusion and
viscosity, but only their product in the form of SE re-
lation (16). The latter is also sometimes referred to
as SE relation without the hydrodynamic diameter [49].
Other derivations of the SE relation on the atomic scale
have been also proposed [3, 50]. From the excess en-
tropy scaling perspective, Eqs. (1) and (2) tell us that
DRηR ≡ αSE ≃ 0.12, which is not too far from the actual
range αSE ≃ 0.13− 0.17 for simple fluids (see below).
Third, formula (16) particularly emphasizes the rela-

tion between the liquid transport and collective mode
properties. Since the exact distribution of frequencies is
generally not available, some approximations have to be
employed at this point. We will discuss these approxi-
mations later in Sec. VIII.
Finally, it should be mentioned that very important

questions related to the breakdown of the SE relation in
supercooled and glass forming liquids [51–55] are com-
pletely beyond the scope of this paper.

VI. RELAXATION TIME SCALES

An important time scale of a liquid state is a struc-
ture relaxation time. This can be defined as an average
time it takes an atom to move the average interatomic
distance ∆ (sometimes it is referred to as the Frenkel
relaxation time [56–58]). It is interesting to compare it
with the waiting time scale (Maxwellian relaxation time)
introduced above. Taking into account the diffusive char-
acter of atomic motion, we can write τR = ∆2/6D. From
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Two-dimensional slice of a quasi-
layered three-dimensional fluid model structure. The average
inter-particle separation within one quasi-layer and between
quasi-layers is ∆ = ρ−1/3. The temperature increases from
bottom to top. Reproduced from S. Khrapak, Phys. Rev. E
103, 013207 (2021).

Equation (7), we immediately get

τR =
∆2

⟨r2⟩
τM. (17)

This implies that quite generally τR/τM ≫ 1. The
time scale ratio τR/τM has a maximum at near-freezing
conditions, where, according to the Lindemann melting
criterion ∆2/⟨r2⟩ ∼ 100 [46, 59]. This picture corre-
lates well with the results from numerical simulations
(see, e.g., Fig. 3 from Ref. [58]). Thus, there is a huge
separation between the structure relaxation and individ-
ual atom dynamical relaxation time scales, justifying the
main assumption behind the vibrational model.

VII. THERMAL CONDUCTIVITY

In this Section a vibrational model of thermal conduc-
tivity is outlined following Ref. [60]. The picture drawn
in Sec. IV remains valid. In addition, liquid is approxi-
mated by a layered structure with layers perpendicular to
the temperature gradient and separated by the distance
∆ = ρ−1/3. The particle density in each such quasi-layer
is ∆−2. A sketch of the considered idealization is shown
in Fig. 2.

Now, if a temperature gradient is applied, the average
difference in energy between the atoms of adjacent layers
is ∆(dU/dx), where U is the internal energy (per atom).
In the considered model, the energy between successive
layers is transferred when two vibrating atoms from ad-
jacent layers “collide” (this should not be a physical colli-
sion; the atoms just need to approach by a distance that
is somewhat shorter than the average interatomic sepa-
ration). The characteristic vibrational frequency of the
liquid’s quasi-lattice is ν and it defines the characteristic
energy transfer frequency. The energy flux per unit area

is

dQ

dt
= − ν

∆

dU

dx
, (18)

where the minus sign indicates that the heat flow is down
the temperature gradient. On the other hand, Fourier’s
law for the heat flow reads

dQ

dt
= −λ

dT

dx
, (19)

where λ is the thermal conductivity coefficient, which is
a scalar in isotropic liquids. Combining Eqs. (18) and
(19) we immediately get

λ =
dU

dT

ν

∆
=

dU

dT

⟨ω⟩
2π∆

. (20)

In the last step it has been implicitly assumed that the
characteristic frequency of energy exchange is equal to
the average vibrational frequency, ν = ⟨ω⟩/2π. This ap-
pears adequate in dense liquids characterized by soft in-
teratomic interactions [60]. The derivative of internal
energy with respect to temperature should be taken at
constant pressure since pressure should be constant in
equilibrium. Thermodynamic identities yield(

∂U

∂T

)
P

= cp − P

N

(
∂V

∂T

)
P

= cv +

(
∂U

∂V

)
T

(
∂V

∂T

)
P

.

(21)
Dense fluids close to the freezing point can be considered
as essentially incompressible (in particular, when inter-
actions are sufficiently soft), hence (∂U/∂T )P ≃ cp ≃ cv,
i.e. the difference between specific heats cp and cv is usu-
ally insignificant. Since normally cv is easier to evaluate,
it is more appropriate to use cv for practical estimates.
We get therefore

λ ≃ cv
⟨ω⟩
2π∆

. (22)

Equation (22) emphasises again relations between the
liquid transport and collective mode properties. In the
case of thermal conductivity, we need to evaluate the
average vibrational frequency ⟨ω⟩, instead of ⟨ω−2⟩ in
the case of SE relation. As already pointed out, since
the actual frequency distribution can be quite complex in
liquids and can vary considerably from one type of liquid
to another, some simplifying assumptions are necessary
at this step. In the next Section several possible practical
simplifications are discussed.

VIII. RELATION TO COLLECTIVE
PROPERTIES

Accurate information about liquid collective proper-
ties is often unavailable. Moreover, collective properties
can differ from one liquid system to another and depend
considerably on the state point in the phase diagram.
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Therefore, some simplifications are usually involved. The
question may arise how sensitive are the considered trans-
port models to the assumptions about the collective mode
properties? This Section provides some examples whose
appropriateness will then be checked against existing re-
sults from numerical simulations for various simple fluids.

We start with a simplest approximation in which all
atoms are oscillating with the same Einstein frequency
ΩE (known as Einstein model in the solid state physics).
For a pairwise interaction potential ϕ(r), the Einstein
frequency is defined as [3]

ΩE =
ρ

3m

∫
dr∇2ϕ(r)g(r), (23)

where g(r) is the radial distribution function (RDF). If all
atoms are oscillating with the same frequency, averaging
is trivial:

⟨ω−2⟩ = Ω−2
E , ⟨ω⟩ = ΩE. (24)

For the SE coefficient the Einstein model then yields

αSE ≃ c2t
∆2Ω2

E

. (25)

For sufficiently steep interactions, the transverse in-
stantaneous sound velocity can be estimated as c2t ≃
Ω2

E∆
2/10, see e.g. Eq. (6.102) from Ref. [3]. We arrive

at αSE ≃ 0.1, which provides correct order of magnitude
estimate. The obtained numerical value is nevertheless
smaller than the actual values (see below). This is be-
cause the low frequencies, which are not included in the
Einstein model, contribute considerably to the magni-
tude of ⟨ω−2⟩. This leads to some underestimation of
αSE.
Within the vibrational model of thermal conductivity

we obtain

λ ≃ cv
ΩE

2π∆
, (26)

where cp has been substituted by cv, as discussed above.
We recover immediately the expression proposed by Hor-
rocks and McLaughlin [61]. It is also similar to the re-
sult obtained earlier by Rao [62]. Neglecting the low
frequency domain does not produce large errors in this
case and Eq. (26) represents an appropriate estimate in
this case.

In his derivation of SE relation, Zwanzig originally used
a Debye approximation, characterized by one longitudi-
nal and two transverse modes with acoustic dispersion.
The sum over frequencies can be converted to an integral
over k using the standard procedure∑

k

(...) → V

(2π)3

∫
(...)dk, (27)

where V is the volume. For ⟨ω−2⟩ this yields〈
1

ω2

〉
=

1

6π2ρ

∫ kmax

0

k2dk

(
1

ω2
l

+
2

ω2
t

)
, (28)

where the cutoff kmax = (6π2ρ)1/3 is chosen to provide ρ
modes in each branch of the spectrum. This ensures that
the averaging procedure applied to a quantity that does
not depend on k will not change its value. Substituting
ωl = clk and ωt = ctk into Eq. (28) we can evaluate the
SE constant as

αSE =
2

(6π2)2/3

(
1 +

c2t
2c2l

)
≃ 0.13

(
1 +

c2t
2c2l

)
. (29)

This is essentially Zwanzig’s original result, except he
expressed the SE coefficient in terms of the longitudinal
and shear viscosity as αSE ≃ 0.13(1+ η/2ηl). The equiv-
alence was pointed out later [47]. Note that since the
sound velocity ratio ct/cl is confined in the range from 0

to
√
3/2, the coefficient αSE can vary only between ≃0.13

and ≃0.18 [42, 47]. This is very close to actual values of
the SE coefficient in simple fluids as will be demonstrated
below.
For the problem of thermal conductivity, averaging is

performed similarly:

⟨ω⟩ = 1

6π2ρ

∫ kmax

0

k2dk [ωl(k) + 2ωt(k)] . (30)

If acoustic dispersion relations are used, the thermal con-
ductivity coefficient becomes [60]

λ ≃ 1

4

(
3

4π

)1/3

cv
cl + 2ct
∆2

. (31)

If we substitute cv ≃ 3 near freezing (according to
Dulong-Petit law), we get a formula similar to that of
minimal thermal conductivity model proposed by Cahill
and Pohl [63, 64] for amorphous solids. Their expression
is in good agreement with the measured thermal conduc-
tivities of many amorphous inorganic solids, highly disor-
dered crystals, and amorphous macromolecules [65]. Its
modification (mainly concerning the numerical front fac-
tor), obtained using the vibrational model, works rather
well in the liquid regime.
The most accurate theoretical estimate of the thermal

conductivity coefficient would be obtained if the exact
vibrational density of states (VDOS) were known. Al-
though for a given liquid and for a particular state point
on the phase diagram, VDOS can be computed by molec-
ular dynamics [3, 66, 67], no general approaches to VDOS
across the liquid regime exist. Some important progress
in this direction has recently been reported [68, 69].
Namely, Zaccone and Baggioli have developed an ana-
lytical model for VDOS, based on overdamped Langevin
liquid dynamics [68]. Distinct from the Debye approxi-
mation, g(ω) ∝ ω2, for solids, the universal law for liquids
reveals a linear scaling, g(ω) ∝ ω, in the low-energy re-
gion. Stamper et al. have confirmed this universal law
with experimental VDOS measured by inelastic neutron
scattering on real liquid systems [69]. Nevertheless, the
applicability regime and accuracy level of this model need
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to be clarified. Reasonable simplifications and approxi-
mations are therefore still in use. In this respect, substi-
tuting accurate dispersion relations for ωl(k) and ωt(k) in
Eqs. (28) and (30) instead of their acoustic asymptotes
can improve the accuracy compared to the Debye model.
This is particularly relevant to fluids with non-acoustic
dispersion relations (see below).

To conclude this section, let us estimate the thermal
conductivity coefficient of simple fluids at freezing con-
ditions, demonstrating that a quasi-universality can be
expected. We can use Eq. (26) and take cv ≃ 3 ac-
cording to the Dulong-Petit law, which is adequate near
the fluid-solid phase transition. According to the vibra-
tional paradigm, atomic dynamics in fluids near the freez-
ing point is dominated by solid-like oscillations around
their temporary equilibrium positions. The properties of
these oscillations are close to those in solids near melt-
ing. The Einstein frequency can therefore be estimated
as follows. According to the Lindemann’s melting crite-
rion [59], melting of a solid occurs when the vibrational
amplitude reaches a threshold value, which is approxi-
mately ∼ 0.1 of the interatomic spacing. We can write
this condition as

⟨ξ2⟩ ∼ 0.01∆2, (32)

where ⟨ξ2⟩ is the average vibrational amplitude. It can
be expressed as [45, 46]

⟨ξ2⟩ = 3T

m

〈
1

ω2

〉
, (33)

where the averaging is performed over 3N normal modes.
In the simplest Einstein approximation this leads to

⟨ξ2⟩ = 3T

mΩ2
E

. (34)

The same result could be obtained by equating the har-
monic potential energy 1

2mΩ2
E⟨ξ2⟩ to the average kinetic

energy 3
2T (i.e. from energy equipartition). Combining

these approximations we easily arrive at

λR ∼ 8 (35)

at freezing. This rough estimate is in fact quite success-
ful. For model systems considered later in this paper an
approximate relation λR ∼ 10 works quite well on the
freezing line (except hard sphere fluids where λR ≃ 14 at
the freezing point [70, 71]). This quasi-universality also
holds for many real atomic and molecular liquids, such
as Ne, Ar, Kr, Xe, N2, O2, CO2, and CH4 [26, 37, 72].

IX. SPECIAL CASE: ONE-COMPONENT
PLASMA

Let us now proceed to the application of the vibra-
tional model to some selected fluids. In this Section we
start with analysing in detail its application to a strongly

coupled one-component plasma (OCP) fluid. The OCP
fluid is chosen for the following three main reasons: (i)
vibrational (caging) motion is most pronounced due to
extremely soft and long-ranged character of the interac-
tion potential [73, 74]; (ii) Zwanzig’s assumption about
acoustic spectra is not directly applicable to the OCP
case, because the longitudinal mode is not acoustic (but
plasmon), and thus it is a good opportunity to demon-
strate how the model should be modified for non-acoustic
spectra; (iii) collective modes in the OCP system are very
well studied and understood and simple analytical ex-
pressions for the long-wavelength dispersion relations are
available.
The OCP model is an idealized system of mobile point

charges immersed in a neutralizing fixed background
of opposite charge (e.g. ions in the immobile back-
ground of electrons or vice versa) [75–80]. From the
fundamental point of view OCP is characterized by a
very soft and long-ranged Coulomb interaction poten-
tial, ϕ(r) = q2/r, where q is the electric charge. The
particle-particle correlations and thermodynamics of the
OCP are characterized by a single dimensionless cou-
pling parameter Γ = q2/aT , where a = (4πρ/3)−1/3 is
the Wigner-Seitz radius. At Γ ≳ 1 the OCP is called
strongly coupled and this is where it exhibits proper-
ties characteristic of a fluid phase (a body centered cubic
phase becomes thermodynamically stable at Γ ≳ 174, as
the comparison of fluid and solid Helmholtz free ener-
gies demonstrates [79, 81, 82]). Dynamical scales of the
OCP are usually characterized by the plasma frequency
ωp =

√
4πq2ρ/m. In the OCP, the Einstein frequency is

directly related to the plasma frequency, ΩE = ωp/
√
3.

The transverse sound velocity can be expressed in terms
of the plasma frequency and mean interparticle separa-
tion as c2t ≃ 0.015ω2

p∆
2 [44, 83].

To estimate the SE coefficient and the coefficient of
thermal conductivity from the vibrational model we make
use of dispersion relations based on the quasi-crystalline
approximation (QCA) [40, 84–86] also known as the
quasi-localized charge approximation (QLCA) [43, 87–92]
in the plasma related context. When combined with the
excluded cavity model for the radial distribution func-
tion, particularly simple and fully analytical expressions
for ωl(k) and ωt(k) can be derived [83]:

ω2
l = ω2

p

(
1

3
− 2 cosRq

R2q2
+

2 sinRq

R3q3

)
(36)

and

ω2
t = ω2

p

(
1

3
+

cosRq

R2q2
− sinRq

R3q3

)
, (37)

where q = ka is the reduced wave-number and R is the
reduced excluded cavity radius. In the strongly coupled
OCP regime we have R =

√
6/5 ≃ 1.09545 [83]. Ex-

pressions (36) and (37) are rather accurate in the long-
wavelength regime [92–95]. This is illustrated in Fig. 3,
where comparison with the existing numerical results [90]
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Dispersion of the longitudinal (upper
curve and symbols) and transverse (lower curve and symbols)
modes of the strongly coupled OCP with Γ = 158. Symbols
correspond to the results from MD simulations by Schmidt et
al. [90]. The solid curves are plotted using Eqs. (36) and (37).
For further details see e.g. Ref. [92].

TABLE I. Averaged frequencies of a strongly coupled OCP
fluid obtained with the help of dispersion relations (36) and
(37).

⟨ω2/ω2
p⟩ ⟨ω2

p/ω
2⟩ ⟨ω/ωp⟩ ⟨ lnω/ωp⟩

1
3

9.7623 0.514 -0.8023

is presented. The agreement is rather good, except the
existence of k-gap (zero-frequency non-propagating do-
main at k < kgap) in the transverse mode is not ac-
counted for [96]. Expressions (36) and (37) can there-
fore be used to perform averaging over collective modes
frequencies. The results are summarized in Tab. I.

The result for ⟨ω2/ω2
p⟩ ≡ 1/3 is exact by virtue of

Eqs. (36) and (37). The quantity ⟨ω2
p/ω

2⟩ is used to esti-
mate the SE coefficient. The result is αSE ≃ 0.146. The
quantity ⟨ω/ωp⟩ allows us to write the thermal conduc-
tivity coefficient in the form

λR ≃ 0.2284cv
√
Γ. (38)

These results can be now checked against the results from
existing MD simulations. The quantity ⟨lnω/ωp⟩ pro-
vided for completeness in Tab. I emerges in a variant of
cell theory of liquid excess entropy [34].

Transport properties of the OCP and related system
are very well investigated in classical MD simulations.
Extensive datasets and fits are available in the litera-
ture [36, 97–108]. To evaluate the SE coefficient emerg-
ing in numerical simulations we have used an accurate
fitting formula for the self-diffusion coefficient proposed
in Ref. [105] along with the MD data on the shear vis-
cosity coefficient tabulated in Ref. [107]. The resulting
dependence of the SE coefficient αSE on the coupling pa-
rameter Γ is shown by circles in Fig. 4. Note the reversed
vertical axis in the figure to highlight the level of accu-
racy of SE relation.

1 0 1 0 0
0 . 8

0 . 6

0 . 4

0 . 2

0 . 0

1 0 1 0 0

2

4

α SE

Γ

O C P αS E  = 0.14

- s e x

Γ

s e x  =  - 2 . 3

FIG. 4. (Color online) Stokes-Einstein coefficient αSE versus
the coupling parameter Γ for the OCP fluid. The symbols
correspond to MD simulation results from Refs. [105, 107].
The dashed line is a strong coupling asymptote αSE ≃ 0.14.
In the shaded area at Γ ≳ 50 the SE coefficient is practically
constant (lies in a narrow range αSE ≃ 0.14±0.01). The inset
shows the dependence of the negative excess entropy on the
coupling parameter. Onset of the validity of the SE relation
corresponds to sex ≲ −2.3. Reproduced from S. Khrapak and
A. Khrapak, Phys. Rev. E 104, 044110 (2021).

The strong coupling asymptote, αSE ≃ 0.14, is ap-
proached at Γ ≃ 10. The numerical value of this asymp-
tote is very close to that the theory predicts. At Γ ≳ 50
the SE coefficient lies in a narrow range αSE ≃ 0.14±0.01.
We use this as a pragmatical (although to some extent
arbitrary) definition of the region of validity of SE re-
lation [109] (shaded area in Fig. 4). Note that already
starting from Γ ≃ 10 the deviations from the strong cou-
pling asymptote are relatively small.
The inset in Fig. 4 shows the dependence of the minus

reduced excess entropy −sex on the coupling parameter
Γ as tabulated in Ref. [28]. The change in the slopes of
asymtotes at Γ ≃ 10 corresponds to sex ≃ −0.9. The on-
set of validity of the SE relation at Γ ≃ 50 corresponds
to sex ≲ −2.3. Excess entropy appears as a very good
indicator of the validity of the SE relation and of vibra-
tional model of transport processes, as well as the gas-like
to liquid-like dynamical crossover. We will elaborate on
this further below.

The vibrational model of thermal conductivity has
been applied to the strongly coupled OCP fluid in
Ref. [60]. The specific heat was estimated from a sim-
ple three-term equation of state proposed in Ref. [110],
based on extensive Monte Carlo simulation data from
Ref. [111]. In Figure 5 we compare theoretical results
from Eqs. (26) and (38) with MD simulation data from
Ref. [108]. Overall, the agreement between the theory
and simulation in the strongly coupled regime Γ ≳ 50
is remarkably good, especially taking into account the
absence of free parameters in the theory. In the OCP
case we have ⟨ω/ωp⟩ ≃ 0.514 and ΩE/ωp ≃ 0.577 (see
Tab. I). Thus, quite expectedly, the Einstein approxima-
tion somewhat overestimates the accurate results. The
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Reduced thermal conductivity coeffi-
cient λR of a strongly coupled OCP vs the coupling parame-
ter Γ. Symbols correspond to numerical results [108]. Curves
are calculated using the vibrational model: Solid curve using
Eq. (38); dashed curve using Eq. (26).

calculation based on the QCA dispersion relations is in
very good agreement with numerical data. For weaker
coupling the vibrational model overestimates the ther-
mal conductivity coefficient considerably, but it should
not be applied in this regime, because vibrational mo-
tion (caging) does not dominate particle dynamics in this
regime.

X. MORE EXAMPLES

A. Screened Coulomb (Yukawa) systems

Screened Coulomb or Yukawa system represents a col-
lection of point-like charges immersed into a neutraliz-
ing polarizable medium (usually conventional electron-
ion plasma), which provides screening. The pairwise
screened Coulomb repulsive interaction potential (also
referred to as Debye-Hückel potential) is

ϕ(r) = (q2/r) exp(−κr/a), (39)

where κ = a/λ is the dimensionless screening parame-
ter, which is the ratio of the Wigner-Seitz radius to the
plasma screening length. The screening length is nor-
mally related to the Debye radius of a screening medium,
λD =

√
T/4πe2ns, where ns is the number density of the

screening particles, which are assumed singly charged for
simplicity. In the simplest case λ = λD, but more com-
plicated scenarios can be also realized, in particular in
complex (dusty) plasmas [112, 113]. Yukawa potential is
widely used as a reasonable first approximation for ac-
tual interactions in three-dimensional isotropic complex
plasmas and colloidal suspensions [112–121].

The dynamics and thermodynamics of Yukawa systems
are characterized by the two dimensionless parameters,
Γ and κ. Detailed phase diagrams of Yukawa systems
are available in the literature [101, 122–127]. Note that

1 0 1 0 0

0 . 6

0 . 4

0 . 2

0 . 0
αS E  = 0.14

α SE

Γ

Y u k a w a  ( κ =  2 )

1 0 1 0 00

2

4
s e x  =  - 2 . 2

- s e x

Γ

FIG. 6. (Color online) Stokes-Einstein parameter αSE versus
the coupling parameter Γ for a Yukawa fluid with κ = 2. The
symbols correspond to MD simulation results from Refs. [105,
107]. The dashed line is the dense fluid asymptote αSE ≃ 0.14.
In the shaded area at Γ ≳ 120 the SE coefficient is practically
constant (lies in a narrow range αSE ≃ 0.14±0.01). The inset
shows the dependence of the negative excess entropy on the
coupling parameter. Onset of the validity of the SE relation
corresponds to sex ≲ −2.2. Reproduced from S. Khrapak and
A. Khrapak, Phys. Rev. E 104, 044110 (2021).

the screening parameter κ determines the softness of the
interparticle repulsion. It varies from the very soft and
long-ranged Coulomb potential at κ → 0 (corresponding
to the OCP limit considered above) to the hard-sphere-
like interaction limit at κ → ∞ (this limit is considered
below). In the context of complex plasmas and colloidal
suspensions the relatively “soft” regime, κ ∼ O(1), is of
particular interest.
Transport phenomena in three-dimensional Yukawa

fluids have been relatively well investigated [36, 67,
100, 101, 105–107, 122, 128–136]. Recent approaches
to thermodynamics of Yukawa systems are discussed in
Refs. [137–143]. There has been also considerable inter-
est in two-dimensional Yukawa systems, which are related
to laboratory realizations of dusty plasmas, but these are
beyond the scope of this paper and are not considered.
In the context of the SE relation we combine the ac-

curate fits for the self-diffusion coefficient in Yukawa flu-
ids [105] with the tabulated numerical data on shear vis-
cosity coefficient for κ = 2 [107]. The results are plotted
in Fig. 6. The emerging picture is similar to that in the
OCP case, except higher Γ values are involved. The slope
of the dependence αSE on Γ changes at approximately
Γ ≃ 30. The strong coupling asymptote is αSE ≃ 0.14,
the same as in the OCP case. At Γ ≳ 120 the SE coef-
ficient lies in a narrow range αSE ≃ 0.14± 0.01 and this
is identified as the region of validity of the SE relation
(shaded area in Fig. 6). As previously observed, the de-
viations from the asymptotic strong coupling value are
already relatively small at Γ ≳ 30.
The inset in Fig. 6 shows the dependence of the minus

reduced excess entropy −sex on the coupling parameter
Γ. The curve is calculated using the Rosenfeld-Tarazona
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Reduced thermal conductivity coeffi-
cient λR vs the coupling parameter Γ of Yukawa fluids with
different screening parameters. Circles, triangles, and rhombs
correspond to molecular dynamics results from Ref. [132] for
κ = 1, κ = 2, and κ = 3, respectively. Crosses are the OCP
numerical results from Ref. [108]. The solid curves are the
theoretical calculations using the Einstein approximation of
Eq. (26). Reproduced from S. Khrapak, Plasma Phys. Rep.
49, 15 (2023).

(RT) scaling of the thermal component of the excess in-
ternal energy [144, 145]. This approach combines relative
good accuracy with simplicity and relatively wide appli-
cability and has been extensively used to construct simple
practical approximations for thermodynamic properties
of Yukawa and other related fluids [139–141, 146–148].
The particular form used here is taken from Ref. [145].
The change in the slopes of asymptotes at Γ ≃ 30 cor-
responds to sex ≃ −1.0. The onset of validity of the SE
relation at Γ ≃ 120 corresponds to sex ≲ −2.2.

The vibrational model of heat conduction was ap-
plied to estimate the thermal conductivity coefficient of
strongly coupled Yukawa fluids in Ref. [149]. The spe-
cific heat was estimated using the RT scaling [144, 145].
In Figure 7 we compare results from MD simulations in
Ref. [132] with a theoretical calculation using the Ein-
stein approximation of Eq. (26). As could be expected,
the agreement is relatively good in the soft interaction
limit (small κ), but worsens as κ increases. For example,
for κ = 3, Eq. (31) provides a considerably better agree-
ment with numerical results (see Fig. 1 from Ref. [149]).
Overall, we observe that the vibrational model describes
relatively well the thermal conduction in strongly coupled
Yukawa fluids.

There exists a useful quasi-universal scaling approach
to transport coefficients of strongly coupled Yukawa flu-

ids. This scaling was in particular elaborated by Rosen-
feld in connection with the diffusion and viscosity co-
efficients of Yukwa fluids [145, 150]. He demonstrated
that the reduced transport coefficients are quasi-universal
functions of the reduced coupling parameter Γ/Γfr, where
Γfr is the value of Γ at the fluid-solid phase transition (at
freezing). The values of Γfr for different κ were tabu-
lated in Refs. [123, 124]; accurate practical expressions
for Γfr(κ) can be found in Refs. [101, 125]. Rosenfeld
originally arrived at this scaling by combining the excess
entropy scaling with the Rosenfeld-Tarazona [144] scaling
of the excess entropy with Γ/Γfr [150]. Similar conclu-
sion could be reached by combining the isomorph theory
with excess entropy scaling [142]. Neither approach spec-
ifies explicitly the functional form of the dependence of
DR and ηR on Γ/Γfr (the same is true for the vibrational
paradigm). A simple practical ad hoc formula of the form

ηR ≃ 0.13 exp
(
3.64

√
Γ/Γfr

)
(40)

demonstrates reasonable agreement with available re-
sults from molecular dynamics simulations in the regime
0.1 ≲ Γ ≲ Γfr [36]. This functional form was originally
proposed by Costigliola et al. as a general temperature
dependence of viscosity of dense fluids [151]. To be con-
sistent with the SE relation the self-diffusion coefficient
should scale as

DR ≃ exp
(
−3.64

√
Γ/Γfr

)
. (41)

Note that the combination of Eqs. (40) and (41) leads
to αSE ≃ 0.13, which is slightly smaller than the value
≃ 0.14 evidenced in Fig. 6. Nevertheless, they agree rel-
atively well with individual datasets on viscosity and dif-
fusion, as documented in Ref. [36].

A quasi-universal scaling of the thermal conductivity
coefficient with Γ/Γfr appears to be a natural conse-
quence of the vibrational model of fluid transport prop-
erties. The details of the derivation can be found in
Ref. [152]. Here only the final result for the reduced
thermal conductivity coefficient is provided:

λR ≃ 3.40

[
1.5 + 1.86

(
Γ

Γfr

)2/5
]√

Γ

Γfr
. (42)

The dependence of λR on Γ/Γfr in strongly coupled
Yukawa fluids with different parameters κ is plotted
in Fig. 8. The symbols denote results from molecu-
lar dynamics simulations and are the same as used in
Fig. 7. The solid line corresponds to Eq. (42). A quasi-
universality is observed, although a minor systematic ten-
dency in increasing λR with κ seems also present on top of
the data scattering. The vibrational model prediction of
Eq. (42) agrees reasonably well with the simulation data
in the considered strongly coupled regime Γ/Γfr ≳ 0.05.
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FIG. 8. (Color online) Reduced thermal conductivity coeffi-
cient λR vs the reduced coupling parameter Γ/Γfr of strongly
coupled Yukawa fluids with different screening parameters.
Symbols denote molecular dynamics results, the notation is
the same as in Fig. 7. The solid curve corresponds to the
quasi-universal scaling of Eq. (42).

B. Lennard-Jones fluids

Next let us consider the Lennard-Jones model. The LJ
system is one of the most popular and extensively stud-
ied model systems in condensed matter research, because
it combines relative simplicity with adequate approxima-
tion of interatomic interactions in real substances, such
as liquefied and solidified noble gases. The LJ potential
is

ϕ(r) = 4ϵ

[(σ
r

)12

−
(σ
r

)6
]
, (43)

where ϵ and σ are the energy and length scales (or LJ
units), respectively. The reduced density and temper-
ature expressed in LJ units are therefore ρ∗ = ρσ3,
T∗ = T/ϵ.
Transport properties of LJ systems have been exten-

sively studied in the literature. For recent reviews of
available simulation data see for instance Refs. [17, 153,
154]. Particularly extensive and useful datasets have
been published by Meier et al. [155–157] and by Baidakov
et al. [158–160]. These authors tabulated the transport
data along different isotherms in a wide regions of the
LJ system phase diagram. Though simulation protocols
were different, the two datasets are in good agreement
where they overlap [153].
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Inverse reduced self-diffusion (a),
shear viscosity (b), and thermal conductivity (c) coefficients
of Lennard-Jones fluids versus the density ρ divided by the
density at the freezing point ρfr. The four curves correspond
to supercritical isotherms: T∗ = 1.5, T∗ = 2.0, T∗ = 3.0, and
T∗ = 4.0 (the color scheme is specified in panel (a)). The
transport coefficients are evaluated using the approach from
Ref. [17]. The main observation is that the curves are over-
lapping to a very good accuracy, thus illustrating the quality
of the freezing density scaling.

It has been recently demonstrated that properly re-
duced transport coefficients (self-diffusion, shear viscos-
ity, and thermal conductivity) of dense LJ fluids along
isotherms exhibit quasi-universal scaling on the density
divided by its value at the freezing point, ρfr [161]. This
freezing density scaling is similar to the freezing tempera-
ture scaling and can be related to the quasi-universal ex-
cess entropy scaling approach [72, 162] and the isomorph
theory [163]. Compared to the freezing temperature scal-
ing, the freezing density scaling has a considerably wider
applicability domain on the phase diagram of LJ and
related systems. Thus, it represents a very useful corre-
sponding states principle for the transport properties of
simple fluids.
The quality of the freezing density scaling is illustrated

in Fig. 9, where the inverse diffusion, shear viscosity and
thermal conductivity coefficients are plotted versus the
the ratio ρ/ρfr. The four curves for each transport prop-
erty correspond to different supercritical isotherms (the
color scheme is provided in Fig. 9(a) and are calculated
using the approach from Ref. [17]. Note that the freez-
ing density scaling applies to both supercritical and sub-
critical temperatures (not shown in Fig. 9). The curves
corresponding to different isotherms are overlapping to a
good accuracy demonstrating the success of the freezing
density scaling.
Let us now focus on the applicability of SE relation

to the LJ fluid. In view of the freezing density scaling,
it is sufficient to consider a single isotherm. We have
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FIG. 10. (Color online) Stokes-Einstein coefficient αSE versus
the reduced density ρ∗ for the LJ liquid. The symbols corre-
spond to MD simulation results from Ref. [155]. The dashed
line is the fluid asymptote αSE ≃ 0.15. The dash-dotted curve

corresponds to the dilute HS gas asymptote αSE ≃ 0.037/ρ
4/3
∗ .

In the shaded area at ρ∗ > 0.6 the SE coefficient is constant
(lies in the narrow range αSE ≃ 0.15± 0.01). The inset shows
the dependence of the negative excess entropy on the reduced
density [166]. Onset of the validity of the SE relation corre-
sponds to sex ≲ −1.7. Reproduced from S. Khrapak and A.
Khrapak, Phys. Rev. E 104, 044110 (2021).

chosen a reference isotherm T∗ = 1.5 and employ the
diffusion and viscosity coefficients tabulated in Ref. [155].
The resulting dependence of αSE on reduced density ρ∗
is plotted in Fig. 10. It is observed that as the density
increases, the SE coefficient approaches the asymptotic
value of αSE ≃ 0.15. For ρ∗ ≳ 0.6, the SE coefficient
is located in a narrow range αSE ≃ 0.15 ± 0.01. This is
where, according to the pragmatic definition used here,
the SE relation is satisfied (shaded area in Fig. 10). Note
that Ohtori et al. reported slightly higher values for the
SE coefficient in the LJ fluid [164, 165]. They obtained
αSE in a narrow range between 1/2π ≃ 0.16 and 1/6 ≃
0.17. The reason for this minor mismatch and the correct
value of αSE in LJ fluids should be determined in the
future.

At lower density, the dash-dotted curve shows the di-
lute hard-sphere (HS) gas asymptote. This asymptote
has been obtained as follows. For a dilute HS gas the self-
diffusion and viscosity coefficients within the Chapman-
Enskog approach are given in the first approximation
by [6]

D =
3

8ρσ2

(
T

πm

)1/2

, η =
5

16σ2

(
mT

π

)1/2

, (44)

where σ is now the HS diameter. In the first approxima-
tion we can associate the HS diameter with the LJ length
scale. For the SE relation this gives

Dη

(
∆

T

)
=

15

128πρ
4/3
∗

≃ 0.037

ρ
4/3
∗

. (45)
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FIG. 11. (Color online) Reduced thermal conductivity coeffi-
cient λR vs the reduced density ρ∗ of the LJ fluid along the
isotherms T∗ = 1.0 (a), T∗ = 1.3 (b) and T∗ = 1.5 (c). Cir-
cles with error bars correspond to MD results from Nasrabad
et al. [175]. Squares are the MD results from Baidakov et
al. [160]. The solid curves are the theoretical calculations us-
ing Eq. (31).

Similar scaling could be also obtained from Eqs. (5),
which leads to DRηR ∼ 1/Σ2ρ4/3. Clearly, the density
scaling of Eq. (45) is only approximate for dilute LJ gases.
The effective hard-sphere diameter is not exactly equal
to the LJ length scale σ. Moreover, the actual transport
cross sections are different from the hard-sphere model
and specifics of scattering in the LJ potential with long-
range attraction has to be properly accounted for (see e.g.
Refs. [167–173] and references therein for some related
works). Nevertheless, the simple Eq. (45) already pro-
vides a reasonable approximation for MD data as clearly
observed in Fig. 10.

The low-density asymptote αSE ≃ 0.037/ρ
4/3
∗ and

the high-density asymptote αSE ≃ 0.15 are intersect-
ing at about ρ∗ ≃ 0.35. This intersection can serve as
a practical indicator of the crossover between the gas-
like and liquid-like regions on the LJ system phase di-
agram [161, 174]. We will elaborate on this further in
Section XII.
The inset in Fig. 10 shows the dependence of the minus

reduced excess entropy −sex on the density as tabulated
in Ref. [166] for the LJ liquid isotherm T∗ = 1.5. The
onset of validity of the SE relation corresponds to sex ≲
−1.7, according to a pragmatic definition used above.
This is slightly higher, but comparable with the onset of
SE relation validity in plasma-related fluids considered
previously.

The vibrational model of thermal conductivity has
been first applied to the LJ fluid in Ref. [60]. It has been
demonstrated that Eq. (31) describes well the numeri-
cal data from Ref. [155] along the near-critical isotherm
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T∗ = 1.35. Since for the thermal conductivity coefficient
critical enhancement can be substantial it makes sense
to consider other isotherms. Here we use the numeri-
cal data from Refs. [160, 175] for the three isotherms:
T∗ = 1.0, 1.3, and 1.5. To obtain theoretical curves, we
use Eq. (31) complemented with thermodynamic data
from Ref. [155]. In particular, we use the tabulated val-
ues for specific heat cv and evaluate the longitudinal and
transverse sound velocities using the existing relations
with the excess pressure and energy for the LJ interac-
tion potential [176, 177]. For completeness, the explicit
expressions are provided below:

c2l
v2T

= 3− 72

5
uex + 11pex, (46)

c2t
v2T

= 1− 24

5
uex + 3pex. (47)

Here uex = U/NT − 3/2 is the excess internal energy,
pex = P/ρT−1 is the excess pressure, U , P , and N being
the internal energy, pressure, and the number of atoms,
respectively. Note that Cauchy relation is satisfied(

cl
vT

)2

− 3

(
ct
vT

)2

= 2pex. (48)

This is a generalization of the conventional Cauchy iden-
tity for isotropic solids made of molecules interacting
with two-body central forces, which is now valid for fluids
at any temperature and pressure [176]. Note that simi-
lar relations can be derived for the generalized n-m LJ
potential [178].

Thus, knowledge of thermodynamic parameters cv,
uex, and pex is sufficient to evaluate the thermal con-
ductivity coefficient within the vibrational paradigm.
The comparison between theory and numerical results
is shown in Fig. 11. Excellent agreement at high den-
sity is observed. Thus, the vibrational model of thermal
conductivity works very well for dense LJ fluids, both in
subcritical and supercritical regimes.

C. Hard-Sphere fluids

Another simple model system that should be consid-
ered is the fluid made of hard spheres. The HS interaction
potential is extremely hard and short ranged. The inter-
action energy is infinite for r < σ and is zero otherwise,
where σ is the sphere diameter. The HS system is a very
important simple model for the behaviour of condensed
matter in its various states [179–185].

From the beginning it is clear that neither the
Zwanzig’s derivation of the SE relation nor the vibra-
tional model of heat transfer are consistent with the dy-
namical picture in HS fluids. In contrast to softer interac-
tions, the velocity autocorrelation function Z(t) rapidly
vanishes after the first rebound against the initial cage
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FIG. 12. (Color online) Stokes-Einstein parameter αSE versus
the reduced density ρ∗ for the HS fluid. The symbols corre-
spond to MD simulation results from Refs. [70, 198]. The
dashed line is the dense fluid asymptote, αSE ≃ 0.17. The
dash-dotted curve corresponds to the dilute HS gas asymp-

tote αSE ≃ 0.037/ρ
4/3
∗ . In the shaded area at ρ∗ > 0.55 the

SE coefficient is constant (lies in the narrow range αSE ≃
0.17± 0.01). The inset shows the dependence of the negative
excess entropy on the reduced density. Onset of the validity
of the SE relation corresponds to sex ≲ −1.8. Reproduced
from S. Khrapak and A. Khrapak, Phys. Rev. E 104, 044110
(2021).

and does not exhibit a pronounced oscillatory charac-
ter [74, 186, 187]. HS fluids are extremely anharmonic
and this is for instance reflected by the divergence of
the Einstein frequency. However, similar to other simple
fluids with sufficiently steep interactions, dense HS flu-
ids do support the acoustic-like longitudinal and trans-
verse collective modes [188] (with a forbidden long wave-
length region for the transverse mode, the so-called ”k-
gap” [96, 188–194]). The elastic moduli and hence the
longitudinal and transverse sound velocities remain finite
and well defined [195–197]. This implies that Eqs. (29)
and (31) are formally applicable. It makes sense to com-
pare their prediction with the existing results from nu-
merical simulations.

In HS systems the thermodynamic and transport prop-
erties depend on a single reduced density parameter ρ∗ =
ρσ3 (the packing fraction, πρσ3/6, is also often used).
Transport properties of HS fluids have been extensively
studied (see e.g. Ref. [180] for a review). Here we use
recent MD simulation results by Pieprzyk et al. [70, 198].
The use of large simulation systems and long simulation
times allowed accurate prediction of the transport coeffi-
cients in the thermodynamic limit.

Based on the tabulated data for the self-diffusion and
viscosity coefficients the SE coefficient has been evalu-
ated and plotted as a function of the reduced density
in Fig. 12. It is observed that the data points stick to
the two asymptotes: the gaseous Eq. (45) at low density
and the liquid-like αSE ≃ 0.17 at sufficiently high den-
sity. This numerical value correlates well with the results
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FIG. 13. (Color online) Reduced thermal conductivity coeffi-
cient of the HS fluid, λR, versus the reduced density ρ∗. The
circles correspond to the recent MD results from Ref. [70].
The solid curve represents a variant of vibrational model of
heat transfer corresponding to Eq. (31).

from other studies [199]. The inset shows the dependence
of the negative excess entropy on the reduced density.
These low-density and high-density asymptotes are inter-
secting at ρ∗ ≃ 0.32, which corresponds to sex ≃ −0.8.
The shaded region in Fig. 6 is where the SE coefficient
lies in a narrow range αSE ≃ 0.17 ± 0.01. This is ap-
proximately the regime of SE relation validity according
to the present pragmatic definition. Numerically, the on-
set of SE relation validity occurs at ρ∗ ≳ 0.55, which
corresponds to sex ≃ −1.8. Thus, we have to conclude
that the SE relation is still satisfied for HS fluids, even
though it is not expected to be. The magnitude of the
SE coefficient is somewhat higher than for other fluids
considered and slightly higher than the Zwanzig’s model
predicts [from the ratio of the transverse to longitudinal
velocities ct/cl ≃ 0.5 in the HS limit [197] one would ex-
pect αSE ≃ 0.15 according to Eq. (29)]. This difference
can possibly arise due to obvious inconsistencies between
theoretical assumptions and actual dynamical picture in
HS fluids.

To evaluate the thermal conductivity coefficient of the
HS fluid from Eq. (31) we need to know the longitudinal
and transverse sound velocities. These can be obtained
from the instantaneous elastic moduli of HS fluids de-
rived by Miller [195] and discussed in detail in Ref. [196].
Note that since hard spheres possess only kinetic energy,
we have (∂U/∂V )T = 0 and therefore (∂U/∂T )P = cv.
Furthermore, since the excess internal energy of the HS
system is identically zero, we have cv = 3/2. The results
of calculating λR by means of the vibrational model are
shown in Fig. 13 along with the recent MD data from
Ref. [70]. The vibrational model underestimates the data
from numerical simulations by a practically constant fac-
tor ≃ 2 in the density range considered. Much better
agreement between the vibrational model and MD simu-
lations was reported in Ref. [71]. However, this appears
to be an incorrect result: (∂U/∂T )P was erroneously ap-

proximated by cp in this work, leading to better match
between theory and simulations. Actually, we see that
the vibrational model cannot provide more than an or-
der of magnitude estimate in this case. This is not sur-
prising, taking into account the extreme anharmonicity
of the HS model. Note that the thermal conductivity of
the HS fluid is rather good described by the Enskog the-
ory (deviations are within ∼ 5% across the entire fluid
regime [70]), which is thus clearly superior to the vibra-
tional model in this case.

XI. LINK TO THE EXCESS ENTROPY
SCALING

Among different thermodynamic properties of liquids,
the entropy is one of the hardest quantities to estimate.
Therefore, development of models allowing accurate es-
timations of the entropy for different mechanisms of in-
teratomic interactions represents an important problem.
Recently, a method for estimating the excess entropy
of simple liquids not too far from the liquid-solid phase
transition, based on the vibrational picture of atomic dy-
namics has been proposed [34]. The method represents
a variant of cell theory, which particularly emphasises
relations between liquid state thermodynamics and col-
lective modes properties. The method works very well
for inverse-power-law (IPL) fluids in the entire range of
the potential softness from the very soft Coulomb limit
to the opposite hard sphere interaction limit. Although
it is less successful for the Lennard-Jones potential, it
represents an appropriate tool to reveal the link between
the vibrational model and excess entropy scaling that was
pointed out previously [200, 201].
Within the vibrational paradigm, the excess entropy is

obtained as an appropriate averaging over liquid excita-
tion frequencies [34]

sex =
3

2
− 3

2

〈
ln

m∆2ω2

2πT

〉
. (49)

On the other hand, the heat conductivity coefficient is
related to the average oscillation frequency by virtue of
Eq. (22). Thus, λ and sex are interrelated through the
liquid collective excitation spectrum. Within the sim-
plest Einstein model, a closed form relation between
λR and sex can be obtained. Using ⟨ω⟩ = ΩE and
⟨lnω2⟩ = 2 lnΩE in Eqs. (22) and (49) and assuming
cp ≃ cv we arrive at

λR ≃ cv√
2π

exp

(
1

2
− sex

3

)
≃ 0.66cv exp

(
−sex

3

)
. (50)

This predicts exponential scaling of the reduced thermal
conductivity coefficient with the excess entropy with a
universal slope of 1/3. The dependence of cv on sex is,
however, not accounted for. However, the latter is weak
and close to the freezing transition we can simply set cv ∼
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3 according to the Dulong-Petit law. In this case the re-
lation between λR and sex takes the form λR ≃ 2e−sex/3,
comparable to the scaling λR ≃ 1.5e−0.5sex quoted origi-
nally by Rosenfeld [13].

Thus, the vibrational model of dense liquid transport
is consistent with the exponential scaling of the heat con-
ductivity coefficient with the excess entropy. The expo-
nential scaling of the self-diffusion and viscosity coeffi-
cients is not explained since the vibrational model does
not allow to evaluate them separately, but only regulates
their product.

XII. GAS-LIQUID CROSSOVER

An important question is what are the quantitative ap-
plicability conditions of the vibrational model of atomic
transport in dense fluids. First of all, the vibrational pic-
ture is more appropriate for sufficiently soft interactions,
for which caging phenomena and a pronounced oscilla-
tory character of atomic motion are representative, like
for instance the OCP fluid, considered above. We have
seen, however, that although the vibrational picture is
clearly inappropriate for the HS fluid, the SE relation is
nevertheless satisfied. The Debye-like averaging of the
excitation frequency provides reasonable results for the
thermal conductivity coefficient of the HS fluid. Thus,
the softness of the interatomic interaction does not repre-
sent a harsh limitation on the applicability of the model.

The vibrational picture requires the characteristic
solid-like oscillation frequency to be much higher than the
inverse relaxation time, i.e. the condition ωτ > 1 should
be satisfied. A characteristic vibrational frequency ω can
be approximated by the Einstein frequency ΩE. Still, we
would need to know the behaviour of the shear viscosity
η and the instantaneous shear modulus G∞ in order to
evaluate τ from Eq. (15) and estimate τΩE. This is not
very realistic in general (although for some special sys-
tems this program is feasible). Other options should be
considered.

The vibrational picture is clearly not applicable in the
gaseous regime, where the atoms mostly move freely be-
tween pair collisions. Here the vibrational model would
result in wrong quantitative and qualitative predictions.
Thus, it makes sense first to look into the crossover be-
tween the gas-like and liquid-like dynamical regimes. The
possibility to define a demarcation line between liquid-
like and gas-like behaviors of supercritical fluids has been
a topic of major recent interest [56–58, 202–220]. This
problem is not just a matter of curiosity since the struc-
tural and dynamical properties are very different in these
regimes and quite different approaches are required for
their description. It is of great fundamental and practical
interest to understand where the crossover between the
gas-like and liquid-like regimes takes place. This prob-
lem is also related to a long-standing debate about the
nature of the supercritical fluid and a more general ques-
tion “What is liquid?” [221–223]. Multiple definitions for

the gas-to-liquid dynamical crossover have been proposed
and discussed in recent years [56, 57, 161, 174, 211]. Not
all of these definitions are consistent or universal, which
generated a significant amount of debate. From the iso-
morph theory perspective [21], it seems not unreasonable
to assume that a demarcation line between the gas-like
and fluid-like regimes should itself be an approximate iso-
morph. As such, it should be characterized by a quasi-
universal value of the excess entropy. Properly reduced
structural and dynamical properties should also be quasi-
invariant along the demarcation line. This point of view
has been elaborated in recent works [211, 218]. One of
the possible definitions is based on the location of the
minimum of the macroscopically scaled shear viscosity
coefficient. This minimum corresponds to the crossover
between the gas-like and liquid-like mechanisms of mo-
mentum transfer, which have quite different nature and
hence different asymptotes. It has been observed that for
several different model systems the location of the min-
ima in the macroscopically reduced shear viscosity coef-
ficients occurs at approximately the same value of the
excess entropy per particle (sex ≃ −2/3) [211], and the
minimum values themselves are also quasiuniversal [37–
39, 224]. This is also where kinetic and potential contri-
butions to the shear viscosity coefficients are equal to a
good accuracy [218].

Brazhkin et al. proposed to call the demarcation line
between gas-like and liquid-like dynamics on the phase
diagram as “Frenkel line” [56]. A simple and popular
definition of the demarcation line is the condition of con-
stant specific heat cv = 2 [7, 56, 206]. It is argued that
this condition corresponds to a qualitative change of the
excitation spectrum in the liquid – the loss of solid-like
transverse modes [219, 225]. Although this definition
cannot be truly universal because for instance in HS flu-
ids the specific heat is fixed, cv ≡ 3/2, it nevertheless
remains quite useful for fluids with soft interactions. An-
other definition proposed by this group is related to the
loss of oscillatory component of particle dynamics at the
Frenkel line. Disappearance of the minima of the veloc-
ity autocorrelation function was proposed as a dynamical
criterion of the gas-liquid crossover. For soft spheres and
the LJ system the two criteria give lines that coincide to
a good accuracy [7, 206].

Independently, the SE relation has been recently ana-
lyzed in the context of gas-liquid crossover [109]. As we
have already discussed above (and have seen in Figs. 4,
6, 10, and 12), for various simple fluids (LJ, Coulomb,
Yukawa, and HS) there exist two clear asymptotes for
the product Dη(∆/T ) ≡ αSE. In dense fluids near freez-
ing transition this product approaches a slightly system-
dependent constant value. This is where the SE re-
lation without the hydrodynamic diameter holds. Far
away from the freezing point, αSE decreases with increas-
ing density. The intersection of these two asymptotes
has been suggested as a convenient practical indicator
for the crossover between the gas-like and liquid-like re-
gions on the phase diagram. We have already observed
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FIG. 14. (Color online) Phase diagram of the LJ system on
the density-temperature plane. The squares and rhombs cor-
respond to the fluid-solid coexistence boundaries as tabulated
in Refs. [226] and [227], respectively; the corresponding curves
are simple fits from Ref. [228]. The liquid-vapour boundary is
plotted using the formulas provided in Ref. [229]. The reduced
triple point and critical temperatures are Ttr ≃ 0.69 [226] and
Tc ≃ 1.33 [229], respectively. The circles correspond to the
location of minima of kinematic viscosity [218]. The crosses
denote the points where the contribution to viscosity due to
atomic translation is exactly equal to that due to interatomic
interactions [218]. The dashed curve emanating from the
critical point corresponds to constant reduced excess entropy
of sex = −0.9, as evaluated from Thol’s et al. equation of
state [230]. The solid curve is plotted using Eq. (51) obtained
from the constant density ratio ρ/ρfr = 0.35. All considered
definitions of the crossover between the gas-like and liquid-
like regimes of atomic dynamics are in good agreement. The
stars correspond to the thermodynamics criterion cv = 2 and
the dash-dotted curve to the condition sex = −2, both eval-
uated from Thol et al.’s equation of state [230]. These are
approximately coinciding. The vibrational model applies for
sex ≲ −2 and up to the freezing curve, characterized roughly
by sex ∼ −4.

that for the systems considered, intersection is charac-
terised by very close values of the reduced excess entropy,
sex = −0.9 ± 0.1. A similar value was also obtained in
Ref. [218], where it was also recognized that this is nearly
the critical point entropy for simple fluids exhibiting a
critical point.

Let us now focus on the LJ system. The phase di-
agram of the LJ system in (ρ∗, T∗) plane is sketched
in Fig. 14. The fluid-solid coexistence data points are
taken from Refs. [226, 227]. The curves are the fits of

the form TL,S
∗ = AL,Sρ4∗ − BL,Sρ2∗ (superscripts L and S

correspond to liquid and solid, respectively). This shape
of the fluid-solid coexistence of LJ system with constant
(or very weakly ρ∗-dependent) parameters A and B is
a very robust result reproduced in a number of various
theories and approximations [46, 228, 231–236]. Here
we take constant values of AL = 2.29 and BL = 0.71
at freezing (liquidus) and AS = 1.97 and BS = 1.08
at melting (solidus) proposed in Ref. [228]. The liquid-
vapour boundary is plotted using the formulas provided
in Ref. [229]. The reduced triple point and critical tem-
peratures are T tr

∗ ≃ 0.694 [226] and T cr
∗ ≃ 1.326 [229],

respectively. Additional symbols appearing in the super-
critical region are: The circles correspond to the location
of minima of kinematic viscosity [218]; the crosses denote
the points where the contribution to viscosity due to ki-
netic and potential contributions are equal [218]; the solid
curve emanating from very nearly the critical point and
terminating at T∗ = 9 corresponds to constant excess en-
tropy of sex = −0.9, where gas-like and liquid-like asymp-
totes of the Stokes-Einstein product intersect; it has been
calculated from the EoS by Thol et al. [230] in the domain
of its applicability. The dashed curve corresponds to the
condition ρ/ρfr = 0.35. The latter two are close, illustrat-
ing that in the LJ fluid fixed value of excess entropy corre-
sponds to approximately fixed value of the reduced den-
sity ratio ρ/ρfr [72, 162]. While different definitions agree
to a good accuracy, the definition based on the freezing
density is generally more practical, because freezing den-
sity is usually relatively well known (as compared to the
exact location of the minima in reduced transport coeffi-
cients, or lines of constant excess entropy). In particular,
in view of the relation between the freezing temperature
and density of the LJ fluid, a very simple expression for
the crossover line emerges [174]:

T∗ = 2.29(ρ∗/0.35)
4 − 0.71(ρ∗/0.35)

2. (51)

The stars in Fig. 14 correspond to the thermodynamic
condition cv = 2 (for near-critical temperatures the con-
dition cv = 2 has multiple roots; we only consider tem-
peratures for which a single root exists). The dash-dotted
curve corresponds to the the condition sex = −2. Both
conditions have been evaluated with the help of Thol’s
EoS [230] and there is a reasonable agreement between
them. The vibrational model operates to the right from
these conditions, where pronounced solid-like oscillations
dominate the dynamical picture.

Thus, the two useful lines on the phase diagram of
simple fluids can be identified. The first corresponds to
the intersecton of gas-like and liquid-like asymptotes of
reduced dynamical characteristics (such as the macro-
scopically reduced shear viscosity coefficient or dimen-
sionless Stokes-Einstein product). This occurs at the
excess entropy sex ≃ −0.9 (and a fixed density ratio
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FIG. 15. (Color online) Sketch of the one-dimensional phase
diagram of simple systems in terms of the excess entropy sex.
For sex ≳ −1 the system is in gas-like state, and the gas-
liquid crossover occurs at around sex ≃ −1. The condition
sex ≃ −2 marks the point where vibrational dynamics starts
to dominate. The vibrational model of transport is applicable
from here up to the freezing point, which is roughly located
at sex ∼ −4.

ρ/ρfr ≃ 0.35 for the LJ fluid). The second line corre-
sponds to sex ≃ −2 (and cv ≃ 2 for the LJ fluid). This
marks the onset of applicability for the vibrational model
of transport and thermodynamics of simple fluids. The
phase diagram of simple systems becomes essentially one-
dimensional in terms of the excess entropy. A sketch is
shown in Fig. 15.

So far the gas-liquid crossover (Frenkel line) has been
illustrated using the LJ system. Note, however, that
the long-range attraction is not a prerequisite of this
crossover and it occurs in other systems as well, including
soft and hard purely repulsive potentials. For example,
the location of Frenkel line in HS systems was consid-
ered in Ref. [218], hard spheres and square-well poten-
tials were investigated in Ref. [237], Yukawa systems in
the context of dusty plasma were considered in Ref. [238].

XIII. REAL LIQUIDS

In this paper most attention was focused on model flu-
ids consisting of particles interacting via several popular
pairwise interaction potentials. All necessary informa-
tion is available for these systems, including structural,
dynamical, and thermodynamic properties. This allowed
us to perform very detailed comparison between the ac-
tual transport properties and predictions based on the
vibrational paradigm of atomic dynamics and to demon-
strate its adequacy. The purpose of this Section is to
provide a related brief overview of the transport proper-
ties of real liquids. The main point is to show that in
many cases qualitative to semi-quantitative agreement
between real and model systems is present and thus the
vibrational model represents a useful tool for better un-
derstanding and predicting transport properties of the
liquid state.

Figure 16 provides comparison between the shear vis-
cosity and thermal conductivity coefficients of liquefied
argon along T = 226 K isotherm and LJ fluid with
T∗ = 2. LJ data are shown by dashed curves and are
calculated using the approach from Ref. [17]. Argon
data are shown by the solid curves and are taken from
the Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) Ref-
erence Fluid Thermodynamic and Transport Properties
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FIG. 16. (Color online) The reduced shear viscosity and ther-
mal conductivity coefficients of liquefied argon (solid curves)
and LJ fluid (dashed curves). Transport properties of LJ fluid
are calculated using the approach from Ref. [17]; transport
properties of liquefied argon are taken from the REFPROP
10 database [11].

Database (REFPROP 10) [11]. These are based on the
original model described in Ref. [239]. It is observed that
the solid and dashed curves nearly coincide implying that
the transport properties of LJ and argon fluid are very
similar. The situation is essentially the same for lique-
fied krypton and xenon [72]. Note that the transport co-
efficients are plotted as functions of the reduced density
ρ/ρfr, demonstrating the success of the freezing density
scaling. Remarkably, no information about LJ potential
parameters σ and ϵ was required to produce Fig. 16. Tak-
ing further into account that the the functional forms of
the freezing density scaling for the LJ and HS fluids are
relatively close, it might be expected that the similarity
observed in Fig. 16 would arise for a wide class of systems
with relatively steep interactions and apply beyond the
trivial case of liquefied noble gases and LJ potential.

The density dependence of the shear viscosity and ther-
mal conductivity coefficients is qualitatively similar to
other model systems considered above. They exhibit
minima at an intermediate density ρ/ρfr ∼ 0.3 and then
increase towards the freezing point. The values of ηR
and λR at their respective minima can be estimated from
simple classical arguments. For monatomic liquids these
minimal value appear quasi-universal: for typical model
and real fluids considered in Ref. [37] it is observed that
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ηmin
R ≃ 0.6±0.1 and λmin

R ≃ 2.8±0.2. The only exception
identified corresponds to the Coulomb one-component
plasma fluid, where these minimal values are consider-
ably lower (ηmin

R ∼ 0.3 and λmin
R ∼ 1.2). This differ-

ence was attributed to the extremely soft and long-ranged
character of the Coulomb potential [37]. It has been also
observed that for molecular liquids, the minimal value of
ηR is close to that in monatomic liquids. In contrast, the
minimal value of λR somewhat increases, presumably due
to the contribution from additional degrees of freedom to
the energy transfer.

As discussed previously, minima in ηR and λR signal
the transition between different mechanisms of momen-
tum and energy transfer and can be used as indicators
of the gas-to-liquid dynamical crossover (Frenkel line).
Figure 16 suggests that the minimum in λR is perhaps
more convenient because the minimum in ηR seems rather
shallow. The vibrational model starts to operate at den-
sities above the minima and this is where the SE re-
lation is expected to work (see Fig. 10). Interestingly,
the applicability of SE relation is not limited to simplest
monatomic model and real liquids. Several important
non-spherical molecular liquids have been examined us-
ing numerical simulations in Ref. [240] and the applica-
bility of the SE relation has been confirmed. A few re-
cent examples confirming the applicability of SE relation
to real liquids include liquid iron at conditions of plan-
etary cores [241], dense supercritical methane (at least
for the most state points investigated) [242, 243], silicon
melt at high temperatures [244], and liquid water as mod-
elled by the TIP4P/Ice model [245, 246] (the TIP4P/Ice
model was specifically designed to cope with water near
the fluid-solid phase transition and solid-phase proper-
ties [247]).

The vibrational model does not allow us to estimate
the values of diffusion and viscosity coefficients individ-
ually, but only their product by means of the SE rela-
tion. Nevertheless, it appears that DR and ηR at freez-
ing are indeed quasi-universal for many model and real
fluids. As an example, in Table II the values of DR, ηR
and their product DRηR = αSE are presented for several
liquid metals at their respective melting temperatures
(this corresponds to the freezing point in our notation).
The data are taken from Refs. [36, 135], where they were
calculated using the original data from Ref. [4]. In a
later paper [47] the coefficient αSE was re-evaluated us-
ing the data from Ref. [248] and the results for Na, K,
Rb, and Cu decreased to meet the theoretical expecta-
tion. However, there are still examples of unexpectedly
high SE coefficients. For example, αSE ≃ 0.21 for Zn,
αSE ≃ 0.19 for Hg, αSE ≃ 0.22 for Ga, αSE ≃ 0.19 for
Sn, and αSE ≃ 0.22 for Pb, according to the data tab-
ulated in Ref. [248]. Whether there are some physical
explanations behind these significant deviations, or this
merely reflects the quality of the available data needs to
be clarified.

We remind that the thermal conductivity of liquid met-
als is usually determined by the electron component and

TABLE II. Reduced diffusion (DR), shear viscosity (ηR) co-
efficients and their product (SE coefficient αSE) for several
liquid metals at their corresponding melting temperatures as
calculated from the data summarized in Ref. 4 (DR and ηR
are taken from Refs. [135] and [36], respectively).

Metal Li Na K Rb Cu Ag In

DR 0.029 0.033 0.032 0.034 0.04 0.031 0.032

ηR 5.6 5.9 5.7 5.7 5.1 5.1 5.1

αSE 0.16 0.19 0.18 0.19 0.20 0.16 0.16

thus is not considered here. The same is true for a con-
ventional multicomponent plasma [249]. Electrical and
thermal conductivity are mainly regulated by the elec-
trons. The results discussed in this work could be rel-
evant to the viscosity of strongly coupled plasmas, but
this requires further analysis.
Let us provide some more reference numbers for com-

pleteness. The viscosity coefficient of liquefied noble
gases on the freezing line is usually contained in a rel-
atively narrow range ηR ≃ 5±1 [36, 37, 151]. Deviations
from this value can occur for molecular liquids (for exam-
ple, ηR ≃ 6.9 at freezing of N2 at 10 MPa and ηR ≃ 2.92
at freezing of CO2 at 30 MPa [37]). For Yukawa flu-
ids DR ≃ 0.03 and ηR ≃ 4.8 [36, 135], resulting in
αSE ≃ 0.14. For HS fluids at freezing we haveDR ≃ 0.025
and ηR ≃ 6.5 [70, 198], resulting in αSE ≃ 0.16.
The vibrational model of heat transfer combined with

the simplest version of Lindemann’s melting criterion
allows for a rough but reasonable estimate of the re-
duced heat conductivity coefficient at the freezing point
[Eq. (35)]. As a reference, the thermal conductivity coef-
ficient of liquefied noble gases at freezing is usually within
the range λR ≃ 10± 1 [37, 72]. It can increase for molec-
ular liquids (for example, λR ≃ 13.15 at freezing of N2 at
10 MPa) [37]. Regarding the density dependence of λR,
the detailed comparison is complicated by the fact that
neither the Einstein frequency [to use in Eq. (26)], nor
the longitudinal and transverse sound velocity [to use in
Eq. (31)] of real fluids are directly available. However,
there is a simple and useful alternative, known as Bridg-
man formula. Bridgman proposed this formula about
a century ago. Using elementary consideration he ex-
pressed the coefficient of thermal conductivity via the
sound velocity and the density as [250]:

λ =
2cs
∆2

, (52)

where cs is the sound velocity. Basically, Bridgman pos-
tulated that the energy is transferred at the speed of
sound, which leads to a linear correlation between the
thermal conductivity coefficient and the sound velocity
as in Eq. (52). Similar correlation can be obtained within
a vibrational model of heat transfer assuming that fluid
supports only a sound-like longitudinal mode [60]. A
fixed numerical coefficient has remained somewhat con-
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tradictory, values between 2 and 3 were used in the lit-
erature [60, 251–253].

In a recent paper a systematic analysis of correlations
between thermal conductivity and sound velocity in sim-
ple model systems (hard sphere and Lennard-Jones flu-
ids), monatomic liquids (argon and krypton), diatomic
liquids (nitrogen and oxygen), and several polyatomic
liquids (water, carbon dioxide, methane, and ethane) has
been performed [254]. Correlation between the thermal
conductivity and the sound velocity at freezing conditions
have also been investigated [255]. The main result is that
the linear correlations are observed for model fluids as
well as real monatomic and diatomic liquids, but seem
less convincing in polyatomic molecular liquids. The
fixed coefficient of proportionality is not a good choice.
In fact, this coefficient is about unity for monatomic liq-
uids and generally increases with molecular complexity.
Although, Bridgman formula cannot provide more than
a very rough order of magnitude estimate, it can still be
useful as a first approximation, because the information
about the sound velocities is usually readily available.

Another potentially useful correlation is the Leibfried-
Schlömann equation for the pressure dependence of ther-
mal conductivity of solids [256, 257]. To the best of my
knowledge a possibility to apply it in the fluid regime
(possibly with some modifications) has not yet been dis-
cussed.

XIV. CONCLUSION

A coherent and internally consistent picture of trans-
port processes in dense fluids has been discussed. Ac-
cording to the vibrational dynamical paradigm, on short
time scales atoms exhibit solid-like oscillations around
their temporary equilibrium positions, while the latter
diffuse on much longer time scales. This approach al-
lows us to predict the coefficients of self-diffusion, shear
viscosity, and thermal conductivity, which are related to
the properties of collective excitations supported in flu-
ids and can be expressed using certain averages over the
excitation frequency spectrum.

For example, self diffusion can be considered as ran-
dom walk process. Its characteristic length scale is given
by short-time mean-square displacement of an atom from
its local equilibrium position due to solid-like vibrations.
The characteristic time scale is given by the Maxwellian
relaxation time. As a result, the product of the self-
diffusion and viscosity coefficients can be expressed as
Dη ∝ ⟨ω−2⟩. This leads to the Stokes-Einstein rela-
tion without the hydrodynamic diameter (hydrodynamic
diameter is essentially replaced by the average inter-
atomic separation) of the form Dη(∆/T ) ≃ αSE, with
a weakly system-dependent coefficient αSE determined
by the properties of collective modes.

Within the vibrational model paradigm, heat trans-
port occurs at an average excitation frequency ⟨ω⟩, which
again depends on the properties of the excitation spec-
trum. Interestingly, the excess entropy associated with
solid-like oscillations can be related to ⟨lnω2⟩ and this
provides a direct link for the excess entropy scaling of
the thermal conductivity coefficient.

Application of the vibrational model to various simple
systems such as plasma-related Coulomb and screened
Coulomb (Yukawa) fluids, the Lennard-Jones fluid, and
the hard-sphere fluid has been considered in detail. Com-
parison with available numerical data on the trans-
port coefficients of different soft-interacting fluids demon-
strates good to excellent agreement. The vibrational
model is not designed for absolutely anharmonic HS
interactions, where the assumed vibrational picture
of atomic dynamics is clearly violated. Interestingly
enough, however, the SE relation and an expression for
the thermal conductivity coefficient that relates the aver-
age frequency to the instantaneous elastic moduli remain
approximately valid even in this extreme case. Many ref-
erence properties following from vibrational picture of
atomic dynamics are shared by real atomic and molecu-
lar liquids.

Conditions of applicability of the vibrational model as
well as the related question regarding the location of the
gas-liquid crossover have been discussed. The excess en-
tropy appears as a convenient parameter, regulating the
dynamical behavior. Two important transition points
emerge. The first, at sex ≃ −1, corresponds to gas-
liquid dynamical crossover, where gas-like and liquid-like
asymptotes of some transport properties (such as macro-
scopically reduced shear viscosity coefficient or reduced
SE product) intersect. The second, at sex ≃ −2.0 corre-
sponds to the onset of validity of the vibrational model.
The model remains valid up to the liquid-solid phase
transitions, which is characterised by sex ≃ −4 for the
systems considered here.

In future studies it would be interesting to ascertain to
which extent the simple picture discussed above applies
to a wider range of atomic and molecular liquids, mix-
tures, multicomponent plasmas, and other related sys-
tems. This can be of interest in the context of vari-
ous disciplines including in particular physics of fluids,
physics of plasmas, soft condensed matter, and materials
science.
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