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Abstract

A complete thermodynamical analysis for a binary mixture of vis-
cous Korteweg fluids with two velocities and two temperatures is de-
veloped. The constitutive functions are allowed to depend on the dif-
fusion velocity and the specific internal energies of both constituents,
together with their first gradients, on the symmetric part of the gradi-
ent of barycentric velocity, as well as on the mass density of the mix-
ture and the concentration of one of the constituents, together with
their first and second gradients. Compatibility with entropy principle
is analyzed by applying the extended Liu procedure, and a complete
solution of the set of thermodynamical restrictions is recovered in three
space dimensions. Finally, the equilibrium configurations are investi-
gated, and it is proved that no restrictions arise on the admissible
phase boundaries. The theoretical results here provided may serve as
a basis for experimental and/or numerical investigations, in particular
for determining the surface levels of phase boundaries at equilibrium
and making a comparison with experimental profiles.
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1 Introduction

The study of mixtures in the context of rational thermodynamics [1, 2, 3, 4]
provides a framework for investigating several fundamental problems of con-
tinuum physics [5]. For a mixture made byN ≥ 2 fluids, we have to determine
the evolution of 5N fundamental fields, say the N partial mass densities ρ(a)

(a = 1, . . . , N), the N velocities v(a), and the N partial temperatures θ(a) (or,
equivalently, partial internal energies ε(a)) of the constituents. A standard
procedure allows to define some quantities related to the mixture as a whole
(mass density, barycentric velocity and internal energy of the mixture).

Both reacting and non-reacting mixtures can be considered; in this paper,
we focus on non-reacting ones. Mixtures can be modeled at various degrees
of detail (see, for instance, Refs. [6, 7, 8, 9, 10]). The most classical models
need to have as basic fields the partial mass densities of the constituents,
the barycentric velocity and the temperature (or the internal energy) of the
mixture [2, 4, 11]. From a thermodynamical viewpoint, one has to set prop-
erly the form of the local balances of energy and entropy. When non-local
constitutive equations are considered, some authors added extra-terms in
the energy equation (like the interstitial working, engendered by long-range
interactions among the molecules [12, 13]), or in the entropy flux [14], in
order to ensure the compatibility with second law of thermodynamics (see
Refs. [15, 16] for an extensive discussion).

With a greater degree of detail we may consider the case where the con-
stituents have different velocities, so that diffusive effects are taken into ac-
count; nevertheless, the thermodynamical description of such mixtures re-
mains at a classical level [9, 17, 18].

Finally, one may investigate the case where the constituents have their
own temperature [6, 8]; such a situation may be relevant in plasma theo-
ries, where the different constituents of the plasma may experience different
temperatures on time scales of the same order of magnitude of the transport
process times.

In passing, we observe that mixtures whose description requires the in-
troduction of internal state variables as additional fields can be considered
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[17, 18, 19], even if this case will not be faced hereafter.
In this paper, we consider a two-temperature and diffusive model of mix-

ture made by two viscous Korteweg-like fluids, i.e., fluids whose state space
includes also the second spatial derivatives of the mass density [12]. The
introduction of such a kind of fluids dates back to 1901 when the Dutch
physicist Korteweg [20], in order to model fluid capillarity effects, proposed
a constitutive equation for the Cauchy stress involving density gradients,
namely

T =
(

−p+ α1|∇ρ|
2 + α2∆ρ

)

I+ α3∇ρ⊗∇ρ+ α4∇∇ρ, (1)

where ρ denotes the mass density, p the pressure, I the identity matrix,
and αi (i = 1, . . . , 4) suitable material functions depending on mass den-
sity and temperature ([α1] = [α3] = Kg−1m7s−2, [α2] = [α4] = m4 s−2);
moreover, ∆ is the Laplacian operator, and the symbol ⊗ denotes tensorial
product. In the Korteweg’s approach to capillarity, interaction phenomena
at the interfaces between liquid and vapor phases are described in terms of
properties of an interfacial zone of finite thickness (diffuse interface) where
density changes continuously [21]. Diffuse interface models became of great
interest in recent years in several fluid mechanics applications, such as phase
transition phenomena [22, 23, 24]. Korteweg fluids have been theoretically
investigated in a pioneeristic paper by Dunn and Serrin [12], where the com-
patibility with the principles of rational continuum thermodynamics [5] has
been extensively studied, by Cimmelli and coworkers [15, 16, 25, 26, 27, 28]
through a generalized Liu procedure [29, 30], and by Heida and Málek [31]
following a different methodology. Korteweg-type models are also relevant
in the modeling of granular materials [32].

Remarkably, an explicit solution of the thermodynamical restrictions im-
posed by second law of thermodynamics in the general three-dimensional case
of a viscous Korteweg fluid has been obtained in Ref. [33]. Korteweg fluids
with the constitutive equation for Cauchy stress tensor given by relation (1)
belong to a subclass of materials of grade 3. In general, a continuum material
is said to be of grade n if the constitutive quantities are allowed to depend
on all gradients of the deformation of order equal to the integer n [34].

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, starting from the gov-
erning equations for the two constituents, we derive the evolution equations
for the basic fields we choose to describe the mixture (mixture mass density,
concentration of one constituent, barycentric and diffusion velocity, partial
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internal energies), together with the entropy inequality; the latter expresses,
locally, the second law of thermodynamics. Then, in Section 3, we sketch
the generalized Liu procedure we apply for the exploitation of the entropy
principle [26, 30], and recover a set of conditions ensuring that second law
of thermodynamics is satisfied for arbitrary thermodynamical processes. In
Section 4, we explicitly provide a solution to the restrictions on the consti-
tutive equations. The lengthy computations necessary to derive and solve
the compatibility restrictions placed by second law of thermodynamics are
handled with the help of some symbolic routines written in the Computer Al-
gebra System Reduce [35]. As a result, we are able to prove that second law
of thermodynamics allows the dependence of the constitutive equations on
all the gradients entering the state space, and so are compatible with a very
general form of the Cauchy stress tensor which encompasses the constitutive
equation of Korteweg fluids. The results achieved in this paper generalize
those recently obtained in the one-dimensional case [10]. Nevertheless, differ-
ently from the model considered in Ref. [10], here we include viscous terms in
the Cauchy stress tensors. Moreover, the extension to the three-dimensional
case carries out some more complications due to the constraints imposed
by objectivity principle on the representation of scalar, vectorial and tenso-
rial constitutive quantities; last but not the least, we have to be careful in
the derivation of the thermodynamic constraints because of the symmetry of
some tensorial quantities. In Section 5, the problem of determining the phase
boundaries at the equilibrium for the mixture is investigated; remarkably, it
is proved that the recovered constitutive quantities are such that we do not
have any limitation to the phase boundaries at the equilibrium. This problem
does not occur in the one-dimensional situation considered in Ref. [10] where
the equations for equilibrium are not overdetermined. Finally, Section 6 our
concluding remarks as well as possible developments of the present theory.

2 Field equations and entropy inequality

Let us consider a non-reacting binary mixture of Korteweg fluids. In the
absence of external forces and heat sources, and neglecting momentum and
energy exchanges between the components, the field equations for each con-
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stituent are

∂ρ(a)

∂t
+∇ ·

(

ρ(a)v(a)
)

= 0,

ρ(a)
(

∂v(a)

∂t
+ (v(a) · ∇)v(a)

)

−∇ ·T(a) = 0,

ρ(a)
(

∂ε(a)

∂t
+ v(a) · ∇ε(a)

)

−T(a) · ∇v(a) +∇ · q(a) = 0,

(2)

where the superscript (a) (a = 1, 2) labels the two constituents, ρ(a)(t,x)
denotes the mass density, v(a)(t,x) the velocity, ε(a)(t,x) the internal energy
per unit mass, T(a) the symmetric Cauchy stress tensor, and q(a) the heat
flux; here and in the sequel, A · B denotes the full contraction of vectors
and tensors, i.e., A · B = tr(ATB), where the superscript T stands for
transposition.

It is worth observing that, since the velocities of the components are
different, the convective time derivatives for the two fluids are not the same.
Let us introduce the mass density ρ of the whole mixture together with
the concentration c of the first constituent [2, 4], as well as the barycentric
velocity v of the whole mixture, and the diffusion velocity w of the first
constituent, namely

ρ = ρ(1) + ρ(2), c =
ρ(1)

ρ
, 0 < c < 1,

v =
ρ(1)v(1) + ρ(2)v(2)

ρ
, w = v(1) − v.

(3)

As basic fields to describe the binary mixture we take ρ, c, v, w, ε(1) and
ε(2), whereupon we are led to consider the following evolution equations for
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the binary mixture:

E (1) ≡
∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · (ρv) = 0,

E (2) ≡ ρ

(

∂c

∂t
+ v · ∇c

)

+∇ · (ρcw) = 0,

E (3) ≡ ρ

(

∂v

∂t
+ (v · ∇)v

)

−∇ ·

(

T(1) +T(2) −
ρc

1− c
w ⊗w

)

= 0,

E (4) ≡ ρc

(

∂w

∂t
+ ((v +w) · ∇)w + (w · ∇)v

)

−∇ ·T(1) + c∇ ·

(

T(1) +T(2) −
ρc

1− c
w ⊗w

)

= 0,

E (5) ≡ ρc

(

∂ε(1)

∂t
+ (v +w) · ∇ε(1)

)

−T(1) · ∇(v +w) +∇ · q(1) = 0,

E (6) ≡ ρ(1 − c)

(

∂ε(2)

∂t
+

(

v −
c

1− c
w

)

· ∇ε(2)
)

−T(2) · ∇

(

v −
c

1− c
w

)

+∇ · q(2) = 0.

(4)

The choice of the barycentric velocity v and the diffusion velocity w in place
of the velocities v(1) and v(2) of the two fluids is motivated by technical rea-
sons due to the integration of thermodynamic constraints: in fact, the state
space cannot include separately v(1) and v(2) because only their difference
is an objective quantity; on the contrary, w can belong to the state space.
These choices do not determine any loss of generality in the thermodynamical
analysis; moreover, the use of ρ and c in place of ρ(1) and ρ(2) does not affect
the results as well. Of course, the constitutive quantities we obtain can be
rewritten in terms of the fields related to the constituents (this is explicitly
done when considering the equilibrium conditions).

As far as the momentum equation E (3) for the whole mixture is concerned,
we observe that we may define the Cauchy stress tensor for the mixture, say

T = T(1) +T(2) −
ρc

1− c
w⊗w.

Moreover, the energy equation for the whole mixture,

ρ

(

∂ε

∂t
+ v · ∇ε

)

−T · ∇v +∇ · q = 0,
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can be obtained by combining the energy equations for the two components,
along with ρε = ρ(1)ε(1) + ρ(2)ε(2), and the total heat flux given by

q = q(1) + q(2) −

(

T(1) +
c

1− c
T(2) − ρc

(

ε(1) − ε(2) +
1− 2c

2(1− c)2
|w|2

))

w.

It is easily recognized that in the case of a non-diffusive mixture, i.e., w = 0,
the Cauchy stress tensor and the heat flux of the whole mixture are just the
sum of their partial contributions; however, in this case, taking into account
equation (4)4, the two partial Cauchy stress tensors must satisfy the condition

(1− c)∇ ·T(1) − c∇ ·T(2) = 0.

In the limiting cases c→ 1 (the mixture reduces to the first fluid component),
we have

v → v(1) and w → 0,

whereas for c→ 0 (the mixture reduces to the second fluid component), it is

v → v(2) and w → −v.

Finally, we consider the entropy inequality for the whole mixture that in
local form reads as

ρ

(

∂s

∂t
+ v · ∇s

)

+∇ · J ≥ 0, (5)

where s is the specific entropy, and J is the entropy flux.
The field equations (4) and the entropy inequality (5), once the variables

entering the state space have been assigned, must be supplemented by the
constitutive equations for partial Cauchy stress tensors, partial heat fluxes,
specific entropy and entropy flux. In view of equation (1), let us assume the
state space to be spanned by

Z =
{

ρ, c,w, ε(1), ε(2),∇ρ,∇c,L,∇w,∇ε(1),∇ε(2),∇∇ρ,∇∇c
}

, (6)

where L = sym(∇v), i.e., we consider a second order non-local theory.
The entropy principle imposes the inequality (5) be satisfied for arbitrary

thermodynamical processes [36, 37]. To find a set of conditions which are at
least sufficient for the fulfillment of such a requirement, we apply an extended
Liu procedure [26, 30], incorporating new restrictions consistent with higher
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order non-local constitutive theories. According to this procedure, in the
entropy inequality, we have to use as constraints the field equations, and
their gradient extensions too, up to the order of the gradients entering the
state space, by means of suitable Lagrange multipliers.

There is a simple rationale for using the gradients of the governing equa-
tions as additional constraints in the entropy inequality when dealing with
non-local constitutive equations. Thermodynamical processes are solutions
of the field equations, and, if these solutions are smooth enough, are triv-
ially solutions of their differential consequences (see also Ref. [38]). Since
the entropy inequality (5) has to be satisfied in arbitrary smooth processes,
then, from a mathematical viewpoint, we have to use also the differential
consequences of the equations governing those processes as constraints for
such an inequality. On the contrary, if we limit ourselves to consider as con-
straints only the field equations, we are led straightforwardly to a specific
entropy and Lagrange multipliers which are independent of the gradients of
the variables entering the state space [10, 33]. As a direct consequence, a
Cauchy stress tensor depending on the gradients of mass density should be
incompatible with second law of thermodynamics.

It is worth of being remarked that we assume the energy equations in
the classical form (i.e., no interstitial working [12] is introduced) and do not
postulate the functional form of entropy flux; remarkably, an entropy flux
given by the classical term and some additional contributions will arise in a
natural way from the algorithmic application of the procedure itself.

3 Extended Liu procedure and thermodynam-

ical restrictions

In order to exploit second law of thermodynamics, we take into account the
constraints imposed on entropy inequality by the field equations and their
gradient extensions; this task is accomplished by introducing the Lagrange
multipliers λ(1), λ(2), λ

(3) ≡ {λ
(3)
i , i = 1, 2, 3}, λ

(4) ≡ {λ
(4)
i , i = 1, 2, 3},

λ(5), λ(6), Λ(1) ≡ {Λ
(1)
i , i = 1, 2, 3}, Λ(2) ≡ {Λ

(2)
i , i = 1, 2, 3}, Λ(3) ≡

{Λ
(3)
ij , i, j = 1, 2, 3}, Λ(4) ≡ {Λ

(4)
ij , i, j = 1, 2, 3}, Λ(5) ≡ {Λ

(5)
i , i = 1, 2, 3},

Λ(6) ≡ {Λ
(6)
i , i = 1, 2, 3}, Θ(1) ≡ {Θ

(1)
ij , i, j = 1, 2, 3} and Θ(2) ≡ {Θ

(2)
ij , i, j =

1, 2, 3}, depending on the state space variables. Thus, the entropy inequality
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writes

ρ

(

∂s

∂t
+ v · ∇s

)

+∇ · J

− λ(1)E (1) − λ(2)E (2) − λ
(3) · E (3) − λ

(4) · E (4) − λ(5)E (5) − λ(6)E (6)

−Λ(1) · ∇E (1) −Λ(2) · ∇E (2) −Λ(3) · ∇E (3) −Λ(4) · ∇E (4)

−Λ(5) · ∇E (5) −Λ(6) · ∇E (6) −Θ(1) · ∇∇E (1) −Θ(2) · ∇∇E (2) ≥ 0.

(7)

The inequality (7) needs to be expanded by means of the chain rule; nev-
ertheless, since the computations though straightforward are tremendously
long (in fact, in the present case the expanded entropy inequality involves
1074395 terms!), we perform the task by using some routines written in
the Computer Algebra System Reduce [35], and we omit to report the full
form here. The main advantages of using these symbolic routines are that
we are able to extract the coefficients of a multivariate polynomial in some
derivatives of the field variables, and then solve, with the help of the Crack
package [39], the set of differential and algebraic conditions for the unknown
constitutive functions.

In the expanded version of (7), we can distinguish the highest derivatives
and the higher derivatives [25]. The formers are both the time derivatives of
the field variables and of the elements of the state space, which cannot be
expressed through the governing equations as functions of the thermodynam-
ical variables, and the spatial derivatives whose order is the highest one. On
the contrary, the higher derivatives are the spatial derivatives whose order is
not maximal but higher than that of the gradients entering the state space.
In the following, for the generic field u(t,x), let us use the following compact

notation for derivatives: u,t =
∂u

∂t
, u,i =

∂u

∂xi
, u,it =

∂2u

∂xi∂t
, u,ij =

∂2u

∂xi∂xj
,

. . . . As a consequence of the choice of the state space (6), the components
of the highest derivatives are

X =
{

ρ,t, c,t, vi,t, wi,t, ε
(1)
,t , ε

(2)
,t , ρ,kt, c,kt, vi,kt, wi,kt, ε

(1)
,kt , ε

(2)
,kt ,

ρ,kℓt, c,kℓt, vi,jkℓ, wi,jkℓ, ε
(1)
,jkℓ, ε

(2)
,jkℓ, ρ,jkℓm, c,jkℓm

}

,
(8)

whereas the components of the higher ones are

Y =
{

vi,jk, wi,jk, ε
(1)
,jk, ε

(2)
,jk, ρ,jkℓ, c,jkℓ

}

; (9)
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let n1 denote the number of the components of the highest derivatives, and n2

the number of the components of higher derivatives. Using these positions,
the entropy inequality (7) can be recasted in the compact form

A ·X+YTBY +C ·Y +D ≥ 0, (10)

where B is a symmetric matrix of order n2, A is a vector with n1 components,
C is a vector with n2 components, and D is a scalar; A, B, C and D depend
at most on the field variables and the gradients entering the state space.
Therefore, the left hand side of the inequality (10) is a polynomial which is
linear in the highest derivatives and quadratic in the higher ones. Because of
the constraints we imposed, the highest and higher derivatives may assume
arbitrary values, whereupon, in order to fulfill the second law of thermody-
namics, inequality (10) must hold for arbitrary X and Y. Therefore, the
coefficients of linear terms in the highest and higher derivatives must vanish,
otherwise, the entropy inequality could be easily violated. Since in principle
nothing prevents the possibility of a thermodynamical process where D = 0,
in order the inequality (10) be satisfied for every thermodynamical process,
the conditions

A = 0, C = 0, D ≥ 0, (11)

together with the requirement that B is a positive semidefinite matrix, are
sufficient for the fulfillment of the entropy inequality [26]. These sufficient
conditions provide a set of constraints on the constitutive equations.

From A = 0, we obtain the expressions for the components of Lagrange
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multipliers,

λ(1) = ρ
∂s

∂ρ
, λ(2) =

∂s

∂c
−
ρ,k

ρ

(

∂s

∂c,k
− 2

ρ,i

ρ

∂s

∂c,ik

)

−
ρ,ik

ρ

∂s

∂c,ik
,

λ
(3)
i = −

ρ,k

ρ

∂s

∂vi,k
, λ

(4)
i =

1

c

∂s

∂wi

−
ρc,k + cρ,k

ρc2
∂s

∂wi,k

,

λ(5) =
1

c

∂s

∂ε(1)
−
ρc,k + cρ,k

ρc2
∂s

∂ε
(1)
,k

,

λ(6) =
1

1− c

∂s

∂ε(2)
−

(1− c)ρ,k − ρc,k

ρ(1− c)2
∂s

∂ε
(2)
,k

,

Λ
(1)
k = ρ

∂s

∂ρ,k
, Λ

(2)
k =

∂s

∂c,k
− 2

ρ,i

ρ

∂s

∂c,ik
,

Λ
(3)
ik =

∂s

∂vi,k
, Λ

(4)
ik =

1

c

∂s

∂wi,k

, Λ
(5)
k =

1

c

∂s

∂ε
(1)
,k

,

Λ
(6)
k =

1

1− c

∂s

∂ε
(2)
,k

, Θ
(1)
ik = ρ

∂s

∂ρ,ik
, Θ

(2)
ik =

∂s

∂c,ik
,

(12)

as well as the following restrictions involving the specific entropy, partial
Cauchy stress tensors and heat fluxes:

〈

∂s

∂vi,k

(

∂T
(1)
ij

∂vℓ,m
+
∂T

(2)
ij

∂vℓ,m

)

+
1

c

∂s

∂wi,k

(

(1− c)
∂T

(1)
ij

∂vℓ,m
− c

∂T
(2)
ij

∂vℓ,m

)

−
1

c

∂s

∂ε
(1)
,k

∂q
(1)
j

∂vℓ,m
−

1

1− c

∂s

∂ε
(2)
,k

∂q
(2)
j

∂vℓ,m
− ρ2

∂s

∂ρ,km
δjℓ

〉

(jkℓm)

= 0,

(13)

〈

∂s

∂vi,k

(

∂T
(1)
ij

∂wℓ,m

+
∂T

(2)
ij

∂wℓ,m

)

+
1

c

∂s

∂wi,k

(

(1− c)
∂T

(1)
ij

∂wℓ,m

− c
∂T

(2)
ij

∂wℓ,m

)

−
1

c

∂s

∂ε
(1)
,k

∂q
(1)
j

∂wℓ,m

−
1

1− c

∂s

∂ε
(2)
,k

∂q
(2)
j

∂wℓ,m

− ρc
∂s

∂c,km
δjℓ

〉

(jkℓm)

= 0,

(14)

〈

∂s

∂vi,k

(

∂T
(1)
ij

∂ε
(1)
,ℓ

+
∂T

(2)
ij

∂ε
(1)
,ℓ

)

+
1

c

∂s

∂wi,k

(

(1− c)
∂T

(1)
ij

∂ε
(1)
,ℓ

− c
∂T

(2)
ij

∂ε
(1)
,ℓ

)

−
1

c

∂s

∂ε
(1)
,k

∂q
(1)
j

∂ε
(1)
,ℓ

−
1

1− c

∂s

∂ε
(2)
,k

∂q
(2)
j

∂ε
(1)
,ℓ

〉

(jkℓ)

= 0,

(15)
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〈

∂s

∂vi,k

(

∂T
(1)
ij

∂ε
(2)
,ℓ

+
∂T

(2)
ij

∂ε
(2)
,ℓ

)

+
1

c

∂s

∂wi,k

(

(1− c)
∂T

(1)
ij

∂ε
(2)
,ℓ

− c
∂T

(2)
ij

∂ε
(2)
,ℓ

)

−
1

c

∂s

∂ε
(1)
,k

∂q
(1)
j

∂ε
(2)
,ℓ

−
1

1− c

∂s

∂ε
(2)
,k

∂q
(2)
j

∂ε
(2)
,ℓ

〉

(jkℓ)

= 0,

(16)

〈

∂s

∂vi,k

(

∂T
(1)
ij

∂ρ,ℓm
+
∂T

(2)
ij

∂ρ,ℓm

)

+
1

c

∂s

∂wi,k

(

(1− c)
∂T

(1)
ij

∂ρ,ℓm
− c

∂T
(2)
ij

∂ρ,ℓm

)

−
1

c

∂s

∂ε
(1)
,k

∂q
(1)
j

∂ρ,ℓm
−

1

1− c

∂s

∂ε
(2)
,k

∂q
(2)
j

∂ρ,ℓm

〉

(jkℓm)

= 0,

(17)

〈

∂s

∂vi,k

(

∂T
(1)
ij

∂c,ℓm
+
∂T

(2)
ij

∂c,ℓm

)

+
1

c

∂s

∂wi,k

(

(1− c)
∂T

(1)
ij

∂c,ℓm
− c

∂T
(2)
ij

∂c,ℓm

)

−
1

c

∂s

∂ε
(1)
,k

∂q
(1)
j

∂c,ℓm
−

1

1− c

∂s

∂ε
(2)
,k

∂q
(2)
j

∂c,ℓm

〉

(jkℓm)

= 0,

(18)

where the symbol 〈F〉(i1...ir) denotes the symmetric part of the tensor function
F with respect to the indices i1 . . . ir.

It is easily ascertained by direct inspection of relations (12) that the
Lagrange multipliers and, hence, the specific entropy, are allowed to depend
on the gradients of the unknown variables, and the same holds true for the
partial Cauchy stress tensors. Moreover, as far as the relations (13)–(18) are
concerned, once we assign a representation for partial Cauchy stress tensors
and heat fluxes, the dependence of specific entropy on the gradients entering
the state space is somehow constrained.

The further thermodynamical restrictions, even if their computation is
straightforward, are omitted since their expression is rather long. Further-
more, analyzing the conditions coming from C = 0, it follows that the
entropy flux is no longer given by the constitutive equation postulated in
rational thermodynamics and an entropy extra-flux is obtained. Indeed, in
principle, this result could also be recovered in the classical Liu procedure,
since the Liu theorem states that the Lagrange multipliers are defined on the
whole state space [29]. However, in this case, such a dependence does not
imply an analogous dependence of the partial Cauchy stress tensors on the
gradients of the field variables, and the classical features of Korteweg-type
fluids are lost. As a final comment, we observe that the thermodynamic
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restrictions are obtained by the exploitation of a rigorous mathematical pro-
cedure; due to their length, we do not try to attribute to them a detailed
physical meaning. Nevertheless, the effectiveness of the procedure can be
judged on the basis of the physical admissibility of the results it produces.

In fact, in the next section, we give a solution to all the restrictions
by determining explicit constitutive equations for the partial Cauchy stress
tensors, the partial heat fluxes, the specific entropy and the entropy flux,
so proving that the thermodynamical constraints recovered by applying the
extended Liu procedure can be effectively solved, providing a complete and
physically meaningful solution.

4 Solution of thermodynamical constraints

All the thermodynamical restrictions derived in Section 3 are still too general
for being useful in concrete applications; therefore, a further simplification is
necessary according to specific models we want to manage. Thus, in order to
proceed with the exploitation of the entropy inequality for a binary mixture
of viscous Korteweg fluids, let us assume the following constitutive equations
for the partial Cauchy stress tensors and heat fluxes:

T(1) =
(

τ
(1)
0 + τ

(1)
1 |∇ρ|2 + τ

(1)
2 ∇ρ · ∇c+ τ

(1)
3 |∇c|2 + τ

(1)
4 ∆ρ

+ τ
(1)
5 ∆c+ τ

(1)
6 ∇ · (v +w)

)

I

+ τ
(1)
7 ∇ρ⊗∇ρ+ τ

(1)
8 sym (∇ρ⊗∇c) + τ

(1)
9 ∇c⊗∇c

+ τ
(1)
10 ∇∇ρ+ τ

(1)
11 ∇∇c+ τ

(1)
12 sym (∇ (v +w)) ,

T(2) =
(

τ
(2)
0 + τ

(2)
1 |∇ρ|2 + τ

(2)
2 ∇ρ · ∇c+ τ

(2)
3 |∇c|2 + τ

(2)
4 ∆ρ

+ τ
(2)
5 ∆c+ τ

(2)
6 ∇ ·

(

v −
c

1− c
w

))

I

+ τ
(2)
7 ∇ρ⊗∇ρ+ τ

(2)
8 sym (∇ρ⊗∇c) + τ

(2)
9 ∇c⊗∇c

+ τ
(2)
10 ∇∇ρ+ τ

(2)
11 ∇∇c+ τ

(2)
12 sym

(

∇

(

v −
c

1− c
w

))

,

q(1) = q
(1)
1 ∇ε(1) + q

(1)
2 ∇ε(2),

q(2) = q
(2)
1 ∇ε(1) + q

(2)
2 ∇ε(2),

(19)
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where q
(a)
j (j = 1, 2) and τ

(a)
k (k = 0, . . . , 12), with a = 1, 2, are suitable

scalar material functions depending at most on (ρ, c, |w|, ε(1), ε(2)).
Moreover, let us expand the specific entropy s around the homogeneous

equilibrium state (where all gradients vanish), at the first order on the gra-
dients of mass density of the whole mixture and concentration of the first
constituent, i.e.,

s = ŝ0 + ŝ1|∇ρ|
2 + ŝ2∇ρ · ∇c+ ŝ3|∇c|

2, (20)

where ŝi ≡ ŝi(ρ, c, |w|, ε(1), ε(2)) (i = 0, . . . , 3) are some scalar functions of
the indicated arguments. We are aware that expression (20) is not the most
general representation of the entropy density as an isotropic scalar func-
tion, but it is enough for our purposes. The presence of terms involving the
gradients of ρ and c in the expression of the specific entropy is crucial for
the compatibility of non-local Cauchy stress tensors with the second law of
thermodynamics[10].

On the basis of the assumptions on constitutive relations (19) and (20),
the thermodynamical constraints provide a large set of partial differential
equations that we manage using some routines written in the Computer
Algebra System Reduce [35]; then, we are able to solve the restrictions (13)–
(18) so obtaining the form of the coefficients entering the specific entropy:

ŝ0 =
1

ρ
(ρcs01 + ρ(1− c)s02 + φ1 + φ2) ,

ŝ1 =
∂3s1

∂ρ3
, ŝ2 = ρ

∂3s2

∂ρ3
, ŝ3 =

∂

∂ρ

(

ρ2
∂s3

∂ρ

)

,

(21)

along with the functions s01 ≡ s01(ε
(1)), s02 ≡ s02(ε

(2)), si ≡ si(ρ, c) (i =
1, 2, 3), φ1 ≡ φ1(ρc) = φ1(ρ

(1)) and φ2 ≡ φ2(ρ(1− c)) = φ2(ρ
(2)).

The principle of maximum entropy at equilibrium is satisfied if (20) is such
that the quadratic part in the gradients is negative semidefinite, whence

∂3s1

∂ρ3
≤ 0, ρ

∂2s3

∂ρ2
+ 2

∂s3

∂ρ
≤ 0,

∂3s1

∂ρ3

(

ρ
∂2s3

∂ρ2
+ 2

∂s3

∂ρ

)

−
ρ

4

(

∂3s2

∂ρ3

)2

≥ 0.

(22)

It is worth noticing that the product of the mixture density times the
equilibrium part of the specific entropy is the sum of two contributions cor-
responding to the two fluids; each contribution, in fact, depends on the par-
tial mass density and internal energy of the corresponding fluid. On the
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contrary, such a consideration is not applicable to the non-local part of the
specific entropy, where the contributions of the two fluids are strictly tangled.
In situations close to the equilibrium, we can introduce the partial absolute
temperatures of the two fluids, say

1

θ(1)
= c

ds01

dε(1)
,

1

θ(2)
= (1− c)

ds02

dε(2)
, (23)

and the absolute temperature θ of the whole mixture can be defined as

θ = cθ(1) + (1− c)θ(2) =

(

ds01

dε(1)

)

−1

+

(

ds02

dε(2)

)

−1

. (24)

Furthermore, by considering relations (23), if the second order derivatives
of s01(ε

(1)) and s02(ε
(2)) are non-vanishing, by using the implicit function

theorem, the internal energies ε(1) and ε(2) can be expressed as functions of
θ̂(1) = cθ(1), and θ̂(2) = (1 − c)θ(2), respectively. Consequently, the partial
heat fluxes take the form

q(a) = q
(a)
1 c

dε(1)

dθ̂(1)
∇θ(1) + q

(a)
2 (1− c)

dε(2)

dθ̂(2)
∇θ(2)

+

(

q
(a)
1 θ(1)

dε(1)

dθ̂(1)
− q

(a)
2 θ(2)

dε(2)

dθ̂(2)

)

∇c.

(25)

The first two terms describe Fourier-like effects, whereas the third one pro-
vides a contribution to the partial heat fluxes due to the gradient of concen-
tration. In the particular case where

q
(a)
1 θ(1)

dε(1)

dθ̂(1)
= q

(a)
2 θ(2)

dε(2)

dθ̂(2)
, a = 1, 2, (26)

the constitutive laws for the partial heat fluxes reduce to

q(a) = q
(a)
1

dε(1)

dθ̂(1)

(

c∇θ(1) + (1− c)
θ(1)

θ(2)
∇θ(2)

)

, (27)

whereas, if the more restrictive assumption

q
(a)
1

dε(1)

dθ̂(1)
= q

(a)
2

dε(2)

dθ̂(2)
= q(a), a = 1, 2,
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is satisfied, then

q(a) = q(a)∇
(

cθ(1) + (1− c)θ(2)
)

= q(a)∇θ. (28)

i.e., we recognize the classical Fourier law of heat conduction.
Moreover, the following expressions for the material functions entering

the two partial Cauchy stress tensors are determined:

τ
(1)
0 = θ(1)c (ρcφ′

1 − φ1) , τ
(2)
0 = θ(2)(1− c) (ρ(1− c)φ′

2 − φ2) ,

τ
(a)
1 = θ(a)(c(a))2

(

c(a)
(

∂3s1

∂ρ2∂c
− ρ

∂4s1

∂ρ3∂c
+ ρ2

∂

∂ρ

(

ρ2
∂3s2

∂ρ3
−
∂s2

∂ρ

))

−
∂

∂ρ

(

ρ2
∂3s1

∂ρ3

))

,

τ
(a)
2 = 2θ(a)ρ(c(a))2

(

−
∂

∂ρ

(

ρ
∂3s1

∂ρ2∂c

)

+
∂2s2

∂ρ2
+ c(a)

∂3

∂ρ3

(

ρ2s3
)

)

,

τ
(a)
3 = θ(a)ρ2c(a)

(

∂2s2

∂ρ2
−

∂3s1

∂ρ2∂c
− ρc(a)

∂4s2

∂ρ3∂c
+ ρ2c(a)

∂3s3

∂ρ3
+ ρc(1)c(2)

∂3s3

∂ρ2∂c

+ ρ(5c(a) + c(a))
∂2s3

∂ρ2
+ 2c(1)c(2)

∂2s3

∂ρ∂c
+ (4c(a) + 2c(a))

∂s3

∂ρ

)

,

τ
(a)
4 = 2θ(a)ρ(c(a))3

(

−
∂3s1

∂ρ2∂c
+
∂2s2

∂ρ2
+ ρc(a)

∂2s3

∂ρ2
+ 2c(a)

∂s3

∂ρ

)

,

τ
(a)
5 = 2θ(a)ρ2(c(a))2

(

−
∂3s1

∂ρ2∂c
+
∂2s2

∂ρ2
+ ρc(a)

∂2s3

∂ρ2
+ 2c(a)

∂s3

∂ρ

)

,

τ
(a)
7 = θ(a)ρ(c(a))2

(

2
∂3s1

∂ρ3
− c(a)

∂3s2

∂ρ3

)

,

τ
(a)
8 = 4θ(a)ρ(c(a))2

(

∂3s1

∂ρ2∂c
−
∂2s2

∂ρ2
− c(a)

(

ρ
∂2s3

∂ρ2
+ 2

∂s3

∂ρ

))

,

τ
(a)
9 = 2θ(a)ρ2c(a)

(

∂3s1

∂ρ2∂c
−
∂2s2

∂ρ2
− c(a)

(

ρ
∂2s3

∂ρ2
+ 2

∂s3

∂ρ

))

,

τ
(a)
10 = τ

(a)
11 = 0,

where the prime ′ denotes differentiation with respect to the argument, c(1) =
c(2) = c, c(2) = c(1) = c− 1, and a = 1, 2.

The scalar functions si (i = 1, 2, 3), involved in the expression of the
entropy density and in the partial Cauchy stress tensors, have to satisfy the
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following additional constraints:

2
∂3s1

∂ρ2∂c
− ρ

∂3s2

∂ρ3
− 2

∂2s2

∂ρ2
= 0, (29)

4c3
(

ρ
∂2s1

∂ρ2
−
∂s1

∂ρ

)

+ 2c3
(

c(1− c)

(

ρ
∂3s2

∂ρ2∂c
−
∂2s2

∂ρ∂c

)

+(1− 2c)

(

ρ
∂2s2

∂ρ2
−
∂s2

∂ρ

))

− 4c4(1− c)
∂

∂ρ

(

ρ2
∂s3

∂ρ
+ ρs3

)

−c3ψ′

2 − ψ1 = 0, (30)

2c3
(

ρ2
∂3s1

∂ρ3
+ ρ(1 − 2c)

∂3s1

∂ρ2∂c
− c(1− c)

∂3s1

∂ρ∂c2
− 2(1− 2c)

∂2s1

∂ρ∂c

)

+2c3
(

c(1− c)
∂2s2

∂ρ∂c
+ (1− 2c)

∂s2

∂ρ

)

+ c3ψ′

2 + ψ1 = 0, (31)

2c3
(

ρ2
∂3s1

∂ρ3
− ρ(1− 2c)

∂3s1

∂ρ2∂c
+ c(1− c)

∂3s1

∂ρ∂c2
+ 2(1− 2c)

∂2s1

∂ρ∂c

)

+2c3
(

ρ2(1− 2c)
∂3s2

∂ρ3
− c(1− c)

∂2s2

∂ρ∂c
− (1− 2c)

∂s2

∂ρ

)

−4ρc4(1− c)

(

ρ
∂2s3

∂ρ2
+ 2

∂s3

∂ρ

)

− c3ψ′

2 − ψ1 = 0, (32)

c5(1− c)2
(

c(1− c)
∂4s1

∂c4
− ρ(1− 2c)

∂4s1

∂ρ∂c3
− ρ2

∂4s1

∂ρ2∂c2
+ 5(1− 2c)

∂3s1

∂c3

+4ρ
∂3s1

∂ρ∂c2
− 12

∂2s1

∂c2
+ ρ3

∂4s2

∂ρ3∂c
+ ρ2(1− 2c)

∂4s2

∂ρ2∂c2
− ρc(1− c)

∂4s2

∂ρ∂c3

−3ρ2
∂3s2

∂ρ2∂c
− 5ρ(1− 2c)

∂3s2

∂ρ∂c2
+ c(1− c)

∂3s2

∂c3
+ 12ρ

∂2s2

∂ρ∂c

+5(1− 2c)
∂2s2

∂c2
− 12

∂s2

∂c
− ρ4

∂3s3

∂ρ3
− ρ3(1− 2c)

∂3s3

∂ρ2∂c

+ρ2c(1− c)
∂3s3

∂ρ∂c2
− 2ρ3

∂2s3

∂ρ2
+ ρ2(1− 2c)

∂2s3

∂ρ∂c
+ 2ρc(1− c)

∂2s3

∂c2

− 2ρ2
∂s3

∂ρ
+ 4ρ(1− 2c)

∂s3

∂c
− 4ρs3

)

= 0, (33)
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4c3
(

c2(1− c2)
∂3s1

∂c3
− 2ρ2(1− 2c)

∂2s1

∂ρ2
+ ρ(2− 7c(1− c))

∂2s1

∂ρ∂c

+ 4c(1− c)(1− 2c)
∂2s1

∂c2
+ 2ρ(1− 2c)

∂s1

∂ρ
− 4c(1− c)

∂s1

∂c

)

−2c3
(

ρc2(1− c)2
∂3s2

∂ρ∂c2
+ 2ρ2(2− 7c(1− c))

∂2s2

∂ρ2

+6ρc(1− c)

(

(1− 2c)
∂2s2

∂ρ∂c
−
∂s2

∂ρ

)

− 4c(1− c)

(

(1− 2c)
∂s2

∂c
− s2

))

+4ρc4(1− c)

(

3ρ(1− 2c)
∂s3

∂ρ
+ c(1− c)

∂s3

∂c
+ 3(1− 2c)s3

)

−(1− c)
(

ρ(cψ′

1 − 3ψ1) + c4(ρψ′′

2 + ψ′′

3)
)

= 0, (34)

2c3
(

c2(1− c)2
∂3s1

∂c3
− 2ρ2(1− 2c)

∂2s1

∂ρ2
+ 2ρ(1− 2c)2

∂2s1

∂ρ∂c

+ 4c(1− c)(1− 2c)
∂2s1

∂c2
+ 2ρ(1− 2c)

∂s1

∂ρ
− 4c(1− c)

∂s1

∂c

)

−2c3
(

2ρ(1− 2c)

(

ρ(1− 2c)
∂2s2

∂ρ2
+ c(1− c)

∂2s2

∂ρ∂c

)

+c(1− c)

(

c(1− c)
∂2s2

∂c2
− 2ρ

∂s2

∂ρ

))

−2ρc4(1− c)

(

ρc(1− c)
∂2s3

∂ρ∂c
− 2(1− 2c)

(

ρ
∂s3

∂ρ
+ s3

))

−(1 − c)
(

ρ(cψ′

1 − 3ψ1) + c4(ρψ′′

2 + ψ′′

3 )
)

= 0, (35)

where ψi ≡ ψi(c) (i = 1, 2, 3) are arbitrary functions of the indicated argu-
ment.

Furthermore, by requiring in the entropy inequality the condition C = 0,
i.e., vanishing the coefficients of linear terms in the higher derivatives, we
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obtain the following representation of the entropy flux:

J =
q(1)

cθ(1)
+

q(2)

(1− c)θ(2)
+

(

ρc(s01 − s02) + φ1 −
c

1− c
φ2

)

w

+
(

2ρ2ŝ1(∇ · v) + ρcŝ2(∇ ·w)
)

∇ρ

+
(

ρ2ŝ2(∇ · v) + 2ρcŝ3(∇ ·w)
)

∇c

+

(

c

2
ŝ2|∇ρ|

2 + 2cŝ3(∇ρ · ∇c) + ρ
ρŝ2 + 2(1− 2c)ŝ3

2(1− c)
|∇c|2

)

w

+ (ρŝ2 − 2cŝ3)(∇c ·w)∇ρ− ρ
ρŝ2 − 2cŝ3

1− c
(∇c ·w)∇c,

(36)

where relations (21) and (29)–(35) have been used.

In (36) we recognize the contribution of the classical terms
q(1)

cθ(1)
and

q(2)

(1− c)θ(2)
, and an entropy extra-flux [14] depending on the diffusion velocity,

the divergence of the barycentric and diffusion velocities, together with the
first order gradients of the mass density of the mixture and the concentration
of the first constituent. Therefore, the extra-flux, as one expects, includes
the effects due to the interaction of the two fluids, and the diffusion velocity
plays an important role. However, even if diffusive effects are neglected (i.e,
w = 0), the entropy extra-flux does not vanish, and is similar to the one
derived in Ref. [33] for a single Korteweg fluid.

The matrix B, with the above results, identically vanishes, and the en-
tropy inequality reduces to

q(1) · ∇

(

ds01

dε(1)

)

+ q(2) · ∇

(

ds02

dε(2)

)

+
(

τ
(1)
6 (∇ · (v +w))2 + τ

(1)
12 (∇(v +w) · ∇(v +w))

) ds01

dε(1)

+

(

τ
(2)
6

(

∇ ·

(

v −
c

1− c
w

))2

+ τ
(2)
12

(

∇

(

v−
c

1− c
w

)

· ∇

(

v −
c

1− c
w

)))

ds02

dε(2)
≥ 0.

(37)

The residual entropy inequality (37) turns out to be a homogeneous quadratic
polynomial in some gradients entering the state space, whose coefficients
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depend at most on the field variables; such a relation is satisfied for all the
thermodynamical processes if and only if the following inequalities hold true:

q
(1)
1 s′′01 ≥ 0, q

(2)
2 s′′02 ≥ 0,

τ
(1)
6 s′01 ≥ 0, τ

(1)
12 s

′

01 ≥ 0, τ
(2)
6 s′02 ≥ 0, τ

(2)
12 s

′

02 ≥ 0,

4q
(1)
1 q

(2)
2 s′′01s

′′

02 −
(

q
(1)
2 s′′01 + q

(2)
1 s′′02

)2

≥ 0.

(38)

Since

s′01 =
1

cθ(1)
> 0, s′02 =

1

(1− c)θ(2)
> 0,

s′′01 = −
1

c(θ(1))2
∂θ(1)

∂ε(1)
< 0, s′′02 = −

1

(1− c)(θ(2))2
∂θ(2)

∂ε(2)
< 0,

(39)

the inequalities (38) imply also

q
(1)
1 ≤ 0, q

(2)
2 ≤ 0, τ

(1)
6 ≥ 0, τ

(1)
12 ≥ 0, τ

(2)
6 ≥ 0, τ

(2)
12 ≥ 0,

that are physically admissible.
Thus, the results above detailed complete the exploitation of entropy

inequality for the three-dimensional case of a binary mixture of third grade
viscous Korteweg fluids with two velocities and two temperatures.

As a final remark, we note that all the constitutive equations above deter-
mined must be such that the differential constraints (29)–(35), that cannot
be solved in general, are satisfied. Nevertheless, we are able to prove that
they are compatible by exhibiting a particular solution characterizing the
scalar functions si (i = 1, 2, 3), ψ1 and ψ3:

s1 = ρ (κ1(1− log(ρ)) + ρχ1 + χ2) ,

s2 = ρ

(

ρχ′

1 + χ3 − κ2
log(ρ)

ρc(1− c)

)

,

s3 =
1

2c(1− c)
(−c(1− c)χ′′

2 − 2(1− 2c)χ′

2 − 2χ2 + κ1(2 log(ρ)− 5)

− 2κ2
16c2(1− c)2arctanh(1− 2c)− (1− 2c)(log(ρ)− 4c(1− c)− 1)

ρc(1− c)
,

ψ1 = c3 (−2κ1 + 2c(1− c)(χ′′

2 − χ′

3) + 2(1− 2c)(2χ′

2 − χ3)− ψ′

2) ,

ψ3 = −4κ2 (2c arctanh(1− 2c) + log(c)) + κ3c + κ4,

(40)
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χi (i = 1, 2, 3) being arbitrary functions depending on c, and κi (i = 1, . . . , 4)
arbitrary constants; in such a way, conditions (29)–(35) are identically satis-
fied.

Because of these positions, the specific entropy can be written in the form

s =
1

ρ
(ρcs01 + ρ(1− c)s02 + φ1 + φ2)

+
κ1

ρ2
|∇ρ|2 − 2

κ2

ρ2c(1− c)
∇ρ · ∇c +

κ1ρc(1− c)− κ2(1− 2c)

ρc2(1− c)2
|∇c|2,

(41)

and the principle of maximum entropy at equilibrium holds true in the fol-
lowing two cases:

• κ2 ≤ 0 and κ1 ≤
κ2

ρc
;

• κ2 > 0 and κ1 ≤
κ2

ρ(c− 1)
.

Furthermore, the material functions entering the partial Cauchy stress ten-
sors simplify to

τ
(1)
0 = θ(1)c (ρcφ′

1 − φ1) , τ
(2)
0 = θ(2)(1− c) (ρ(1 − c)φ′

2 − φ2) ,

τ
(1)
1 = −κ2θ

(1) c

ρ2
, τ

(2)
1 = κ2θ

(2)1− c

ρ2
,

τ
(1)
2 = 2θ(1)

κ2 − 2κ1ρc

ρ
, τ

(2)
2 = 2θ(2)

κ2 + 2κ1ρ(1 − c)

ρ
,

τ
(1)
3 = −κ2

θ(1)

c
, τ

(2)
3 = κ2

θ(2)

1− c
,

τ
(1)
4 = 2θ(1)

c

ρ
(κ2 − κ1ρc), τ

(2)
4 = −2θ(2)

1− c

ρ
(κ2 + κ1ρ(1 − c)),

τ
(1)
5 = 2θ(1)(κ2 − κ1ρc), τ

(2)
5 = 2θ(2)(κ2 + κ1ρ(1− c)),

τ
(1)
7 = −2θ(1)

c

ρ2
(κ2 − κ1ρc), τ

(2)
7 = 2θ(2)

1− c

ρ2
(κ2 + κ1ρ(1− c)),

τ
(1)
8 = −4θ(1)

κ2 − κ1ρc

ρ
, τ

(2)
8 = −4θ(2)

κ2 + κ1ρ(1− c)

ρ
,

τ
(1)
9 = −2θ(1)

κ2 − κ1ρc

c
, τ

(2)
9 = 2θ(2)

κ2 + κ1ρ(1− c)

1− c
,

(42)
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and the entropy flux J, given in (36), reduces to:

J =
q(1)

cθ(1)
+

q(2)

(1− c)θ(2)
+

(

ρc(s01 − s02) + φ1 −
c

1− c
φ2

)

w

+

(

2κ1(∇ · v)− 2
κ2

ρ(1− c)
(∇ ·w)

)

∇ρ

+

(

−2
κ2

c(1− c)
(∇ · v) + 2

κ1ρc(1− c)− κ2(1− 2c)

c(1− c)2
(∇ ·w)

)

∇c

+

(

−
κ2

ρ2(1− c)
|∇ρ|2 + 2

κ1ρc(1− c)− κ2(1− 2c)

ρc(1− c)2
(∇ρ · ∇c)

+
κ1ρc(1− c(3− 2c))− κ2(1− 3c(1− c))

c2(1− c)3
|∇c|2

)

w

− 2
κ1ρ(1− c) + κ2

ρ(1− c)2
(∇c ·w)∇ρ+ 2

κ1ρ(1− c) + κ2

(1− c)3
(∇c ·w)∇c.

(43)

5 Equilibrium conditions

By using the expression of the constitutive laws provided in the previous
section, let us consider the problem of determining the phase boundaries
at the equilibrium for the mixture on a purely mechanical framework. At
equilibrium, the partial temperatures are constant and equal, and v = w = 0.
Before analyzing this problem, let us recall a general result established for
the phase boundaries at equilibrium of a Korteweg fluid. The search for
equilibrium configurations of a Korteweg fluid whose Cauchy stress tensor is
given by (1) requires to solve the condition

∇ ·
((

−p + α1|∇ρ|
2 + α2∆ρ

)

I+ α3∇ρ⊗∇ρ+ α4∇∇ρ
)

= 0, (44)

where the pressure p and the material functions αi (i = 1, . . . , 4) now depend
only on the mass density ρ. Condition (44) has three independent compo-
nents while liquid-vapor phase equilibria are determined by just one physical
variable, namely the mass density, i.e., the equilibrium system (44) is overde-
termined. A remarkable result obtained in 1983 by Serrin [40] proved that,
unless rather special conditions are satisfied, the only geometric phase bound-
aries which are consistent with relation (44) are either spherical, cylindrical,
or planar. Using a general theorem proved in Ref. [41], Serrin was able to
prove that the constitutive equation (1) must be such that the coefficients
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therein involved must obey the condition

(α1 + α3)

(

∂α4

∂ρ
− α3

)

+
1

2

(

(

∂α4

∂ρ
− α3

)2

− (α2 + α4)
∂

∂ρ

(

∂α4

∂ρ
− α3

)

)

= 0,

(45)

in order to avoid [41] that the solution of (44) possesses solutions described
only by level surfaces with constant mean and Gaussian curvature [42, 43, 44],
which are either (pieces of) concentric spheres, or concentric circular cylin-
ders, or parallel planes. From the physical viewpoint, this result reflects the
experimental evidence that several (but not all) phase boundaries have con-
stant mean curvature. On the other hand, the question can be raised whether
equation (45) is physically necessary, since without it the theory allows very
few equilibrium configurations. It is worth observing that, although rather
unusual, this fact surely does not necessarily lead to the condition (45).
Moreover, as it turns out by the results of Section 3, the second law of ther-
modynamics, in the form of the generalized Clausius-Duhem inequality (7),
does not require (45). Under these circumstances, Serrin argued that his
result only offers significant reasons to accept the restriction (45) for any
physically realistic Korteweg fluid [40], although it is not a necessary con-
dition for the equilibrium. We remark that in Ref. [33], where a complete
thermodynamical analysis of viscous Korteweg fluids has been done, the con-
stitutive functions therein determined can be chosen in such a way the Serrin
condition is fulfilled.

Let us now focus on mechanical equilibrium configurations for a mixture
of two Korteweg fluids, i.e., we have to investigate the relations:

∇ ·
((

τ
(a)
0 + τ

(a)
1 |∇ρ|2 + τ

(a)
2 ∇ρ · ∇c+ τ

(a)
3 |∇c|2 + τ

(a)
4 ∆ρ+ τ

(a)
5 ∆c

)

I

+ τ
(a)
7 ∇ρ⊗∇ρ+ τ

(a)
8 sym (∇ρ⊗∇c) + τ

(a)
9 ∇c⊗∇c

+τ
(a)
10 ∇∇ρ+ τ

(a)
11 ∇∇c

)

= 0, a = 1, 2;

(46)

notice that we have an overdetermined system with six scalar differential
equations for the two unknowns ρ and c.

Taking into account the expressions of the material functions τ
(a)
i , along

with the differential constraints (29)–(35), we notice that the conditions (46)
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can be written as

∇ ·
((

−p(a) + α
(a)
1 |∇ρ(a)|2 + α

(a)
2 ∆ρ(a)

)

I

+α
(a)
3 ∇ρ(a) ⊗∇ρ(a) + α

(a)
4 ∇∇ρ(a)

)

= 0, a = 1, 2,
(47)

where

p(1) = −τ
(1)
0 , p(2) = −τ

(2)
0 ,

α
(1)
1 =

τ
(1)
1

c2
=
τ
(1)
3

ρ2
, α

(2)
1 =

τ
(2)
1

(1− c)2
=
τ
(2)
3

ρ2
,

α
(1)
2 =

τ
(1)
4

c
=
τ
(1)
5

ρ
=
τ
(1)
2

2
− α

(1)
1 ρc, α

(2)
2 =

τ
(2)
4

1− c
= −

τ
(2)
5

ρ
= −

τ
(2)
2

2
− α

(2)
1 ρ(1− c),

α
(1)
3 =

τ
(1)
7

c2
=
τ
(1)
8

2ρc
=
τ
(1)
9

ρ2
, α

(2)
3 =

τ
(2)
7

(1− c)2
= −

τ
(2)
8

2ρ(1− c)
=
τ
(2)
9

ρ2
,

α
(1)
4 = τ

(1)
10 = τ

(1)
11 , α

(2)
4 = τ

(2)
10 = τ

(2)
11 .

(48)
Therefore, the equilibrium conditions are somehow decoupled, even if the

coefficients therein involved depend on ρ and c. In such a way, the Serrin
conditions corresponding to the equations (47) read

(

α
(a)
1 + α

(a)
3

)

(

∂α
(a)
4

∂ρ(a)
− α

(a)
3

)

+
1

2





(

∂α
(a)
4

∂ρ(a)
− α

(a)
3

)2

−
(

α
(a)
2 + α

(a)
4

) ∂

∂ρ(a)

(

∂α
(a)
4

∂ρ(a)
− α

(a)
3

)



 = 0,

(49)

for a = 1, 2.
By inserting the expressions (48), it is easy to recognize that the condi-

tions (49) are identically satisfied; then, no further restrictions to the phase
boundaries at equilibrium arise; this implies that the level surfaces of phase
boundaries are not constrained to be pieces of concentric spheres, or concen-
tric circular cylinders, or parallel planes. The material functions entering the
partial Cauchy stress tensors here determined can be used, at least in the
simpler form (42), to solve the equilibrium conditions and compare the nu-
merical results to the experimental ones. This will be a natural development
of the present paper, and we plan to pursue this goal.
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6 Conclusions

In this paper, the restrictions imposed by entropy principle on the consti-
tutive equations for a binary mixtures of viscous Korteweg fluids with two
temperatures and two velocities are derived and solved, so extending the re-
sults obtained in Ref. [10] in the one-dimensional case; it is worth of being
underlined that the model here considered includes also viscosity terms in the
expression of partial Cauchy stress tensors so facing a more realistic situation
with respect to the case investigated in Ref. [10]. Because of the non-locality
of the constitutive equations, we exploited the second law of thermodynamics
by means of an extended Liu method.

First, the field equations for the two constituents, taking into account that
they have different velocities, and so different material time derivatives, are
considered. The studied model neglects the action of external body forces,
namely the gravity, and heat sources, as well as momentum and energy ex-
changes between the components. Some of these aspects will be considered
in a forthcoming paper. Then, the evolution equations for the mass density
of the mixture, the concentration of one constituent, the barycentric and the
diffusion velocities, and the internal energies of the constituents are obtained.
It has been assumed a state space containing also second order gradients of
the mixture mass density and of the concentration. Therefore, by using the
extended Liu procedure, we were able to prove that the non-local constitu-
tive equations are compatible with second law of thermodynamics. Even if
the computation of the thermodynamical constraints is straightforward, the
intermediate results involve terribly long expression that we are forced to
manage by using some symbolic routines written in the Computer Algebra
System Reduce [35].

Remarkably, we were able to explicitly solve the thermodynamical con-
straints by obtaining Cauchy stress tensors for the two fluids that are suf-
ficiently general to include that proposed by Korteweg in 1901 [20]. The
solution presented in this paper generalizes to the three-dimensional case the
results obtained in Ref. [10] in one space dimension; moreover, it is complete,
physically sound and immediately applicable.

As a consequence of the procedure (which is completely algorithmic), af-
ter expanding around the equilibrium the specific entropy retaining only first
order terms in the gradients of the mixture mass density and concentration
of one constituent, the expression of the entropy flux naturally arises. The
latter contains the classical part and an extra-flux depending on the diffusion
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velocity, on the gradients of mixture mass density and concentration of one
constituent, and on the divergence of barycentric and diffusion velocities. It
is worth of being remarked that the extra-term in the entropy flux comes
as a byproduct of the application of the extended Liu procedure without
neither postulating its existence from the beginning nor modifying a priori

the energy balances or the Clausius-Duhem inequality. Finally, we explored
possible additional constraints imposed by studying the equilibrium configu-
rations of the mixture and proved that no restrictions exist on the admissible
phase boundaries.

The theoretical results derived here contain some degrees of freedom and
may serve as a basis for experimental and/or numerical investigations. In
particular, work is in progress to numerically integrate the equilibrium con-
ditions and determine the level surfaces of phase boundaries [at least in the
case of Cauchy stress tensors involving the material functions given in (42)],
as well as to derive a reduced evolution equation for waves propagating in a
mixture of Korteweg fluids.

Also, we plan to investigate the possibility of applying the methodology
here used to liquid Helium 2 below the so called λ-point. In fact, in this con-
dition, Helium 2 behaves as a mixture of a fluid component and a superfluid
one [45], where non-local effects are detectable and non-local constitutive
equations are crucial [46]. Thus, it could be interesting to investigate if two
different temperatures could play a role and provide a deeper insight in the
physics of the problem.
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