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In continuum thermodynamics, models of two-phase mixtures typically obey the condition of pres-
sure equilibrium across interfaces between the phases. We propose a new non-equilibrium model be-
yond that condition, allowing for microinertia of the interfaces, surface tension, and different phase
pressures. The model is formulated within the framework of Symmetric Hyperbolic Thermodynam-
ically Compatible equations, and it possesses variational and Hamiltonian structures. Finally, via
formal asymptotic analysis, we show how the pressure equilibrium is restored when fast degrees of
freedom relax to their equilibrium values.

1. Introduction

When dealing with multi-fluid flows of several immiscible fluids (gas-liquid or liquid-liquid mixtures), one needs
to take into account the effect of surface tension, for instance in dispersed flows, bubbly fluid, sprays droplets, or
(super-)fluids undergoing phase transitions [24, 57]. The interface between the mixture constituents can be either
well-resolved or under-resolved. In the former, surface tension defines the shape of the macroscopic interface,
while in the latter, it introduces microinertia due to the bubbles/droplets oscillations. In this paper, we propose
a continuum mechanics model for multi-phase flows with macroscopically resolved or continuously distribute
interfaces that adheres to both the principles of thermodynamics and Hamiltonian mechanics.

In continuum mechanics, there are two alternative approaches to address the effect of surface tension: the sharp
interface and diffuse interface approaches, e.g. see [43, 55]. The sharp interface approach treats an interface as
a true hypersurface of zero thickness separating pure phases. This is a pure geometrical approach, and any extra
physics (e.g. phase transition, mass transfer, etc.) must be introduced as a boundary effect on the interface.
On the other hand, in diffuse-interface-type approaches, a new state variable is introduced as a continuous field
representing the interface as a narrow mixing zone in which all constituents coexist. In contrast to the sharp
interface approaches, extra physics must be added via coupling of the interface field with other physical fields both
at the governing-equation level and through the constitutive relations. Modeling surface tension with a diffuse
interface approach represents the subject of this paper.

In turn, inside of the diffuse interface community, the multi-fluid system can be considered from the two differ-
ent perspectives. According to the first viewpoint, the mixture is treated as a single continuous medium (single-
fluid approach) without distinguishing the individual constituents. The famous examples of such theories are
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the Korteweg type models and phase field models, e.g. [17, 5, 8], with a single double-well potential serving as
the equation of state of the whole multifluid system. On the other hand, according to the second viewpoint, the
multifluid system is considered as a mixture with well defined species governed by their individual parameters (ve-
locities, pressures, temperatures, etc.), and most importantly, individual equations of state. It is, therefore, more
realistic and thus has a bigger potential than the single-fluid approach because it contains physically motivated
extra degrees of freedom missing in the latter. Moreover, the single-fluid approach is restricted to liquid-liquid
or gas-liquid systems, while the mixture approach can be potentially also applied to the solid-fluid interfaces or
dispersed multi-phase flows in porous elastic media [50], in particular in the setting of the unified model of con-
tinuum mechanics [41, 12, 39, 29].

In a truly non-equilibrium mixture model, all corresponding phase parameters (pressures, velocities, etc.) are
independent and distinct within a mixture element. Phase parameters may relax to common values only in the
vicinity of thermodynamic equilibrium. In such instances, various reduced models can be derived, such as single-
pressure models and single-velocity models, as described in [6, 26]. Notably, the single-pressure approximation
is widely employed in diffuse interface surface tension models, as exemplified in [4, 38, 56, 9]. This raises a fun-
damental question: how can surface tension be incorporated into a two-fluid diffuse interface model without
invoking the pressure-equilibrium assumption? This paper addresses this question within the framework of the
Symmetric Hyperbolic Thermodynamically Compatible (SHTC) class of equations.

The SHTC formulation for two-phase flows was first proposed in [51, 52], and later it was developed in a series
of papers [47, 46, 45]. In particular, it was generalized to an arbitrary number of phases in [49] and it’s variational
and Hamiltonian formulation via Poisson brackets were discussed in [40].

Other mixture formulations for multifluid systems without surface tension exist. In the community of com-
pressible multiphase flows, perhaps the most popular is the Baer-Nunziato (BN) model [3]. The relation between
the BN model and the SHTC mixture model was discussed for example in [47, 46]. In particular, in contrast to the
SHTC model, the BN model has the known issue of closure relations for interfacial quantities (interfacial velocity
and pressure), which is linked to the lack of variational formulation for the BN model. Variational formulations for
binary mixtures were also proposed in [18, 22]. The model proposed by Ruggeri in [53, 22] only applies to homoge-
neous mixtures (no volume fraction) and the interactions between phases reduced to interfacial friction only (no
pressure relaxation, no temperature relaxation) and therefore a direct comparison between the SHTC formulation
and [53] is impossible at the moment.

On the other hand, the model proposed by Gavrilyuk and Saurel in [18] was directly designed to address the
micro-capillarity and microinertia effects in bubbly liquids. Thus, it contains the volume fraction as a state vari-
able and describes, like the BN model, a two-fluid mixture as a medium with two pressures and two velocities. The
SHTC model for surface tension discussed in this paper is very close, in principle, to the one in [18]. By this we
mean that the time and space gradients of the volume fraction are introduced in our model as new state variables
to account for the microinertia and mixture heterogeneity in the vicinity of the interface. However, the different
choice of the time gradient of the volume fraction results in overall different governing equations in the two ap-
proaches. It is likely that model [18] can also be applied not only to modeling of the microinertia effect in bubbly
fluids, but also to describe macroscopic diffuse interfaces between immiscible fluids as in this paper, but this
option has not yet been tested for [18].

Finally, we would like to emphasize the variational nature of the SHTC equations in general, and the SHTC for-
mulation for mixtures in particular. When dealing with multiphysics problems it is important that the coupling of
various physics in the system of governing equations is done in a compatible way. Human intuition can not serve
as a reliable tool in the derivation of governing equations, but one should use first-principle-based approaches.
The SHTC equations discussed in this paper, can be derived by two first-principle-type means. The first is the vari-
ational principle which is discussed in Sec. A. We also demonstrate that the governing equations can be derived
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from the Hamiltonian formulation of non-equilibrium thermodynamics known as GENERIC (General Equations
for Non-Equilibrium Reversible-Irreversible Coupling) [23, 34, 35, 36]. Thus, the discussed SHTC equations for
surface tension admits a variational and Hamiltonian formulation via non-canonical Poisson brackets.

The paper is organized as follows. First, in Sec. 2 we briefly recall the SHTC model for binary heterogeneous
mixtures. Then, in Sec. 3, we discuss how it can be generalized to include the surface tension effect so that the
generalization still stays in the class of thermodynamically consistent systems of first-order hyperbolic equations.
The variational and Hamiltonian formulations of the SHTC surface tension model are discussed in Sec. A and B.
The closure problem is discussed in Sec. 4, and hyperbolicity of the governing equations is partially discussed in
Sec. 5. We then derive the relaxation limit of the governing equation in Sec. 6, and demonstrate that the stationary
bubble solution is compatible with the Young-Laplace law in Sec. 7. Finally, we analyze the dispersion relation of
the model in Sec. 8.

2. SHTC master system for two-phase compressible flows

The governing equations of the discussed later continuous surface tension model generalize the SHTC equations
of compressible two-phase flows [46]. Like all SHTC models, the two-phase flow model with surface tension can
be obtained from a master SHTC system of balance equations [19, 20, 52] using generalized internal energy as
thermodynamic potential. In turn, the master SHTC system can be derived from a variational principle and thus
consists of a set of Euler-Lagrange equations coupled with trivial differential constraints. It describes transport of
abstract scalar, vector, and tensor fields.

Let us first remind the SHTC two-phase flow model and then we demonstrate how it can be to account for the
effect of surface tension.

2.1. Two-phase flow master system

The master SHTC system for the mixture of two ideal fluids can be found in [46, 45] and reads as

∂ρα

∂t
+ ∂ραvk

∂xk
=− 1

λ
ρEα, (1a)

∂ρ

∂t
+ ∂ρvk

∂xk
= 0, (1b)

∂ρvi

∂t
+ ∂(ρvi vk +ρ2Eρδlk +ρwl Ewk )

∂xk
= 0, (1c)

∂ρc

∂t
+ ∂(ρcvk +ρEwk )

∂xk
= 0, (1d)

∂wk

∂t
+ ∂(vl wl +Ec )

∂xk
+ vl

(
∂wk

∂xl
− ∂wl

∂xk

)
=− 1

χ
Ewk , (1e)

∂ρS

∂t
+ ∂ρSvk

∂xk
= ρ

ES

(
1

λ
EαEα+ 1

χ
Ewk Ewk

)
≥ 0. (1f)

This system describes a mixture whose infinitesimal element of volume V = V1 +V2 and mass M = M1 + M2 is
characterized by the following state variables. Here, Va , Ma , a = 1,2 are the volume and mass of the constituents of
the mixture in the volume V . The mass density of the mixture is defined as ρ = M/V , while the apparent densities
of the constituents in the volume V are ϱa = Ma/V , a = 1,2, so that ρ = ϱ1+ϱ2. Also, the non-dimensional mixture
parameters are the mass ca = Ma/M = ϱa/ρ and volume αa = Va/V fractions. Note that from these definitions it
follows that c1 + c2 = 1 and α1 +α2 = 1 and hence one needs to know only the mass and volume fraction of one of
the components. Thus, in the above equations, we use the notations c = c1 and α=α1.
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Furthermore, one needs the so-called actual densities ρa = Ma/Va of the phases to define the individual equa-
tions of state (internal energies) ea(ρa , sa) of the constituents, where sa , a = 1,2 are the specific entropies of the
constituents, and ρS = ϱ1s1+ϱ2sa is the mixture entropy density. One can observe the relation ϱa =αaρa , a = 1,2.
Despite the original SHTC two-flui model [46, 45] is a two-temperature model, in this paper we ignore some ther-
mal properties of such mixtures, and a single entropy-approximation s1 = s2 = S is adopted for the sake of simplic-
ity.

To describe the kinematics of the mixture element we define the mixture momentum, which is the sum of the
constituents’ momenta (due to the momentum conservation principle) ρv = ϱ1v 1 +ϱ2v 2 with v a = va,k ,a = 1,2,
k = 1,2,3 being the velocity of the a-th component. Note that the velocity of the mixture element is thus defined
as

v = ϱ1

ρ
v 1 + ϱ2

ρ
v 2 = c1v 1 + c2v 2. (2)

Additionally, we introduce the relative velocity w = v 1 − v 2 which is defined with respect to the second phase
but not with respect to the mixture velocity v as traditionally done, see for example [54]. This is required by the
structure of the SHTC equations and eventually by the variational scheme we use [40].

One can notice that the fluxes and sources of the governing equations are defined in terms of the partial deriva-
tives of the mixture total energy E = E(ρ,S,α,c, w , v ) with respect to the state variables, e.g. Eρ = ∂E

∂ρ , Eα = ∂E
∂α ,

Ewk = ∂E
∂wk

, the so-called thermodynamic forces.

2.2. First law of thermodynamics

Thermodynamic consistency of the SHTC equations means that the first and second laws of thermodynamics are
satisfied by constructions. Indeed, it can be shown that on the solution to (1) an additional conservation law

∂ρE

∂t
+ ∂

∂xk

(
ρvk E + vi

(
ρ2Eρδki +ρwi Ewk

)+ρEc Ewk

)= 0, (3)

is satisfied. It can be obtained by multiplying equations of (1) by corresponding multipliers and summing all them
up, see [51, 52, 40]. Here, ρE = ρE(ρ,S,α,c, v , w ) is the total energy density of the mixture which, due to the energy
conservation principle, is nothing else but the sum ρE = ϱ1E1 +ϱ2E2 of the total energies Ea = ea(ρa ,S)+ 1

2 v 2
a ,

a = 1,2 of the constituents. After a certain term rearrangements, the specific mixture energy E = c1E1 + c2E2 can
be written in terms of the SHTC state variables

E = c1e1(ρ1,S)+ c2e2(ρ2,S)+ c1c2
1

2
w 2 + 1

2
v 2. (4)

The presence of an additional conservation law like (3) makes it possible to reformulate (1) in terms of the so-
called generating thermodynamic potential and new variables (thermodynamically dual to the original ones) and
to transform the equations to a symmetric form, e.g. see [40]. If the potential ρE is convex in terms of the state
variables, then the system is symmetric hyperbolic and that is why the name (SHTC) of the equations.

To close system (1), one needs to provide the so-called closure, which for the SHTC equations is always the
energy potential ρE . In the case of mixtures of ideal fluids, in (3), we need only to specify the internal energies
ea(ρa ,S) of the constituents. Note that the actual densities ρa do not belong to the set of SHTC state variables but
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must be expressed as ρa = ρca/αa . This can be used to compute all the partial derivatives Eρ , Eα, Ec , etc. in (1)

∂E

∂ρ
= α1p1 +α2p2

ρ2 = αp1 + (1−α)p2

ρ2 , (5a)

∂E

∂c
=µ1 −µ2 + (1−2c)

w 2

2
, (5b)

∂E

∂α
=−p1 −p2

ρ
, (5c)

∂E

∂wk
= c1c2wk = c(1− c)wk , (5d)

where pa = ρ2
a
∂ea
∂ρa

, a = 1,2 are the phase pressures, and µa = ea + pa

ρa
− saTa = ea −αa

∂ea
∂αa

− sa
∂ea
∂sa

is the chemical
potential of the a-th constituent.

Finally note, that the mixture thermodynamic pressure is defined as

p = ρ2Eρ =α1p1 +α2p2. (6)

2.3. Second law of thermodynamics and irreversibility

For the sake of simplicity, we ignore the various dissipative processes such as heat conduction, viscous dissipation,
phase transformation, etc., but we keep only two dissipative process in this consideration which are related to the
main subject of the paper that is how to introduce surface tension in the SHTC two-phase flow model.

The first dissipative process is the relaxation of the phase velocities to a common value, which is described by a
relaxation-type source term χ−1Ewk =χ−1c(1−c)wk in the relative velocity equation (1d) with χ being a relaxation
parameter with the dimension of time. The second and the most important relaxation process in the context of
surface tension is the pressure relaxation towards a common pressure which is modeled by the relaxation source
term λ−1ρEα =λ−1(p1 −p1) with λ being usually a small parameter that controlls the rate of relaxation.

As it is seen from these two examples of dissipative processes, the dissipative terms in the SHTC equations
(including other SHTC models for heat conduction or viscous dissipation [41, 12, 13, 40]) are algebraic relaxation-
type terms that have the form of the so-called gradient dynamics [40, 36], i.e. they are proportional to the anti
gradients (in the space of state variables) of the total energy (thermodynamic forces) with positive factors that
control the rate of dissipation. Thus, in the state space, the dissipation is directed towards diminishing the ther-
modynamic forces Eα, Ewk , etc.

Modeling the dissipation via the gradient dynamics, we automatically guarantee the consistency with the first
and second law of thermodynamics. Indeed, the presence of dissipative sources on the right-hand side does not
violate the conservation of the total energy, i.e. the energy conservation law has a zero on the right hand-side. Of
course this is achieved by the proper choice of the entropy production term in the entropy equation (1f) which
is canceled out with the rest of the dissipative source terms and simultaneously is staying always non-zero by
construction, see more details in [46, 45, 40].

3. Nonequilibrium SHTC formulation of surface tension

System (1) allows for resolution of macroscopic interfaces between the phases in a diffuse interface manner [1, 55]
using the volume fraction α as the so-called color function. Yet, such interfaces are only passively advected by the
flow and do not carry any energy content (zero surface energy). In other words, the surface tension effects can not
be modeled with the two-phase flow model (1).
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In the diffuse interface setting, there several approaches exist that allow inclusion of the surface tension. All

of them require computation of the gradient ∇α =
{
∂α
∂xk

}
of the volume fraction or another smooth scalar field φ

generally called a color function. Roughly speaking, we can divide these diffuse interface approaches to surface
tension into two categories: equilibrium models and nonequilibrium ones. In an equilibrium model, the contin-
uous equivalent of the Young-Laplace law[

p
]=σκ, κ :=∇·

( ∇φ
∥∇φ ∥

)
(7)

is directly used as the constitutive relation for the stress tensor. In (7), σ is the surface tension coefficient, and
square brackets [•] denote the jump of a quantity across the interface, in particular the jump of the pressure p in
(7). This law is known to be a good approximation for interfaces not far from mechanical and/or thermodynamic
equilibrium. Representatives of the equilibrium approach are the models that for example can be found in [4, 38,
56, 9].

On the other hand, in a non-equilibrium surface tension model, the Young-Laplace law is not directly pre-
scribed as a constitutive function but is recovered if the flow is not far from the mechanical and thermodynamic
equilibrium (typically, in the limit when a small parameter (capillarity coefficient) goes to 0). Representatives of
the nonequilibrium approach are the phase field models, for example, the Korteweg-type1 models [8, 11, 27], to
which Cahn-Hilliard-type models are closely related [7, 28, 17]. However, as was mentioned in the introduction,
such models belong to the so-called single-fluid-type models and thus has intrinsic limitations for modeling mix-
tures far from thermodynamic equilibrium when the mixture constituents are having different state parameters,
e.g. pressures, temperatures, velocities, etc.

The SHTC formulation of the surface tension we shall discuss in what follows belongs to the non-equilibrium
type models, yet it of course has some conceptual differences from the Korteweg-type formulations as being a
multi-fluid-type formulation. We also remark, that the presence of gradients of the state variables in the constitu-
tive relations, like in (7), is not allowed in the SHTC theory which includes only first-order hyperbolic equations.
Therefore, any space or time gradients of the fields must be lifted to the role of new independent state variables
with their own time evolution equations.

The key state variable in representing the interfaces between the phases is the volume fraction α. In a mixture
element, the volume fraction can change both due to changes in the thermodynamic state of the constituents (e.g.
thermal expansion) and when a phase flows in and out of the mixture element. The later is taken into account in
(1a) via simply the advection terms on the left-hand side, while the former is taken into account via the dissipative
pressures relaxation source term. For the further discussion it is convenient to rewrite the balance law (1a) in the
following equivalent form

∂α

∂t
+ v j

∂α

∂x j
=− 1

λ
Eα. (8)

Obviously, at the mechanical equilibrium (∂/∂t = 0 and v = 0), or sufficiently close to the thermodynamic equi-
librium, i.e. if the time scale tλ associated with the relaxation parameter λ is significantly smaller tλ/t0 ≪ 1 than
the flow time scale t0, the pressure relaxation term λ−1Eα = (p2 −p1)/(ρλ) drives the mixture element to a state
with the vanishingly small pressure difference

[
p

] = p1 −p2 ≈ 0. This fact is, of course, not compatible with the
Young-Laplace law (7). Therefore, the volume fraction evolution equation must be subjected to some modifica-
tions.

Let us consider the balance equation for the volume fraction in a more general than (8) form

∂α

∂t
+ v j

∂α

∂x j
=−F , (9)

1First idea was proposed by van der Waals in [58].
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where the algebraic source term F has to be defined. From (9) one immediately can obtain an equation for the
new vector field b :=∇α by differentiating (9) with respect to xk :

∂bk

∂t
+ v j

∂bk

∂x j
+b j

∂v j

∂xk
+ ∂F

∂xk
= 0, (10)

or in an equivalent form
∂bk

∂t
+ ∂

(
b j v j +F

)
∂xk

+ v j

(
∂bk

∂x j
− ∂b j

∂xk

)
= 0, (11)

where the source term F from (9) has become the constitutive flux in (11).
Note that, due to its definition, b must satisfy the stationary differential curl-constraint

∂bk

∂xi
− ∂bi

∂xk
= 0, (12)

that if holds for the initial data must remain so for all later times. This also should hold at the discrete level when
solving (11) numerically. One may expect, however, that condition (12) could be dropped in the supercritical case,
when the difference between liquid and gas phases disappears.

Let us remark that in the traditional approach to continuous surface tension modeling [4], see also[38, 56, 9],
the hypothesis of equal phase pressures p1 = p2, or Eα = 0, (single pressure approximation) is employed from the

very beginning. In other words, the curvature κ=∇·
( ∇φ
∥∇φ∥

)
of the interface is computed from the color function φ

governed by the pure transport equation
∂φ

∂t
+ v j

∂φ

∂xk
= 0 (13)

which is equivalent to the homogeneous equation (9) with F = 0. However, far from thermodynamic equilibrium,
the phase pressures are different p1 ̸= p2, and so are the gradients of the color function ∇φ and of the volume
fraction ∇α computed from (13) and (9), accordingly.

Thus, equation (11) is the starting point for formulating the SHTC governing equations for surface tension. In
accordance with the SHTC formalism, the governing equations have a pair structure, or a Hamiltonian structure
[20, 40, 37], that is the governing equations are split into pairs and in each pair, one equation is an Euler-Lagrange
equation and the second equation is a differential identity (differential constraint), see Section A. Equation (11)
is apparently a differential identity for ∇α, and thus it must have a complementary Euler-Lagrange equation for
a new scalar field, say d . This can be demonstrated more rigorously by the variational scheme employed in the
SHTC formalism given in Appendix A, see also details in [40, 37].

Thus, rewriting equations (74) from Appendix A in the Eulerian frame of reference, we obtain the following sys-
tem of governing equations on the unknowns {α,d ,bk }

∂ρα

∂t
+ ∂ραvk

∂xk
=−ρEd , (14a)

∂ρd

∂t
+ ∂

(
ρd vk +ρEbk

)
∂xk

= ρEα−λρEd , (14b)

∂bk

∂t
+ ∂

(
b j v j +Ed

)
∂xk

+ v j

(
∂bk

∂x j
− ∂b j

∂xk

)
= 0, (14c)

where the relaxation parameter λ is exactly the same as in (8). Moreover, the source term λρEd is of dissipative
nature [37], and is thus missing in the variational formulation in (74a) but it is added afterwards in full consistency
with the second law of thermodynamics (it contributes to the entropy production) [40]. We shall comment further
on this after the full SHTC equations will be presented, see (17).
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In particular, by comparing (11) and (14c), or (9) and (14a), we identify F = Ed = ∂E/∂d as the thermodynamic
force associated with the new scalar field d . As it is clear from its definition, see (68) and (73), the field d is closely
associated with the time derivative ∂α

∂t +vk
∂α
∂xk

of the volume fractionα, and hence it carries information about the
microinertia of the interface field α.

For practical use of equations (14), it is convenient to use the following re-scaled state variables

Bk :=δbk , D := δ−1d , (15a)

EBk =δ−1Ebk , ED = δEd , (15b)

with δ being a scaling parameter with the units of length

δ∼ Length, (16)

which, for example, can be associated with the width of the diffuse interface.
The resulting SHTC system for two-phase compressible flows with surface tension combines (1) and (14) and

reads

∂ρ

∂t
+ ∂ρvk

∂xk
= 0, (17a)

∂ρvi

∂t
+ ∂

(
ρvi vk +ρ2Eρδki +ρwi Ewk +ρBi EBk

)
∂xk

= 0, (17b)

∂ρc

∂t
+ ∂(ρcvk +ρEwk )

∂xk
= 0, (17c)

∂wk

∂t
+ ∂(vl wl +Ec )

∂xk
+ vl

(
∂wk

∂xl
− ∂wl

∂xk

)
=− 1

χ
Ewk , (17d)

∂ρα

∂t
+ ∂ραvk

∂xk
=−1

δ
ρED , (17e)

∂ρD

∂t
+ ∂(ρDvk +ρEBk )

∂xk
= 1

δ
ρEα− 1

ε
ρED , (17f)

∂Bk

∂t
+ ∂(Bl vl +ED )

∂xk
+ vl

(
∂Bk

∂xl
− ∂Bl

∂xk

)
= 0, (17g)

∂ρS

∂t
+ ∂ρSvk

∂xk
= ρ

ES

(
1

χ
Ewk Ewk +

1

ε
ED ED

)
≥ 0, (17h)

where, for convenience, we introduced a new relaxation parameter

ε :=λ−1δ2 ∼ Time. (18)

Also, one can see that the interface vector field Bk contributes to the stress tensor via the term ρBi EBk which,
however, was not added by hands, but it emerges automatically in the variational and Hamiltonian formulations
as shown in [40].

We note that the solutions to (17) also satisfy an extra conservation law

∂ρE

∂t
+ ∂

∂xk

(
ρEvk + vi

(
ρ2Eρδki +ρwi Ewk +ρBi EBk

)+ρEc Ewk +ρED EBk

)= 0, (19)
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that is the energy conservation law. It can be shown, e.g. see [19, 51, 52, 40], that (19) can be obtained by summing
up all the equations with the corresponding coefficients:

(19) = Eρ · (17a)+Eρvi · (17b)+Eρc · (17c)+Ewk · (17d)+Eρα · (17e)+EρD · (17f)+EBk · (17g)+EρS · (17h), (20)

where E = ρE .
System (17) has two types of algebraic source terms. The relaxation source terms ε−1ρED and χ−1Ewk are of

dissipative nature because they rise the entropy, which is reflected in the entropy production term. On the other
hand, the source terms δ−1ρED in (17e) and δ−1ρEα in (17f) do not contribute to the entropy production and
thus, are of non-dissipative (or reversible) nature. They have the opposite signs in front of them and simply cancel
each other out in the summation (20). A similar “antisymmetric” structure of the reversible source terms can be
observed in other SHTC models [48, 42]. We shall refer to this type of source terms as dispersive because they are
responsible for non-trivial dispersive properties of the equations as discussed in Sec. 8, see also [48].

Note that in the compressible multi-phase flow systems, one of the important processes that results in the
change of volume fraction is the phase pressure relaxation [55]. In the original two-phase SHTC model, it is
encoded in (1) in the relaxation source term −λ−1ρEα = −λ−1

(
p2 −p1

)
. However, it may look like we lost this

important feature in the modified volume fraction equation (17e). In fact, under a proper choice of relaxation
parameters, the pressure relaxation process still drives the evolution of volume fraction implicitly. Indeed, using
definition (18), the evolution equation for the new field ρD can be rewritten as

∂ρD

∂t
+ ∂(ρDvk +ρEBk )

∂xk
= λ

δ2

(
δ

λ
ρEα−ρED

)
. (21)

From this form of the source term, it is clear that if the relaxation parameters λ and δ are chosen consistently such
that ε=λ−1δ2 is a small parameter, then during the time evolution

1

δ
ρED ≈ 1

λ
ρEα (22)

and (17e) tends to (1a). Also, see a more detailed asymptotic analysis in Sec. 6.

4. Closure: equation of state

As it is clear from system (17), the fluxes and sources are defined in terms of the thermodynamic forces Eα, ED ,
Ec , etc., therefore, in order to close the system of equations, it is necessary to define the dependence of the total
energy E on the state variables

{
α,ρ,c, wk ,D,Bk ,S

}
.

Below, we discuss a simple option for E that reads

E = c1e1(ρ1,S)+ c2e2(ρ2,S)+ c1c2
1

2
wk wk +

β2

2
D2 + Σ2

2ρ2 Bk Bk (23)

where two additional terms, in comparison with (4), are added. The quadratic term Σ2

2ρ2 Bk Bk represents the surface
energy with Σ being the so-called capillarity modulus, and β being a modulus characterizing the microinertial
effects. In general, Σ could be a second-order tensor, but here we stay constrained to the isotropic case.

The explicit expression of the stress tensor in (17)

Ti k = ρ2Eρδki +ρwi Ewk +ρBi EBk (24)

becomes

Ti k = (
α1p1 +α2p2

)
δi k −

Σ2

ρ

(
B j B jδi k −Bi Bk

)+ρc1c2wi wk . (25)

9



After comparing its surface tension part with the conventional capillary stress tensor [4, 38, 56, 9]

T = p I −σ
(
∥∇α∥I − ∇α⊗∇α

∥∇α∥
)

, (26)

and recalling definition (15), one may conclude that to recover (26) from (25), one needs to define Σ from

σ= 1

ρ
Σ2δ, δ= ∥∇α∥−1. (27)

Here, σ is the surface tension coefficient from (7).
The thermodynamic forces Eα, Ec , Ewk , ED , Eρ and EBk corresponding to the energy (23) can be explicitly ex-

pressed as

∂E

∂ρ
= α1p1 +α2p2

ρ2 − Σ
2

ρ3 Bk Bk , (28a)

∂E

∂α
= p2 −p1

ρ
, (28b)

∂E

∂c
=µ1 −µ2 + (1−2c)

wk wk

2
, (28c)

∂E

∂wk
= c(1− c)wk , (28d)

∂E

∂D
=β2D, (28e)

∂E

∂Bk
= Σ

2

ρ2 Bk , (28f)

where the phase pressures pa and chemical potentials µa are defined in the same way as in (5).
We note that the specification of the energy potential in the form (23) together with the scaling (15) fixes the

physical units of the new quantities as

[D] ∼ m

s
, [β] ∼ [−], [Bk ] ∼ [−], [Σ] ∼ kg

m2s
, [δ] ∼ m, [ε] ∼ s. (29)

We also note that in the SHTC class of equations [19, 51, 52, 40], the total energy can be arbitrary physically
motivated potential that however should additionally provide hyperbolicity or symmetric hyperbolicity (convex
potential) of the governing equations to have a well-posed initial value problem for the model.

For example, alternatively to the quadratic surface energy (23), one could consider a different surface energy in
the form

Σ2

ρ

√
Bk Bk (30)

as in the single-pressure surface tension models [38, 56, 9]. However, in the presented non-equilibrium frame-
work, this form of surface energy cannot be used because, from the non-equilibrium thermodynamic standpoint,
the thermodynamic forces, e.g. EBk , must be non-constant that can be guarantied by energy potential at least
quadratic in the corresponding state variable Bk . In particular, our consideration of the surface energy in the form
(30) showed that the corresponding thermodynamic force ρEBk = Σ2Bk /

√
Bl Bl is constant for spherically sym-

metric interfaces. Hence, the use of (30) would result in the vanishing space gradient in the radial direction and
subsequently in Eα = 0, see (56b). The latter means that the phase pressures are equal, p1 = p2 that contradicts
the intentions of our paper.
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5. Hyperbolicity and Eigenstructure

The hyperbolicity analysis of the three-dimensional equations (17) is a non-trivial task. Unfortunately, the analyt-
ical expressions of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors are not available in the general case. Note that because of the
rotational invariance of the SHTC equations [19], the eigenstructure analysis can be done in the direction x = x1.

Another unfortunate finding of our research is that the energy potential (4) for two-phase mixture is not convex
in the SHTC state variables (the conserved variables in (1)), at least for a two-phase mixture with ideal gas and
stiffened-gas equations of state, e.g. see (61). The energy potential (23) for the two-phase mixture with surface
tension inherits the lack of convexity from potential (4). Therefore, despite being symmetrizable, system (17) can
not benefit from the full structure of SHTC class of equations, i.e. it is not symmetric hyperbolic. In particular, the
root of the problem of non-convexity is in the internal energy part ϱ1e1(ϱ1,φ1)+ϱ2e2(ϱ2,φ2) of the total energy
potential (4), where ϱa = ρca and φa = ραa , a = 1,2. Thus, it can be shown that for a mixture of two ideal gas, or
two stiffened-gas (or their combinations) equations of state, the determinant of the Hessian of the internal energy
is proportional to the phase pressure difference p1 − p2, and therefore, it is singular in the pressure equilibrium
and may have negative eigenvalues which indicates that the internal energy is not convex. It is likely that this is
also true for other equations of state. Despite the loss of symmetric hyperbolicity (at least in the standard SHTC
scheme [40]), one could still investigate whether system (17) is just hyperbolic, which is a weaker condition.

Not to replace a rigorous proof of hyperbolicity but only to give some preliminary evidences in favor of that
system (17) is likely hyperbolic, at least in some intervals of state variables and material parameters, we report
here about a numerical study of hyperbolicity of (17).

This analysis suggests that, similar to the two-phase SHTC system (1), whose eigenstructure was studied in
particular in [44], equations (17) are only weakly hyperbolic (two eigenvectors are missing) in the form as they are
presented in (17). However, for smooth solutions, system (17) is equivalent to its symmetrizable form, i.e. when
the curls

ρEw j

(
∂w j

∂xi
− ∂wi

∂x j

)
= 0, ρEB j

(
∂B j

∂xi
− ∂Bi

∂x j

)
= 0, (31)

of the relative velocity w and the vector field B are added to the mixture momentum equation, e.g. see [51, 40],
and this later form usually possesses a full basis of eigenvectors. This operation does not alter the eigenvalues but
only allow to recover the missing eigenvectors.

Note that for χ= c(1− c)χ0, χ0 = const > 0, ∇×w = 0 for all positive times t > 0 if it was so at t = 0, see [19, 51,
40], while ∇×B = 0 for δ = const by its definition. Despite δ is defined not as a constant in (27), we shall show
that in practical computations δ can be chosen a priori as a constant. Therefore, we are interested in that case of
δ= const , and hence we assume that ∇B = 0. Note that adding (31) to the momentum equation, does not change
the eigenvalues but only allows to recover the missing eigenvectors.

We rewrite the homogeneous system (17) in an equivalent (on smooth solutions) form by adding (31) to the
mixture momentum equation, and then rewriting the resulting system in a quasilinear form in the x = x1-direction

P t +A(P )P x = 0, (32)

where P is the vector of primitive variables with the components

P = {v1,1, v1,2, v1,3, v2,1, v2,2, v2,3,B1,B2,B3,D,α,ρ1,ρ2}, (33)
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while the matrix A(P ) reads

A=



v1,1 c2 w2 c2 w3 0 0 0 0 − 2B2Σ
2

ρ2 − 2B3Σ
2

ρ2 0

(
B2

2+B2
3

)
ρ1,2Σ

2

ρ3 + p1,2
ρ

(
B2

2+B2
3

)
c1Σ

2

ρ2ρ1
+ C 2

1
ρ1

(
B2

2+B2
3

)
c2Σ

2

ρ2ρ2

0 v1 0 0 0 0
B2Σ

2

ρ2 0 0 0 − B1B2ρ1,2Σ
2

ρ3 − B1B2c1Σ
2

ρ2ρ1
− B1B2c2Σ

2

ρ2ρ2

0 0 v1 0 0 0
B3Σ

2

ρ2 0 0 0 − B1B3ρ1,2Σ
2

ρ3 − B1B3c1Σ
2

ρ2ρ1
− B1B3c2Σ

2

ρ2ρ2

0 0 0 v2,1 −c1 w2 −c1 w3 0 − 2B2Σ
2

ρ2 − 2B3Σ
2

ρ2 0

(
B2

2+B2
3

)
ρ1,2Σ

2

ρ3 + p1,2
ρ

(
B2

2+B2
3

)
c1Σ

2

ρ2ρ1

(
B2

2+B2
3

)
c2Σ

2

ρ2ρ2
+ C 2

2
ρ2

0 0 0 0 v1 0
B2Σ

2

ρ2 0 0 0
B1B2

(
ρ2−ρ1

)
Σ2

ρ3 − B1B2c1Σ
2

ρ2ρ1
− B1B2c2Σ

2

ρ2ρ2

0 0 0 0 0 v1
B3Σ

2

ρ2 0 0 0 − B1B3ρ1,2Σ
2

ρ3 − B1B3c1Σ
2

ρ2ρ1
− B1B3c2Σ

2

ρ2ρ2

B1c1 B2c1 B3c1 B1c2 B2c2 B3c2 v1 0 0 β2 ρ1ρ2B ·w
ρ2

c1c2B ·w
ρ1

− c1c2B ·w
ρ2

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 v1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 v1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 Σ2

ρ2 0 0 v1 − B1ρ1,2Σ
2

ρ3 − B1c1Σ
2

ρ2ρ1
− B1c2Σ

2

ρ2ρ2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 v1 0 0

ρ1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
c2ρ

2
1 w1

c1ρ
v1,1 0

0 0 0 ρ2 0 0 0 0 0 0
c1ρ

2
2 w1

c2ρ
0 v2,1



.

Here, ρ1,2 = ρ1 −ρ2, p1,2 = p1 −p2, C 2
a = ∂pa

∂ρa
, a = 1,2.

To prove that system (32) is hyperbolic, one needs to demonstrate that all eigenvalues of matrix A(P ) are real
and right eigenvectors form a basis. Because an analytical expression of eigenvectors and eigenvalues are not
available for general state vector P , to get at least some evidences in favor of hyperbolicity of (32), we performed
a numerical study of the eigenvalue decomposition of A(P ) in a domain of the state space near the mechanical
and thermodynamical equilibrium. Thus, we generated sample vectors P with randomly distributed components
in the following intervals: α ∈ [0.001,0.999], ρa ∈ [0.9 ·ρa0,1.1 ·ρa0], va,k ∈ [−10,10], Bk ∈ [−1,1]. Other material
parameters such as the reference mass densities ρa0, the reference sound speeds ca0, the capillarity modulus
Σ= 100, the microinertia modulus β= 1, and the equations of state were taken as in Section 7. We then computed
the eigenvalues and the matrix of right eigenvectors R(P ) of A(P ) numerically using the Matlab software [25] and
the eig function with the options eig(A,I,’qz’), where I is the identity matrix of the same size as A. We then
checked if the matrix R(P ) is singular by computing its singular value decomposition. Fig. 1 shows the smallest
singular valueσmin(R) (red dots) for 106 sample state vectors P . As it can be seen the smallest singular value is well
separated (blue area) from 0 indicating that the matrix R is non-singular for the tested sample vectors P . During
this and other checks the numerically computed eigenvalues were always real.

Finally, remark that the analytical expressions of the eigenvalues and vectors are available for the case of sta-
tionary medium v 1 = v 2 = 0. The eigenvalues are completely decoupled and read

λ1,2 =±C 2
1 , λ3,4 =±C 2

2 , λ5,6 =±Σ
ρ

√
∥B∥2 −B 2

1 +β2, λ7,...,13 = 0, (34)

while the eigenvectors are linearly independent in this case.

6. Relaxation limit system via formal asymptotic analysis

System (17) contains a set of dissipative relaxation source terms with corresponding relaxation parameters. For
some types of two-phase flows, such as dispersed flows (bubbly fluids, two-phase flows in porous media), a sim-
plified model can be considered when assuming very fast (instantaneous) relaxation of the thermodynamic forces
to the equilibrium. For example, the assumption of instantaneous pressure relaxation seems reasonable from a

12



Figure 1: The smallest singular value (red dots) of the matrix R(P ) of right eigenvectors of A(P ).

physical point of view, since the transition of the medium to an equilibrium state is determined by a few passages
of fast pressure waves at the scale of dispersed inclusions. In many ways, the narrow mixing zone of a diffuse
interface separating two fluids can be also considered as a dispersed zone, and therefore the above argument also
applies.

In this section, we present a derivation of the so-called relaxation limit of equations (17) assuming instantaneous
relaxation of all dissipative processes, namely relaxation of the microinertia thermodynamic force ED , pressure
Eα, and relative velocity Ewk .

First, considering ε = δ2/λ ≪ 1 as a small parameter, we derive a relaxation limit for (17) assuming instan-
taneous relaxation of the thermodynamic force ED in Sec. 6.1. By these means, it will be demonstrated that in
leading-orders in ε, the Young-Laplace law is fulfilled locally, in the mixture elements. Then, in Sec.6.2, we con-
sider relaxation of the remaining thermodynamic forces Eα and Ewk , and derive the final isentropic single-velocity
approximation of (17).

6.1. Relaxation limit of (17)

For our purposes, it is enough to consider only two equations for α and D :

ρ
dα

dt
=−1

δ
ρED , (35a)

ρ
dD

dt
+ ∂

(
ρEBk

)
∂xk

= 1

δ
ρEα− 1

ε
ρED , (35b)

where we have used the material time derivative d/dt = ∂/∂t+vk∂/∂xk to rewrite the equations in a more compact
form.

We then expand D and the thermodynamic force ED

D = D0 +ϵD1 +ϵ2D2 + . . . , (36a)

ED = ED,0 +ϵED,1 +ϵ2ED,2 + . . . , (36b)
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in powers of the small non-dimensional parameter ϵ= ε/ε0, where ε0 is a time scale. Then, plugging this into (35b)

ρ
d

dt

(
D0 +ϵD1 +O (ϵ2)

)+ ∂
(
ρEBk

)
∂xk

= 1

δ
ρEα− 1

ε0ϵ
ρ

(
ED,0 +ϵED,1 +O (ϵ2)

)
, (37)

we obtain that
ED,0 =O (ϵ). (38)

Hence, assuming ED,0 = 0 and D0 = ED,0/β2 = 0, we obtain the following approximate equation on ED,1

ρ
d

dt

(
ϵD1 +O (ϵ2)

)+ ∂
(
ρEBk

)
∂xk

= 1

δ
ρEα− 1

ε0ϵ
ρ

(
ϵED,1 +O (ϵ2)

)
, (39)

from which, we deduce that

ED,1 = ε0
1

δ
Eα−ε0

1

ρ

∂

∂xk

(
ρEBk

)+O (ϵ). (40)

On the other hand, the equation for α can be approximated as

δρ
dα

dt
=−ρϵED,1 +O (ϵ2), (41)

and then, using the expression of ED,1, the relaxation limit equation for volume fraction reads

ρ
dα

dt
=− 1

λ
ρEα+ 1

λ
δ
∂

∂xk

(
ρEBk

)+O (ϵ2). (42)

From this equation, we can conclude that, in contrast to the master system (1), the time evolution of the volume
fraction is governed not only by the pressure relaxation λ−1ρEα =λ−1(p2−p1), but also by the curvature of the dif-
fuse interface. To see the latter, one needs to use the explicit expression of EBk =Σ2Bk /ρ2, the definition Bk = δ ∂α

∂xk
,

and the assumption that the surface tension coefficient σ= δΣ2/ρ is constant, σ= const . After this, equation (42)
becomes (we omit the terms O (ϵ2))

ρ
dα

dt
=− 1

λ
ρEα+ 1

λ
δσ

∂

∂xk

(
∂α

∂xk

)
, (43)

where we used definition (27) of the surface tension coefficient σ.
In particular, for stationary flows ( dα

dt = 0), the later equation reduces to

δσ
∂

∂xk

(
∂α

∂xk

)
= p2 −p1. (44)

To obtain the Young-Laplace law

σ∇·
( ∇α
∥∇α ∥

)
= p2 −p1, (45)

from (44), the parameter δ= ∥∇α∥−1 must appear under the outer derivative ∂/∂xk , but δ is not constant and this
cannot be done without altering (44). However, we shall show in Sec. 7, that in practical computations, δ can be
replaced by an a priory computed constant (see (60)), so that in fact (44) approximates the Young-Laplace law (45).

Finally, we note that the relaxation limit of (17) for ε→ 0 is system (17) without equation for D and in which the
equations for α and Bk are replaced by the following:

ρ
dα

dt
− δ

λ

∂

∂xk

(
ρEBk

)=− 1

λ
ρEα, (46a)

dBk

dt
+B j

∂v j

∂xk
+ ∂

∂xk

(
δ

λ
Eα

)
− ∂

∂xk

(
δ2

λρ

∂ρEB j

∂x j

)
= 0, (46b)
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where the equation for Bk is a second order parabolic equation, that can be obtained by the same means as (42).
One could note the antisymmetric structure (opposite signs) of the constitutive fluxes in (46) involving the ther-

modynamic forces Eα and EBk . This usually results in complex eigenvalues, and subsequently in the loss of hyper-
bolicity of the first-order differential operator (without dissipative parabolic term in the second equation of (46)).
Therefore, in the next section we consider another relaxation limit of (17), in which we couple the result of this
section with the single velocity approximation (v 1 = v 2).

6.2. Relaxation limit of the single velocity isentropic model

In this section, on top of the previous result, we derive reduced single-velocity isentropic equations obtained as
a relaxation limit of (17) when Eα and Ewk are instantaneously set to their equilibrium values. The latter can be
obtained by simply assuming the relative velocity to be zero w = v 1 − v 2 = 0, since Ew = c(1− c)w . Thus, the
single-velocity approximation system is a consequence of (17) under the assumption wk = 0, that can be written
in the following form

∂ρ1α1

∂t
+ ∂ρ1α1vk

∂xk
= 0, (47a)

∂ρ2α2

∂t
+ ∂ρ2α2vk

∂xk
= 0, (47b)

∂ρvi

∂t
+ ∂

(
ρvi vk +ρ2Eρδki +ρBi EBk

)
∂xk

= 0, (47c)

∂ρα

∂t
+ ∂ραvk

∂xk
=−1

δ
ρED , (47d)

∂ρD

∂t
+ ∂(ρDvk +ρEBk )

∂xk
= 1

δ
ρEα− 1

ε
ρED , (47e)

∂Bk

∂t
+ ∂(Bl vl +ED )

∂xk
+ vl

(
∂Bk

∂xl
− ∂Bl

∂xk

)
= 0. (47f)

In the previous section, we derived the asymptotic equation (42) for the volume fraction assuming small re-
laxation time for the microinertia field D . In turn, further assuming that the relaxation parameter λ is sufficiently
small so that the time variation of the volume fraction is small in comparison with the relaxation rateλ−1, equation
(42) can be approximated as

p2(ρ2)−p1(ρ1) = δ∂ρEBk

∂xk
. (48)

From (48), we immediately obtain two relations for derivatives of phase mass densities

C 2
2
∂ρ2

∂t
−C 2

1
∂ρ1

∂t
= ∂

∂t

(
δ
∂ρEBk

∂xk

)
, C 2

2
∂ρ2

∂x j
−C 2

1
∂ρ1

∂x j
= ∂

∂x j

(
δ
∂ρEBk

∂xk

)
, (49)

where C 2
a = ∂pa/∂ρa , a = 1,2 are the phase adiabatic sound speeds.

Now, using relations (49) and phase mass conservation equations (47a), (47b), one can obtain the following
equation for α1:

dα1

dt
+ α1α2(K1 −K2)

α2K1 +α1K2

∂vk

∂xk
− α1α2

α2K1 +α1K2

d

dt

(
δ
∂ρEBk

∂xk

)
= 0, (50)

where Ka = ρaC 2
a are the phase bulk moduli.
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If we recall the definition Bk = δ∂α1/∂xk , then it is clear that (50) is a third-order partial differential equation for
α=α1. Finally, we can also formulate a closed relaxation limit system of the single velocity isentropic approxima-
tion of (17) for the variables α1, ρ1, ρ2, and vk :

∂α1

∂t
+ vk

∂α1

∂xk
+ α1α2(K1 −K2)

α2K1 +α1K2

∂vk

∂xk
− α1α2

α2K1 +α1K2

d

dt

(
δσ

∂2α1

∂xk∂xk

)
= 0, (51a)

∂ρ1α1

∂t
+ ∂ρ1α1vk

∂xk
= 0, (51b)

∂ρ2α2

∂t
+ ∂ρ2α2vk

∂xk
= 0, (51c)

∂ρvi

∂t
+ ∂

∂xk

(
ρvi vk +

(
p1 +α2

(
δσ

∂2α1

∂x j∂x j

))
δki + T̂ki

)
= 0, (51d)

where T̂ki =−Σ2

ρ

(
B j B jδki −Bk Bi

)
is the surface tension stress tensor which should also be expressed in terms of

the gradients ∂α1/∂xk using the definition of Bk .
Note that if surface tension is neglected, then terms with higher derivatives of α1 and the tensor T̂ki should be

excluded from (51). In this case, (51) transforms to the well-known five-equation two-phase model of Kapila [33].
The presence of third-order derivatives in (51) and the corresponding dispersion effects of the model can lead

to non-standard behavior of waves and this will be the subject of further research.

7. Stationary solution of a spherical bubble

In the previous section, we demonstrated that in the limitδ→ 0 andλ→ 0, in the leading-order terms, the pressure
difference inside a mixture element fulfills the relation (44), that in turn resembles the Young-Laplace law (45). The
formal obstacle to identify the two relations (44) and (45) is the parameter δ= ∥∇α∥−1 that appears outside of the
divergence operator. In what follows, we shall demonstrate that, in fact, δ can be chosen as a constant so that the
Young-Laplace law holds on macroscopic diffuse interfaces between two immiscible fluids in an approximation
sense.

We shall search for a spherically symmetric stationary solution to system (17) representing a bubble or droplet
of a radius R. Thus, we assume that v = 0 and w = 0. We also assume that the temperature variations are neg-
ligible, that means that we can exclude the entropy from consideration. All unknown scalar functions can be
parameterized as

α(t , x) = α̃(r ), ρ(t , x) = ρ̃(r ), D(t , x) = D̃(r ), r = ∥x∥ (52)

and vector fields as
Bk (t , x) = B̃(r )

xk

r
. (53)

Moreover, we prescribe the distribution of α̃ in the diffuse interface between the fluids in the form

α̃(r ) = 1

2

(
1− tanh

(
π(r −R)

h

))
, (54)

where h is the thickness of the diffuse interface, and we will look for a solution that satisfy (54). This also fixes B̃(r )
as

B̃(r ) = δα̃′(r ) (55)
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due to the definition (15) of the vector field Bk . In the following, we shall omit the tilde sign “ ˜ ” above the un-
knowns for simplicity of notations. The reader should keep in mind that all the state variables are functions of the
single variable r .

It is sufficient to consider the momentum equations and equation on D that, for a steady state, reduce to

∂(ρ2Eρδki +ρBi EBk )

∂xk
= 0, i = 1,2,3, (56a)

∂(ρEBk )

∂xk
= 1

δ
ρEα. (56b)

After using the spherical symmetry assumptions (53), definition of B(r ) (55), and the relation σ = δΣ2/ρ (27),
these two equations reduce to an ordinary differential equation and an algebraic equation (because α(r ) is given
by (54))

p ′(r ) =−2σδ(r )α′(r )2

r
≡ F (r ), (57a)

p2(r )−p1(r ) =σδ(r )

(
d −1

r
α′(r )+α′′(r )

)
≡G(r ), (57b)

where d is the space dimension (d = 3 in this example).
The first equation can be integrated to get the mixture pressure p(r ) =α(r )p1(r )+ (1−α(r ))p2(r )

p(r ) = patm −
∞∫

r

F (ζ)dζ, patm = p(∞), (58)

after which, the phase pressures can be found as

p1(r ) = p(r )− (1−α(r ))G(r ), p2(r ) = p(r )+α(r )G(r ). (59)

In Section 4, we concluded that to recover the conventional capillary stress tensor (26), one should take δ(r ) =
∥∇α∥−1. This, however, is not convenient from the computational view point, because ∇α is not a state variable
of the system (17) and cannot be easily evaluated. Therefore, a practical procedure has to be invented in order
to provide a reasonable estimate of δ a priori. In this paper, we suggest replacing δ(r ) by the following constant
δ0 = const

δ0(h) =
R+h∫

R−h

r−1α′(r )dr ·
 R+h∫

R−h

r−1α′(r )2dr

−1

, (60)

which is choosing in such a way to obtain the Young-Laplace formula ∆p =−2σ/R in (57a). Exactly this δ0 is used
instead of δ= ∥∇α∥−1 in the numerical results below.

Typical solutions to (58) for R = 0.01, σ = 0.0728, and various interface widths h are depicted in Fig. 2. In par-
ticular, one can see that as long as h → 0 the pressure jump across the interface converges to the theoretical one
∆ptheor = (d − 1)σ/R = 14.56 given by the Young-Laplace law. One should bear in mind that for every curve in
Fig. 2, δ0(h) is different since it depends on h.

Fig. 3 depicts the phase pressure pa(r ) and partial pressure p̂a(r ) =αa(r )pa(r ) variations across the interface. It
demonstrates the main feature of our model, that is, the pressures p1 and p2 of the mixture constituents can be
different, and that the presence of the interface curvature prevent p1 and p2 from relaxing to a common value as
it is assumed in the single-pressure models, e.g. [4, 38, 56, 9].

For this particular solution, one does not need to specify the fluid equations of state ea(ρa ,S) in (23), however, it
would be interesting to take some particular internal energies ea(ρa ,S) and to look at the density variation across
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Figure 2: Diffuse interface profile for the stationary bubble of radius R = 0.01, σ = 0.0728 for which the theoretical pressure
jump ∆ptheor = (d − 1)σ/R = 14.56. Left: volume fraction for various interface width h. Right: mixture pressure
p(r ) =αp1 + (1−α)p2
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Figure 3: Mixture pressure p(r ) (left), phase pressures pa(r ) (middle), and partial pressures p̂a(r ) = αa pa (right), for a sta-
tionary bubble with R = 0.01, σ= 0.0728, and h = 0.005.

the interface. Thus, we shall assume that the fluid with index a = 1 (in the center of the domain, left from the
interface in the figures) is an ideal gas given by the ideal gas equation of state, while the fluid a = 2 is a liquid
parameterized by the stiffened-gas equation of state

e1(ρ1,S) = c2
10

γ1(γ1 −1)

(
ρ1

ρ10

)γ1−1

eS/cV ,1 , e2(ρ2,S) = c2
20

γ2(γ2 −1)

(
ρ2

ρ20

)γ2−1

eS/cV ,2 + ρ20c2
20 −γ2p20

γ2ρ2
, (61)

where cV ,a , a = 1,2 are the specific heats at constant volume, γa are the ratio of the specific heats, ca0 are the
reference sound speeds, ρa0 are the reference phase mass densities, and p20 is the reference pressure of the liquid
phase.

Fig. 4 shows typical density profiles recovered from the pressure profiles using equations of state (61). The
following values were used for the gas phase γ1 = 1.4, c10 = 343.03, cV ,1 = 717.2, S = 0 that gives the equilib-
rium density of the gas ρ10 = 1.205. The liquid parameters were taken as follows γ2 = 1.949437, cV ,2 = 4150,
p20 = patm = 101325, c20 = 1500, ρ20 = 1000. Computing the phase pressures as pa = ρ2

a
∂ea
∂ρa

and inverting it with
respect to ρa , we can plot the density profiles as depicted in Fig. 4. Note that the liquid density ρ2(r ) is not exactly
constant as it may seem from Fig. 4 (middle) but its perturbations are of the order 10−8.
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Figure 4: Mixture mass density ρ(r ) = αρ1 + (1−α)ρ2 (left), phase mass densities ρa(r ) (middle), and apparent densities
ϱa(r ) = αaρa (right), for a stationary bubble with R = 0.01, σ = 0.0728, and h = 0.005. The ideal gas and stiffened-
gas equations of state were used to obtain fluid densities ρa from pressures pa .

8. Dispersion relations

In this section, we perform a linear stability analysis of (17) by considering a particular solution in the form of a
plane wave

Q(t , x) =Q0e i (ωt−k ·x), (62)

where i = p−1 is the imaginary unit, ω = 2π f is the real angular frequency, f is the frequency, k is the complex
wave vector. It is sufficient to restrict the analysis to the 1D case, i.e. x = (x,0,0), and k = (k,0,0), and moreover to
the genuinely 1D case, i.e. we set (va,1, va,2, va,3) = (va ,0,0), (B1,B2,B3) = (B ,0,0).

To derive the required PDE system it is necessary to use relations between mixture and individual phases vari-
ables of state. Then, after a cumbersome but standard procedure, one can derive equations for the state variables
of the phases and linearize these equations near the equilibrium state va = 0+ v ′

a , ρa = ρa,0 +ρ′
a , α = α0 +α′,

D = 0+D ′, B = B0 +B ′.
The equations for perturbations Q ′ = (v ′

1, v ′
2,B ′,D ′,α′,ρ′

1,ρ′
2) reads (we omit the prime symbol “ ′ ” for the sake

of brevity)

∂v1

∂t
+ p1,0 −p2,0

ρ0

∂α

∂x
+ C 2

1

ρ1,0

∂ρ1

∂x
=−

c1,0c2
2,0

χ
(v1 − v2) , (63a)

∂v2

∂t
+ p1,0 −p2,0

ρ0

∂α

∂x
+ C 2

2

ρ2,0

∂ρ2

∂x
=+

c2
1,0c2,0

χ
(v1 − v2) , (63b)

∂B

∂t
+B0c1,0

∂v1

∂x
+B0c2,0

∂v2

∂x
+β2 ∂D

∂x
= 0, (63c)

∂D

∂t
+ Σ

2

ρ2
0

∂B

∂x
− B0Σ

2
(
ρ1,0 −ρ2,0

)
ρ3

0

∂α

∂x
− α0B0Σ

2

ρ3
0

∂ρ1

∂x
− (1−α0)B0Σ

2

ρ3
0

∂ρ2

∂x
=−

ρ1C 2
1,0 −ρ2C 2

2,0

δρ0
− β2λ

δ2 D, (63d)

∂α

∂t
=−β

2

δ
D, (63e)

∂ρ1

∂t
+ρ1

∂v1

∂x
= β2ρ1,0

α0δ
D, (63f)

∂ρ2

∂t
+ρ2

∂v2

∂x
=− β2ρ2,0

(1−α0)δ
D, (63g)

where C 2
a = ∂pa

∂ρa
, a = 1,2
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If linear system (63) is written in the matrix notations as

Q t +AQ x = SQ (64)

then the dispersion relations k(ω) of (63) are given as the roots of the polynomial (e.g. see [32])

det

(
I− k

ω
A+ i

ω
S

)
= 0, (65)

with I being the identity matrix.
The phase Vph(ω) and group Vg(ω) velocities and the attenuation factor A(ω) can be computed as

Vph = ω

Re(k)
, Vg =

(
∂Re(k)

∂ω

)−1

, A(ω) =−Im(k). (66)

The polynomial (65) is a cubic polynomial on k(ω)2, and its roots correspond to three modes: the pressure
modes of the two phases, and the capillarity mode associated with the surface tension. All three modes are stable
as can be seen from the attenuation factors plotted in Fig. 5–7 and which are positive.

Figures 5–7 show typical dispersion curves for the thermodynamic parameters extracted from the stationary
bubble solution corresponding to α= 0.999 (almost pure gas), α= 0.519 (mixed state), α= 0.002 (almost pure liq-
uid). The curves are plotted along side with the phase characteristic velocities C 2

a = ∂pa

∂ρa
, the so-called equilibrium

sound speed Ce and Wood’s sound speed CW (dashed lines) given by [18]

C 2
e =

(
ρ

(
α1

ρ1C 2
1

+ α2

ρ2C 2
2

))−1

, C 2
W =C 2

1C 2
2

(
ρ1

α1
+ ρ2

α2

)(
ρ1C 2

1

α1
+ ρ2C 2

2

α2

)−1

. (67)

From these figures, one can note that Wood’s speed CW serves as a low frequency limit for the sound speed of
the gaseous phase a = 1 (the light one), and the equilibrium speed Ce is the high-frequency limit of the gaseous
phase.

On the other hand, the liquid phase (the heavy one), has C2 as the high-frequency limit, while its low-frequency
limit is undetermined in general.

The most interesting behavior of the sound waves can be seen in Fig. 7 corresponding to α = 0.00206 that can
be considered as if a gaseous phase ρ1 = 1.205 is dispersed in a heavy liquid phase ρ2 = 1000. Thus, the velocity of
the sound mode corresponding to the light phase may change from CW = 258.7 at ω→ 0 to C1 = 343.1 at ω→∞
through Ce = 425.3 at moderate frequencies.

9. Conclusion

We have presented a new nonequilibrium two-pressure diffuse interface model for two-fluid systems with surface
tension. The model represents an extension of the SHTC two-fluid mixture model [51, 52, 46, 45] in which the
time and space gradients of the volume fraction are lifted to the level of state variables to account for spatial
heterogeneities and microinertial effect in the vicinity of the diffuse interface. The resulting model belongs to the
class of thermodynamically compatible hyperbolic equations for which both laws of thermodynamics hold.

The main difference from the existing diffuse interface approaches to surface tension such as [4, 38, 56, 9] is
that the pressure equilibrium condition p1 = p2 is not assumed in our model. The pressure non-equilibrium
is actually a fundamental assumption for introduction of the surface tension into the two-fluid SHTC model in
order to gain the full SHTC structure of the governing equations. In particular, it is important for the variational
and Hamiltonian formulations of the governing equations discussed in Sec. A and B.
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Figure 5: Phase velocities (left), group velocities (middle), and attenuation factor (right) versus the angular frequency
ω = 2π f , where f is the frequency. The dashed lines shows the pure gas C1 = √

∂p1(ρ1,S)/∂ρ1 and liquid
C2 = √

∂p2(ρ2,S)/∂ρ2 characteristic velocities, equilibrium characteristic speed Ce, and Wood’s sound speed CW.
The mixture parameters are α= 0.999, β= 1, δ= 0.0025, δ/λ= 10−8. The phase pressures parameters are extracted
from the stationary bubble solution at the corresponding value of α: p1 = p2 = 1.013395 ·105, while other thermo-
dynamic parameters were computed from the equations of state.
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Figure 6: Phase velocities (left), group velocities (middle), and attenuation factor (right) versus the angular frequency
ω = 2π f , where f is the frequency. The dashed lines shows the pure gas C1 = √

∂p1(ρ1,S)/∂ρ1 and liquid
C2 = √

∂p2(ρ2,S)/∂ρ2 characteristic velocities, equilibrium characteristic speed Ce, and Wood’s sound speed CW.
The mixture parameters are α= 0.519, β= 1, δ= 0.0025, δ/λ= 10−8. The phase pressures parameters are extracted
from the stationary bubble solution at the corresponding value of α: p1 = 1.013531 ·105, p2 = 1.013103 ·105, while
other thermodynamic parameters were computed from the equations of state.
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Figure 7: Phase velocities (left), group velocities (middle), and attenuation factor (right) versus the angular frequency
ω = 2π f , where f is the frequency. The dashed lines shows the pure gas C1 = √

∂p1(ρ1,S)/∂ρ1 and liquid C2 =√
∂p2(ρ2,S)/∂ρ2 characteristic velocities, equilibrium characteristic speed Ce, and Wood’s sound speed CW. The

mixture parameters are α = 0.00206, β = 1, δ = 0.0025, δ/λ = 10−8. The phase pressures parameters are extracted
from the stationary bubble solution at the corresponding value ofα: p1 = 1.0132276·105, p2 = 1.0132500·105, while
other other thermodynamic parameters were computed from the equations of state.

We presented two reduced relaxation limits of the model. In Sec. 6.1, the relaxation limit of the equations when
the microinertia relaxation rate is very fast. In Sec.6.2, the relaxation limit for very fast pressure and velocity relax-
ation rates was derived that can be called single-velocity pressure-equilibrium model. These reduced models can
be used for better understanding of the solution properties of the full system. In particular, we demonstrated that
the Young-Laplace law is approximately holds in a mixture element as long as the gradient of the volume fraction
is not equal to zero. Furthermore, the single-velocity pressure-equilibrium reduced model is a system of third-
order partial differential equations which can be used to connect our model to some classical dispersive models.
The dispersion relation of the full model can be obtained numerically and was studied in Sec.8. The full model
has three modes: two pressure modes of the constituents and the third mode, related to the microinertia of the
interface. The analysis revealed non trivial dependencies of the phase velocities on frequency.

Although we could not conduct the hyperbolicity analysis of the full system completely, our preliminary study
suggests that the full two-fluid model with surface tension is hyperbolic at least in the vicinity of equilibrium. Also,
during this research, we found out that the energy potential is not strictly convex and thus formally the model does
not have all properties of the SHTC class of equations. We shall address this issue in more detail in future.

Finally, we studied the stationary bubble solution, and demonstrated that the Young-Laplace law holds as a
sharp interface limit for macroscopic interfaces. Although the new parameter δ is not a constant, from the theo-
retical viewpoint, and must be chosen as δ = ∥∇α∥−1, we demonstrated that in practical computations it can be
taken as a precomputed constant, see (60).

In future, we shall extend the model so that it applies also to complex fluids and solids, such as superfluid
helium-4 or non-Newtonian fluids.
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A. Variational formulation

Here we briefly recall the variational scheme that underlies every SHTC equations, see [40]. The variational princi-
ple is formulated in the Lagrangian coordinates X = {

X K
}
, K = 1,2,3. For simplicity, we only consider the surface

tension part.
Thus, we consider a general Lagrangian density Λ =Λ(α,φ,βK ) which is a function of the volume fraction and

their space and time gradients
φ := dtα, βK := ∂Kα, (68)

where dt = d/dt is the material time derivative and ∂K = ∂/∂X K . Hence, varying the action integral

A =
∫
Λ(α,dtα,∂Kα)dtdX (69)

with respect to δα, one immediately obtains the Euler-Lagrange equation

dΛφ
dt

+ ∂ΛβK

∂X K
=Λα, (70)

where Λα = ∂Λ
∂α , Λφ = ∂Λ

∂φ , and ΛβK = ∂Λ
∂βK

. The Euler-Lagrange equation is formally a second-order PDE for α.

To obtain an extended first-order system for
{
α,φ,βK

}
as required by the SHTC theory, we need to provide an

evolution equations for the vector βK and α which is in fact not a difficult task because these equations are trivial
consequences of the definitions of βK and φ. Indeed, the required system of first-order PDEs reads

dΛφ
dt

+ ∂ΛβK

∂X K
=Λα, (71a)

dβK

dt
− ∂φ

∂X K
= 0, (71b)

dα

dt
=φ. (71c)

By introducing new potential as a partial Legendre transform ofΛ

U (α,d ,bK ) :=φΛφ−Λ, (72)

and new variables
d :=Λφ, bK :=−βK , (73)
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system (71) can be rewritten as

dd

dt
+ ∂UbK

∂X K
=−Uα, (74a)

dbK

dt
+ ∂Ud

∂X K
= 0, (74b)

dα

dt
=Ud , (74c)

where we have used the standard properties of the Legendre transform

Uα =−Λα, φ=Ud . (75)

Finally, performing the Lagrange-to-Euler transformation of the energy potential, state variables, and time and
space derivatives

AK
i := ∂X K

∂xi
,

∂

∂xi
= AK

i
∂

∂X k
,

d

dt
= ∂

∂t
+ vk ∂

∂xk
, (76a)

E := det(A)U , d := det(A)d , bi := AK
i bk , (76b)

d

dt
AK

i + AK
j
∂v j

∂xi
= 0 (76c)

as detailed in [40], equations (74) become (14). Note that, in (74a), an equivalent of the source term λρEd in (14b)
is missing because it is a dissipative term and cannot be included into the variational scheme but must be added
afterwards in correspondence with the second law of thermodynamics [40].

B. Hamiltonian formulation

Equations (17) consist of a reversible part and an irreversible part (the two source terms with the rates χ−1 and
ε−1). The purpose of this Section is to show that the reversible part has a Hamiltonian structure, meaning that it
is generated by a Poisson bracket. This underlines the internal consistency of the equations and provides to them
an alternative geometric interpretation [36].

Poisson brackets are a cornerstone of analytical mechanics [21], where they typically come out of variation of
action. Then, they come in the so-called canonical form for the pairs of coordinates and their respective mo-
menta. But in continuum mechanics, which is the case here, Poisson brackets are typically non-canonical, they
are degenerate, and do not need to have state variables in the form of pairs of coordinates and momenta [10, 2,
14, 36].

In general, Poisson brackets are bilinear operators from a space of functionals of some state variables q to the
same space. Moreover, they are skew-symmetric, {F,G} =−{G ,F }, for each two functionals F (q) and G(q), and they
satisfy the Leibniz rule and Jacobi identity. The state variables can be for instance positions and momenta, which
is the usual case in analytical mechanics, but also fields as density, momentum density, and others. The Leibniz
rule, {F,G H } = {F,G}H+G{F, H } means that Poisson brackets behave as derivatives, which in particular means that
the resulting evolution equations do not depend on constant shifts of energy. Finally, Jacobi identity, {F, {G , H }+
{G , {H ,F }+ {H , {F,G} = 0, expresses self-consistency of Hamiltonian mechanics [16, 37]. Once the Poisson bracket
for a state variable vector q is determined, Hamiltonian evolution of q is given by

q̇ = {q ,E }, (77)
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where E = ∫
e(q)d x is the total energy of the system and e(q) the volumetric energy density.

Now, we approach the Hamiltonian structure of Equations (17), which can be seen as evolution equations for
state variables ρ (mass density), m (momentum density), ϱ = ρc (density of a mixture component), w (relative
velocity), α (volume fraction), D = ρD (volume fraction rate density), B (interface gradient), and s = ρS (entropy
density per volume). Fields ρ, m, and s, which describe fluid mechanics, are known to have Hamiltonian evolution
generated by Poisson bracket

{F,G}(FM) =
∫
ρ

(
∂i FρGmi −∂i GρFmi

)
d x +

∫
mi

(
∂ j Fmi Gm j −∂ j Gmi Fm j

)
d x +

∫
s
(
∂i FsGmi −∂i GsFmi

)
d x , (78)

where FM stands for fluid mechanics [2, 36]. Note that in this section the subscripts stand for functional deriva-
tives, not partial derivatives as in the preceding sections. From the geometric point of view, this bracket expresses
that the velocity field v = ∂e

∂m advects itself as well as two scalar densities, ρ and s. From the algebraic point of view,
the bracket expresses dynamics on the Lie algebra dual of a semidirect product [31, 15].

Another part of Equations (17) consists of the equations for fields ϱ and w (density of a species and its relative
velocity with respect to the other species). These fields form a cotangent bundle and the whole cotangent bundle
is then advected by the overall velocity v , which gives the mixture part of the overall bracket

{F,G}(mixture) ={F,G}(F M)

+
∫
ϱ

(
∂i FϱGmi −∂i GϱFmi

)
d x (79)

+
∫ (

∂i FϱGwi −∂i GϱFwi

)
d x

−
∫
∂i w j

(
Fw j Gmi −Gw j Fmi

)
d x

+
∫

wi
(
∂ j Fmi Gw j −∂ j Gmi Fw j

)
d x , (80)

see [40] for more details.
Then, the pair of fields {B ,D} have analogical dynamics as the pair {w ,ϱ}, which leads to an analogical part of the

Poisson bracket. However, density D is also part of another cotangent bundle, this time with function α, resulting
in their canonical coupling,

{F,G}(δ) = 1

δ

∫
(FDGα−GDFα)d x , (81)

where δ(α) is an adjustable functional of α. Note that in order to keep validity of the Jacobi identity, δ can not
depend on other state variables than α. Since α is a function, not a density (as opposed to for instance ρ), it is
advected by terms ∫ (

∂i FαGmi −∂i GαFmi

)
d x (82)

in the resulting Poisson bracket.
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The overall Poisson bracket for state variables in Equations (17) is then

{F,G}(surfacetension) ={F,G}(mixture) + {F,G}(δ) +
∫ (

∂i FαGmi −∂i GαFmi

)
d x

+
∫

D
(
∂i FDGmi −∂i GDFmi

)
d x

+
∫ (

∂i FDGBi −∂i GDFBi

)
d x

−
∫
∂i B j

(
FB j Gmi −GB j Fmi

)
d x

+
∫

Bi
(
∂ j Fmi GB j −∂ j Gmi FB j

)
d x , (83)

where validity of Jacobi identity was checked by program [30]. From the geometric point of view, this Poisson
bracket expresses evolution three-forms ρ(t , x)ω and s(t , x)ω, where ω = d x ∧d y ∧d z is the volume three-form
[16], advected by the overall velocity that also advects the momentum density mi (t , x)d xi ⊗ω. Moreover, three-
form ρ(t , x)c(t , x)ω is coupled with one-form wi (t , x)d xi (differential of the dual function to that three-form), and
both are advected by the velocity. Finally, the three-form ρ(t , x)D(t , x)ωwith its canonically coupled dual element,
zero-form or function α(t , x), are advected by the velocity. Three-form ρ(t , x)D(t , x)ω is, moreover, coupled with
one-form Bi (t , x)d xi , which is constructed as the differential of the dual to that three-form, and both are advected
(Lie-dragged) by the velocity field.

Once energy of the system is determined, Hamiltonian evolution (77) with Poisson bracket (83) leads to the
reversible (non-dissipative) part of Equations (17).
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