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Abstract
In this work it is shown how the entropy scaling paradigm introduced by Rosen-
feld (Phys Rev A 15:2545–2549, 1977, https://​doi.​org/​10.​1103/​PhysR​evA.​15.​2545) 
can be extended to calculate the viscosities of branched alkanes by group contribu-
tion methods (GCM), making the technique more predictive. Two equations of state 
(EoS) requiring only a few adjustable parameters (Lee–Kesler–Plöcker and PC-
SAFT) were used to calculate the thermodynamic properties of linear and branched 
alkanes. These EOS models were combined with first-order and second-order group 
contribution methods to obtain the fluid-specific scaling factor allowing the scaled 
viscosity values to be mapped onto the generalized correlation developed by Yang et 
al. (J Chem Eng Data 66:1385–1398, 2021, https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​jced.​0c010​
09) The second-order scheme offers a more accurate estimation of the fluid-specific 
scaling factor, and overall the method yields an AARD of 10 % versus 8.8 % when 
the fluid-specific scaling factor is fit directly to the experimental data. More accurate 
results are obtained when using the PC-SAFT EoS, and the GCM generally out-
performs other estimation schemes proposed in the literature for the fluid-specific 
scaling factor.
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1  Introduction

Rosenfeld [1] suggested a link between the residual entropy and transport proper-
ties of dense fluids. Since its development, the model was applied, modified, and 
improved by several authors, see, e.g., [2–6]. Yang et al. [7] proposed a predic-
tive entropy scaling model for mixtures focusing on refrigerants. Basically, only 
one parameter of this model, i.e., the fluid-specific scaling factor � , needs to be 
fitted to experimental viscosity data for each fluid of interest. In order to make 
the model entirely predictive, Yang et al. [8] suggested to estimate the fluid-spe-
cific scaling factor based on the residual entropy of the fluid at the critical point 
according to � = 0.7 ⋅ s+

crit
 with s+ = −sres∕R with sres being the residual entropy 

and R the universal gas constant. In order to evaluate the predictive method sug-
gested by Yang et al. [8], Jäger et al. [9] studied linear and branched alkanes, for 
which multiparameter equations of state (EoS) are available, many of which have 
been established by the group of Prof. Roland Span, and developed an improved 
estimation scheme for the fluid-specific scaling factor depending on the longest 
carbon chain in the molecule. It has been demonstrated that their proposed esti-
mation method yields better results than the method originally proposed by Yang 
et al. [8]. The linear relationship between the fluid-specific scaling factor and the 
investigated linear and branched alkanes also holds when equations of state other 
than multiparameter equations of state are used to calculate the required proper-
ties (i.e., the p-T-� relationship as well as the residual entropy sres).

In this work, the method proposed by Jäger et al. [9] is extended to branched 
alkanes for which no multiparameter equations of state are available. Overall, 60 
linear and branched alkanes have been investigated. In order to make the method 
fully predictive, the Lee–Kesler–Plöcker [10, 11] (LKP) equation of state (EoS) 
and the perturbed chain statistical associating fluid theory EoS of Gross and Sad-
owski [12] (PC-SAFT) were used and all required model parameters were esti-
mated. For applying the LKP EoS [10, 11], critical temperatures, critical pres-
sures, and acentric factors for the alkanes are required, which have been estimated 
by the group contribution method (GCM) of Constantinou and Gani [13]. The 
required parameters m , � , and � for the PC-SAFT [12] EoS have been estimated 
using the second-order GCM of Tihic et al. [14]. Besides the linear relationship 
between the longest carbon chain and the fluid-specific scaling factor, group con-
tribution methods have been tested in order to predict the fluid-specific scaling 
factor for the investigated hydrocarbons.

All of the developed models have been implemented in the property software 
TREND [15], which is developed under the lead of Prof. Roland Span.

2 � Residual Entropy Scaling for Viscosities Theory

Residual entropy scaling (RES) is a semi-empirical “universal” model for fluids 
that relates transport properties to thermodynamic properties. The viscosity can 
be formulated as the sum of the dilute-gas viscosity ��→0(T) and the residual part 
of the viscosity �res

(
sres

)
:
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The dilute-gas viscosity is a function of the temperature T and was formulated 
according to the Chapman–Enskog theory [16]

In this equation, m is the mass of one molecule in kg, kB = 1.380649 × 10−23J ⋅ K−1 , 
� is the collision diameter of a 6–12 Lennard–Jones particle in m, and Ω(2,2)∗ is the 
reduced collision integral. A simplified correlation for the collision integral of Neufeld 
et al. [17] has been used in the residual entropy scaling model by Yang et al. [7] in the 
following form:

with T∗ = kBT∕� being the dimensionless temperature and � the Lennard–Jones pair 
potential energy. As in our previous work [9], the Lennard–Jones parameters, � and 
� , have been predicted using the method of Chung et al. [18] according to

and

Tc is the critical temperature in K and �c the critical density in mol·cm−3. The unit of 
� in Eq. 5 is in Å and needs to be converted to m when used in Eq. 2.

The residual part of the viscosity has been introduced by Bell [6] and reads:

�+
res

 denotes the dimensionless plus-scaled residual viscosity; �N is the number den-
sity in m−3 ; the dimensionless quantity s+ is defined according to

with the universal gas constant R = 8.31446261815324J ⋅mol−1 ⋅ K−1 [19]; sres is 
the residual molar entropy as the difference of the entropy s and the entropy of the 
ideal gas s0 at the same temperature and density

The empirical formulation of Yang et al. [7] was used to calculate the plus-scaled 
dimensionless residual viscosity �+

res
 according to

(1)� = ��→0(T) + �res

(
sres

)

(2)��→0(T) =
5

16

√
mkBT

�

1

�2Ω(2,2)∗
.

(3)
Ω(2,2)∗ = 1.16145 ⋅ (T∗)

−0.14874 + 0.52487 ⋅ exp(−0.77320 ⋅ T∗) + 2.16178 ⋅ exp(−2.43787 ⋅ T∗)

(4)
�

kB
= Tc∕1.2593

(5)� = 0.809 ⋅ �−1∕3
c

.

(6)�res

�
sres

�
=

�+
res
�
2∕3

N

√
mkBT

(s+)2∕3

(7)s+ = −sres∕R

(8)sres = s(T , �) − s0(T , �)
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In this equation, the global parameters ngk as proposed by Yang et al. [7] were 
used, cf. Table 1. � is the fluid-specific scaling parameter which has been adjusted to 
experimental viscosity data for 39 refrigerants by Yang et al. [7] and later has been 
extended to 124 fluids by Yang et al. [20].

3 � Estimated Parameters for LKP EoS and PC‑SAFT EoS

When it comes to process modeling and screening of new working fluids for differ-
ent applications, it is favorable to utilize the best model available, i.e., for pure flu-
ids reference equations of state formulated in the dimensionless Helmholtz energy � 
[21] and preferably for mixtures the multi-fluid mixture model [22]. However, if no 
adjusted mixture models and/or multiparameter equations of state for pure compo-
nents are available, simpler equations of state need to be used, such as cubic equa-
tions of state, e.g., [23, 24], the Lee–Kesler–Plöcker equation of state (LKP) [10, 
11], or the PCP-SAFT equation of state [12, 25, 26]. In our previous works, we 
found that especially the LKP [10, 11] and PCP-SAFT [12, 25, 26] are promising 
substitutes if there is no multiparameter EoS for a specific substance available [27, 
28]. Jäger et al. [9] developed a predictive scheme for estimating the fluid-specific 
scaling parameter � . In [9], the estimation method was restricted to all linear and 
branched alkanes for which multiparameter equations of state exist, i.e., methane 
[29], ethane [30], propane [31], n-butane [32], n-pentane [33, 34], n-hexane [34, 
35], n-heptane [36], n-octane [37], n-nonane [38], n-decane [38], n-undecane [39], 
n-dodecane [40], n-hexadecane [41], n-docosane [41], isobutane [32], isopentane 
[38], isohexane [38], and isooctane [34, 42]. Additionally, results have been com-
pared when using the LKP [10, 11] and Peng–Robinson equation of state [23] for 
calculating the required thermodynamic properties for applying entropy scaling. 
It was found that the LKP [10, 11] should rather be used than the Peng–Robinson 
[23] for entropy scaling as generally better results for the studied hydrocarbons are 
obtained with the LKP [10, 11] (note that there are some restrictions of the LKP [10, 
11] in its present form for hydrocarbons of large chain-lengths, see Jäger et al. [9]).

In this work, the predictive scheme is extended to branched alkanes up to 
decane for which experimental viscosity data exist. The focus is set on good pre-
dictive capabilities of the model; therefore, the LKP [10, 11] and the PC-SAFT 
[12] equations of state are used with appropriate estimation schemes available in 
the literature in order to estimate the required model parameters.

(9)ln
(
�+
res

+ 1
)
= ng1 ⋅ (s

+∕�) + ng2 ⋅ (s
+∕�)

1.5
+ ng3 ⋅ (s

+∕�)
2
+ ng4 ⋅ (s

+∕�)
2.5
.

Table 1   Global parameters ngk 
according to Yang et al. [7]

k ngk

1  − 0.448 046
2 1.012 681
3  − 0.381 869
4 0.054 674
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3.1 � Estimation of LKP Parameters

For the estimation of the critical temperature, critical pressure, and normal-boil-
ing-point temperature, the second-order group contribution method of Constan-
tinou and Gani [13] was used (Table 2). The model can be formulated with the 
following equation:

where Ci is the first-order contribution of group type i for the specific property 
occurring Ni times and Dj is the contribution of the second-order groups occurring 
Mj times in the molecule. f (X) is a function of the property X as defined in Table 3.

For linear and branched alkanes, the first-order groups CH3–, –CH2–, –CH< 
and >C< are needed and the second-order groups (CH3)2–CH–, (CH3)3–C–, 
–CH(CH3)–CH(CH3)–, and –CH(CH3)–C(CH3)2– were selected. An additional 
second-order group for ethane (CH3–CH3) was used according to Constanti-
nou and Gani [13]. The first- and second-order group parameters of the GCM 
of Constantinou and Gani [13] for the selected functional groups are listed in 
Tables  4 and 5. The resulting normal-boiling-point temperatures, critical tem-
peratures, and critical pressures for all investigated fluids are summarized in 
Table 2.

Another parameter needed for the description of the LKP EoS [10, 11] is the 
acentric factor �  introduced by Pitzer [43] and can be calculated by the follow-
ing equation:

with pc being the critical pressure and ps the saturation pressure at the temperature 
T = 0.7 ⋅ Tc with Tc being the critical temperature. The Antoine equation (Eq. 12) 
was used to calculate the pressure ps by adjusting the parameters A and B to the crit-
ical temperature, critical pressure, and normal-boiling-point temperature estimated 
by the second-order GCM method of Constantinou and Gani [13].

The resulting acentric factors � are listed in Table 2.

3.2 � Estimation of PC‑SAFT Parameters Using a Second‑Order Group Contribution 
Method

There are several publications on estimation schemes for PC-SAFT [12] param-
eters. Among others, there are first and second-order group contribution methods, 
where the latter is used for a better distinction of structural isomers. Vijande et al. 
[44] incorporated proximity effects in the GCM for linear alkanes, alkanes with one 
branch, linear mono-ethers, and esters. No multiple branches and mixed tertiary 

(10)f (X) =
∑

i

NiCi +
∑

j

MjDj,

(11)� = −log

(
ps

pc

)

T

− 1

(12)ps = 10A−B∕T
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aliphatic carbon groups with quaternary aliphatic carbon groups have been investi-
gated. Habicht et al. [45] used machine learning and extended-connectivity finger-
prints as input to estimate PC-SAFT [12] parameters. Sauer et al. [46] compared 
homo- and heterosegmented, also known as first- and second-order groups, GCM 
for estimating PC-SAFT [12] parameters and came to the conclusion that the heter-
osegmented GC approach agrees significantly better with the experimental data. The 
second-order contributions are not adjusted individually to experimental data, but 
binary group connections are calculated using Lorentz–Berthelot combining rules 
with the appropriate group contributions of that binary group connection. Tihic et 
al. [14] applied the second-order GCM to PC-SAFT [12] parameters of polymers, 
but also used linear and branched alkanes as experimental reference for the model 
adjustment. Structural isomers for branched alkanes can be distinguished up to 
methylhexane. Starting with methylheptane, the second-order GCM cannot distin-
guish all isomers. Despite this shortcoming, this model has been chosen in this work 
for the estimation of PC-SAFT [12] parameters as it is applicable to the branched 

Table 3   Function f (X) for the property X and additional parameters according to Constantinou and Gani 
[13]

Property X f (X) Additional parameter Value

Normal boiling point Tb (K) exp
(
Tb∕tb0

)
tb0 204.359 K

Critical temperature Tc (K) exp
(
Tc∕tc0

)
tc0 181.128 K

Critical pressure pc (bar) (
pc − pc1

)−0.5
− pc2

pc1
pc2

1.3705 bar
0.100 220 bar−0.5

Table 4   First-order group contributions for the normal-boiling-point temperature Tb , the critical tempera-
ture Tc , and the critical pressure pc of selected groups for linear and branched alkanes according to Con-
stantinou and Gani [13]

First-order groups T1b,i (K) T1c,i (K) p1c,i (K)

–CH3 0.8894 1.6781 0.019 904
–CH2– 0.9225 3.492 0.010 558
–CH< 0.6033 4.033 0.001 315
>C< 0.2878 4.8823 − 0.010 404

Table 5   Second-order group 
contributions for the normal-
boiling-point temperature Tb , 
the critical temperature Tc , 
and the critical pressure pc of 
selected groups for linear and 
branched alkanes according to 
Constantinou and Gani [13]

Second-order groups T2b,i (K) T2c,i (K) p2c,i (K)

(CH3)2–CH– − 0.1157 − 0.5334 0.000 488
(CH3)3–C– − 0.0489 − 0.5143 0.00 141
–CH(CH3)–CH(CH3)– 0.1798 1.0699 − 0.001 849
–CH(CH3)–C(CH3)2– 0.3189 1.9886 − 0.005 198
CH3–CH3 0.6884 2.0427 0.005 175
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alkanes investigated here and it is based on the second-order GCM method by Con-
stantinou and Gani [13] with identical first- and second-order groups. Selected first- 
and second-order group contributions for groups specific to branched alkanes are 
listed in Tables  6 and 7. The resulting PC-SAFT [12] parameters for the individ-
ual molecules investigated in this work are summarized in Table 2. The number of 
occurrences of each group for the investigated alkanes is indicated in Table S1 in the 
Supplementary Information.

4 � Adjusting the Fluid‑Specific Scaling Factor � to Experimental Data

The fluid-specific scaling factors ξ have been adjusted against experimental data. 
In order to perform this step, the viscosity Eq. 1 has been fitted against experimen-
tal dynamic and kinematic viscosity data taken from NIST TDE 103.b [47]. The 
selected fitting methodology relies on a machine-learning algorithm based on the 
covariance matrix evolutionary strategy (CMA-ES) as offered in the DEAP compu-
tation framework [48, 49]. The algorithm is a modification of the formulation intro-
duced by Grau Turuelo et al. [50] with no weight factors, which is based on the 
method developed by Hansen and Ostermeier [51]. Such machine-learning methods 
do not need any derivatives, providing stable solutions for non-linear functions, as 
well as poorly conditioned ones. The same algorithm was already used by Jäger et 
al. [9] in order to fit the fluid-specific scaling factors ξ for the linear and branched 
alkanes to experimental viscosity data.

The first step of this method is to define the objective function that must be glob-
ally minimized. In the present case study, the objective function consists of the sum 
of the normalized squared residuals (SNR) of the measured and calculated values 
through the least-squares formulation:

Table 6   First-order group 
contributions for m , m�3 , and m� 
of selected groups for branched 
alkanes of Tihic et al. [14]

First-order groups m m�3 (Å) m�∕kB (K)

–CH3 0.644 362 34.16 955 129.3866
–CH2 0.384 329 24.33 981 102.3238
–CH< 0.043 834 13.95 391 68.2084
>C< − 0.49 208 2.325 415 − 10.983

Table 7   Second-order group 
contributions for m , m�3 , and m� 
of selected groups for branched 
alkanes of Tihic et al. [14]

Second-order groups m m�3 (Å) m�∕kB (K)

(CH3)2–CH– 0.016263 0.280872 − 9.83615
(CH3)3–C– 0.041437 1.472296 − 6.89516
–CH(CH3)–CH(CH3)– − 0.04634 − 2.464521 − 6.81456
–CH(CH3)–C(CH3)2– − 0.10148 − 1.913722 − 4.68034
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Due to the large amount of processed data, a pre-filtering step was applied as 
suggested by Yang et al. [7]. In general, the first filter consists of discarding experi-
mental data  lying outside of the temperature/pressure/density range of validity of 
the employed multiparameter EoS. For this certain instance, the first filter has no 
effective consequence, as there are no set ranges of validity for the LKP [10, 11] and 
PC-SAFT [12] EoS. The second filter excludes data points that do not agree with the 
reported phase. The third filter, following the formulation of Jäger et al. [9], discards 
experimental data points, which deviate by more than 30 % to the calculated viscos-
ity when using the following fluid-specific scaling factor � as a first estimate:

where nchain is the number of carbon atoms of the longest carbon chain.
To obtain the residuals and the fitted values of ξ with the suggested genetic evolu-

tion method, each iteration consists of the following steps:

(1)	 Definition of the number of individuals of the population. The individuals are 
the number of ξ values that are tested at the same time. During the first iteration, 
their values are randomly chosen within a predefined selection range. These are 
taken as the first possible solutions. In this work, a value of 10 individuals is 
selected.

(2)	 The selected values of ξ are then used as an input in an extended (to be released) 
version of TREND 5.0 for the calculation of the viscosity with the combination 
of the selected EoS, entering the pressure and temperature of every existing 
experimental point.

(3)	 The output solution of TREND 5.0 is the searched value �i,calc , with which the 
residuals (see Eq. 11) are obtained.

(4)	 The residuals are then calculated for each individual and a ranking (the so-called 
“hall of fame”) of the best individuals is stored.

(5)	 Just before the next iteration, the obtained information is stored and used in the 
covariance matrix, which is reinitialized after a recombination (new average 
distribution value) and mutation (averaged zero value random vector addition) 
step.

(6)	 New individuals are chosen, following the direction of the best-ranked indi-
viduals of the previous step, due to the operations performed in the covariance 
matrix, and the process starts again, beginning a new iteration.

After a predefined number of iterations, the highest ranked individual is chosen 
as the solution. The goodness of the solution is checked through the residuals plot. 
If during the two or three last iterations, the residuals converge to a minimum value, 
the solution is stored. For this specific problem, 20 iterations are generally sufficient 
to achieve a converged solution.

(13)SNR =

n∑

i=0

(
�i,calc − �i,exp

�i,exp

)2

(14)� = 0.0571nchain + 0.8019
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Another advantage of the employed algorithm is the definition of constraints 
to accelerate the convergence. For instance, it is known that ξ cannot be negative. 
Therefore, a penalty factor, i.e., a high-valued residual, is forced when an individual 
is negative, forcing the individual to be at the end of the ranking and preventing the 
algorithm to spend time into searching further negative ξ values. A scheme of the 
algorithm can be seen in Fig. 1.

In some cases, where the scaling parameter estimated with Eq. 14 significantly 
deviates from the adjusted value, the fitting process may be repeated with the 
adjusted fluid-specific scaling factors � as starting value. This causes changes in the 
data selection due to the modification of the third filter. Consequently, the amount of 
experimental data in the range of the 30 % of the new reference scaling parameter � 
is higher. The final adjusted scaling parameters �exp are listed in Table 8.

5 � GCM Methods for Predicting the Fluid‑Specific Scaling Factor �

Different methods for describing the fluid-specific scaling factor � have been stud-
ied when there are no experimental viscosity data available to adjust that parameter. 
Yang et al. [8] related this parameter to the residual critical entropy with varying 
results. Jäger et al. [9] proposed a linear equation depending on the longest carbon 
chain for alkanes. This method displayed good results for the investigated linear 
alkanes, but for branched alkanes this method should be less accurate as it cannot 
account for the structure of more complicated molecules. In this work, the appli-
cability to predict � is extended for branched alkanes utilizing a group contribution 
method.

Second-order GCMs, such as the method used by Tihic et al. [14], expand the 
first-order groups with second-order groups, allowing the description of some 

Fig. 1   Scheme of one iteration of the employed machine-learning algorithm in combination with 
TREND 5.0
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Table 8   Fluid-specific scaling factor �exp adjusted to experimental data, �GCM values using the proposed 
GCM, and AARD values applying the LKP [10, 11] and PC-SAFT [12] EoS

Name �exp �GCM AARDexp (%) AARDGCM (%)

LKP PC-SAFT LKP PC-SAFT LKP PC-SAFT LKP PC-SAFT

Ethane 0.96 242 0.77 958 0.92 289 0.82 600 7.43 7.15 8.83 14.94
Propane 0.79 391 0.86 146 0.98 751 0.88 219 15.56 5.20 22.97 10.17
n-Butane 0.92 805 0.93 672 1.05 213 0.93 838 7.01 5.46 22.05 8.09
n-Pentane 1.04 927 1.00 205 1.11 676 0.99 457 8.57 7.09 16.42 11.81
n-Hexane 1.15 994 1.06 863 1.18 138 1.05 075 8.82 5.52 11.18 9.10
n-Heptane 1.25 225 1.12 791 1.24 600 1.10 694 9.44 5.18 9.55 10.84
n-Octane 1.33 675 1.18 420 1.31 063 1.16 313 8.06 5.37 11.87 8.52
n-Nonane 1.39 268 1.22 610 1.37 525 1.21 932 5.34 4.51 8.61 5.25
n-Decane 1.45 795 1.28 456 1.43 987 1.27 551 7.80 5.72 9.28 6.83
n-Undecane 1.48 599 1.33 042 1.50 449 1.33 169 8.90 7.61 9.98 7.60
n-Dodecane 1.61 127 1.40 341 1.56 912 1.38 788 23.50 10.32 18.27 8.18
n-Hexadecane 1.71 634 1.61 117 1.82 761 1.61 263 42.58 13.20 58.69 10.12
n-Docosane 1.38 053 1.92 254 2.21 534 1.94 976 15.05 3.63 93.61 12.01
2-Methylpro-

pane
0.76 022 0.89 531 0.97 858 0.96 367 11.24 8.08 51.67 22.63

2-Methylbu-
tane

0.93 073 0.97 701 1.01 781 0.99 645 11.75 4.70 23.24 7.80

2,2-Dimethyl-
propane

0.71 874 0.77 406 0.90 397 0.89 481 5.43 9.61 67.51 54.43

2-Methylpen-
tane

1.02 972 1.05 706 1.08 243 1.05 264 3.52 2.95 16.06 2.98

3-Methylpen-
tane

1.04 774 1.06 580 1.10 782 1.07 605 2.93 2.60 17.72 3.54

2,2-Dimeth-
ylbutane

0.89 131 0.90 675 0.96 859 0.95 100 2.13 9.93 25.52 15.41

2,3-Dimeth-
ylbutane

0.92 421 1.00 266 1.02 810 1.05 031 7.12 5.89 31.62 16.01

2-Methylhex-
ane

1.13 685 1.12 131 1.14 706 1.10 883 4.66 3.04 5.05 4.50

3-Methylhex-
ane

1.17 915 1.15 092 1.17 245 1.13 223 1.35 0.81 1.66 2.77

3-Ethylpentane 1.17 232 1.14 403 1.17 245 1.13 223 0.97 1.58 0.97 2.18
2,2-Dimethyl-

pentane
1.05 802 1.05 128 1.03 321 1.00 719 4.85 4.21 7.65 11.20

2,3-Dimethyl-
pentane

1.07 609 1.10 732 1.09 272 1.10 649 2.81 1.73 5.80 1.77

2,4-Dimethyl-
pentane

1.03 577 1.12 029 1.04 811 1.11 071 14.60 1.70 15.42 14.52

3,3-Dimethyl-
pentane

1.01 332 1.02 797 1.05 422 1.05 160 2.0E−3* 2.6E−4* 14.72 8.85

2,2,3-Trimeth-
ylbutane

0.91 322 0.95 686 0.96 498 0.99 194 3.87 3.84 10.08 7.76
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Table 8   (continued)

Name �exp �GCM AARDexp (%) AARDGCM (%)

LKP PC-SAFT LKP PC-SAFT LKP PC-SAFT LKP PC-SAFT

2-Methylhep-
tane

1.23 247 1.18 096 1.21 168 1.16 502 7.52 5.29 10.21 8.59

3-Methylhep-
tane

1.25 542 1.19 467 1.23 707 1.18 842 5.41 4.60 7.63 5.05

4-Methylhep-
tane

1.27 782 1.21 619 1.23 707 1.18 842 4.01 3.21 10.93 7.80

3-Ethylhexane 1.28 881 1.22 676 1.23 707 1.18 842 3.62 2.86 13.43 10.12
2,2-Dimethyl-

hexane
1.14 308 1.10 373 1.09 784 1.06 337 5.62 4.70 15.75 13.79

2,3-Dimethyl-
hexane

1.18 419 1.18 164 1.15 735 1.16 268 4.72 3.74 8.73 6.61

2,4-Dimethyl-
hexane

1.15 328 1.18 861 1.13 812 1.19 031 5.50 4.05 6.97 4.08

2,5-Dimethyl-
hexane

1.14 377 1.16 536 1.11 273 1.16 690 5.02 3.99 11.03 3.98

3,3-Dimethyl-
hexane

1.15 556 1.13 565 1.11 884 1.10 779 2.79 1.28 15.32 11.62

3,4-Dimethyl-
hexane

1.19 280 1.18 928 1.15 735 1.16 268 5.95 4.88 10.43 8.39

2-Methyl-
3-ethylpen-
tane

1.15 416 1.18 815 1.13 812 1.19 031 2.27 1.36 6.18 1.59

3-Methyl-
3-ethylpen-
tane

1.12 303 1.10 357 1.11 884 1.10 779 2.54 0.96 2.80 1.83

2,2,3-Trimeth-
ylpentane

1.06 904 1.07 880 1.02 960 1.04 812 2.13 2.94 9.58 8.95

2,2,4-Trimeth-
ylpentane

1.06 531 1.10 079 0.99 889 1.06 526 9.71 5.04 32.87 15.32

2,3,3-Trimeth-
ylpentane

1.04 191 1.05 252 1.02 960 1.04 812 2.43 0.37 5.57 1.99

2,3,4-Trimeth-
ylpentane

1.07 978 1.11 887 1.05 223 1.11 354 5.57 7.52 10.44 7.75

2-Methyloc-
tane

1.28 683 1.21 908 1.27 630 1.22 120 4.35 3.59 5.04 3.63

4-Methyloc-
tane

1.32 927 1.25 267 1.30 169 1.24 461 4.07 3.35 8.77 3.68

2,3-Dimethyl-
heptane

1.22 510 1.20 947 1.22 197 1.21 887 12.93 10.79 13.21 10.07

3,5-Dimethyl-
heptane

1.21 312 1.22 296 1.22 814 1.26 990 4.45 2.86 5.98 15.29

2,2,4-Trimeth-
ylhexane

1.15 074 1.17 275 1.08 890 1.14 485 4.1E−4* 1.3E−3* 32.09 12.63

3-Methyl-
4-ethylhex-
ane

1.33 217 1.25 633 1.30 169 1.24 461 3.36 1.43 9.25 3.59
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special structures formed by first-order groups. The same method has been adopted 
here for describing the fluid-specific scaling factor � . This results in the subsequent 
equation

with �1,i being the first-order contribution of group type i occurring Ni times and 
�2,j being the contribution of the second-order groups occurring Mj times in the 
molecule.

The groups were adjusted in a stepwise fashion individually for both LKP [10, 
11] and PC-SAFT [12] EoS. First, only molecules were selected that contain CH3 
and CH2 groups (linear alkanes) and the group contributions of the groups CH3 and 
CH2 were adjusted to the available experimental data of the selected fluids. These 
groups represent the basis for all other groups. Second, only molecules were selected 
that contain CH groups additionally to the CH3 and CH2 groups and the CH group 
was adjusted to the experimental data using the already adjusted parameters for CH3 
and CH2. Third, molecules were selected that also contain C groups in addition to 
the previous groups and the process was repeated. The procedure was also used 

(15)� =
∑

i

Ni�1,i +
∑

j

Mj�2,j

Table 8   (continued)

Name �exp �GCM AARDexp (%) AARDGCM (%)

LKP PC-SAFT LKP PC-SAFT LKP PC-SAFT LKP PC-SAFT

3-Ethylheptane 1.26 277 1.27 020 1.22 814 1.26 990 4.57 2.84 7.74 2.88
2-Methylno-

nane
1.36 429 1.29 795 1.34 092 1.27 739 11.11 13.77 9.16 11.29

3-Methylno-
nane

1.35 900 1.29 306 1.36 632 1.30 080 3.08 1.89 3.05 3.48

4-Methylno-
nane

1.36 722 1.30 097 1.36 632 1.30 080 3.04 1.87 3.16 1.85

5-Methylno-
nane

1.37 582 1.30 906 1.36 632 1.30 080 3.41 1.42 4.60 3.33

4-Propylhep-
tane

1.42 696 1.34 939 1.36 632 1.30 080 2.92 2.36 22.47 14.22

2,7-Dimethyl-
octane

1.24 222 1.25 796 1.24 198 1.27 928 4.56 4.24 4.56 8.22

3,6-Dimethyl-
octane

1.28 423 – 1.29 276 1.32 609 2.87  – 3.83 13.33

2-Methyl-
5-ethylhep-
tane

1.29 362 1.30 126 1.26 737 1.30 268 3.19 2.61 9.35 2.42

2,2,4,4-Tetra-
methylhex-
ane

1.09 952 1.13 754 1.03 530 1.12 041 1.3E−3* 8.7E−4* 41.48 8.88

Total 10.33 % 8.76 % 16.11 % 10.51 %

*The fluid-specific scaling parameter has been adjusted to 1 data point available for this fluid
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for the second-order contribution in the following order: (CH3)2–CH–, (CH3)3–C–, 
–CH(CH3)–CH(CH3)–, and –CH(CH3)–C(CH3)2–.

6 � Results and Discussion

6.1 � Fluid‑Specific Scaling Factor �

The fluid-specific scaling factors � of the residual entropy scaling model for viscosi-
ties, described in Sect. 2 were adjusted to the available experimental data of linear 
and branched alkanes, which are listed in Table 2, for both the LKP [10, 11] and PC-
SAFT [12] EoS. In total, 13 373 experimental data points [52–484] were available in 
the NIST ThermoData Engine (TDE), database version 10 [47], for the investigated 
pure fluids. The number of literature sources and data points for each fluid can be 
found in Table S2 in the Supplementary Information. The parameters of both equa-
tion types have been calculated using the predictive estimation schemes outlined in 
Sect. 3. The experimental data has been filtered using the scheme proposed by Yang 
et al. [7] as described in Sect. 4. The number of available and used data points for 
each fluid and EoS are listed in Table S2.

The resulting values for the adjusted parameter to the experimental data �exp as 
well as the values obtained with the GCM �GCM can be found in Table  8. When 
applying the LKP [10, 11] and PC-SAFT [12] EoS in the fitting procedure, the fluid-
specific scaling factor �exp of all investigated fluids could be fitted, for which 89 % 
and 87 % of the experimental data could be used, respectively. In the case of the PC-
SAFT EoS [12], 3,6-dimethyloctane could not be used because all experimental data 
were excluded during the preselection process.

On a side note, it has to be mentioned that the number of data points for some of 
the investigated fluids is rather small, with as few as only one data point. A valida-
tion of the values was accomplished by means of the absolute average relative devia-
tion (AARD) according to

with N representing the total number of data points, �exp,i being the experimental 
viscosity of data point i and �RES,i the viscosity calculated using the residual entropy 
scaling model of data point i . The AARDexp for each of the investigated fluids is 
listed in Table 8. The AARD over all data points is 10 % and 8.8 % for LKP and PC-
SAFT, respectively.

Yang et al. [7] collapsed all experimental pure fluid viscosity data onto one 
single curve in a ln(�+

res
+ 1) over s+∕� plot in their work using the entropy scal-

ing for viscosity approach. The same general behavior should be observed for the 
PC-SAFT EoS and LKP EoS used in this work and are shown in Figs. 2 and 3. 
Even though the experimental data for all investigated alkanes collapse onto one 

(16)AARD =
1

N

N∑

i=1

|||
�exp,i − �RES,i

||
|

�exp,i
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Fig. 2   Plus-scaled residual viscosity �+
res

+ 1 as a function of the plus-scaled dimensionless entropy s+ 
devided by the fluid-specific scaling factor � for the LKP EoS [10, 11] for all investigated alkanes

Fig. 3   Plus-scaled residual viscosity �+
res

+ 1 as a function of the plus-scaled dimensionless entropy s+ 
devided by the fluid-specific scaling factor � for the PC-SAFT EoS [12] for all investigated alkanes
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single curve as well, there is a slight wavy course for the LKP EoS and a sharp 
bend at the ratio  s+∕� of roughly 2 for the PC-SAFT EoS, which highlights the 
limitation of the purely predictive parameters for both LKP EoS and PC-SAFT 
EoS. One possible reason for this behavior might be the deviations of the EoS 
parameters due to the estimation methods employed in this work to the literature 
values which have been adjusted for the respective fluids. For the linear alkanes, 
a comparison of the critical temperature, critical pressure, normal-boiling-point 
temperature, and the acentric factor has been done and the relative deviations to 
the literature data [30–33, 35–41] have been illustrated in Fig. 4. The critical tem-
perature Tc agrees with the literature values the most with relative deviations of 
less than 6 % for all the investigated linear alkanes. Similar deviations were found 
for the critical pressure pc . Larger deviations in the normal-boiling-point tem-
perature Tb and the acentric factor ω can be observed for the short chain alkanes, 
propane, and n-butane, with the exception being ethane due to an additional 
second-order group solely for ethane. These two alkanes, propane and n-butane, 
show large deviations of 107 % and 38 % in the acentric factor, respectively. Addi-
tionally, the long chain alkanes n-hexadecane and n-dodecane show larger devia-
tions in the prediction of the acentric factor with a relative deviation of 21 % and 
42 %, respectively.

Other estimation methods for describing the acentric factor for the LKP EoS 
might yield more accurate overall results when used for the calculation of the vis-
cosity in the residual entropy scaling model.

The PC-SAFT parameters also exhibit deviations when compared to the lit-
erature data. In Fig. 5, the relative deviations of the parameters � , � , and m to the 
literature data as reported by Gross and Sadowski [12] are shown. The relative 
deviations of PC-SAFT parameters decrease with an increasing number of carbon 
atoms for the linear alkanes and are within 5 % and 7 % for the parameters � and 

Fig. 4   Relative deviations of the GCM-based critical temperature Tc , critical pressure pc , normal boil-
ing point temperature Tb , and the acentric factor � of Table 2 against literature values (FEOS) [30–33, 
35–41] for the investigated n-alkanes denoted by their number of carbon atoms
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� , respectively. The relative deviations of the parameter m have a maximum of 
20 % for ethane. The branched alkanes show similar relative deviations with � and 
� being within 5 % and m within 13 %.

None of the GCM have been adjusted using experimental data for transport 
properties such as the viscosity, obviously. As an outlook, the accuracy for the 
calculation of the viscosity (or any other transport property) by use of GCM for 
EoS parameters may be improved when used in residual entropy scaling mod-
els by incorporating experimental viscosity data while imposing the restriction to 
collapse ln(�+

res
+ 1) over s+∕� into a single curve in the fitting procedure.

Fig. 5   Relative deviations of the GCM-based PC-SAFT parameters m , � , and � of Table 2 against val-
ues reported by Gross and Sadowski [12] (GrSa) for the investigated n-alkanes (denoted by their carbon 
atoms) and branched alkanes for which literature values were available
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6.2 � Correlation of the Group Contribution Method

The resulting first- and second-order group contributions have been adjusted using 
the groups according to Constantinou and Gani [13] method and can be found in 
Table 9 for both LKP and PC-SAFT EoS. Parity plots for the first-order and second-
order GCMs when using the LKP [10, 11] and PC-SAFT [12] EoS are illustrated in 
Figs. 6 and 7, respectively. Overall, the second-order GCM returns a better match of 
the fluid-specific scaling factor adjusted to the experimental data �exp for both EoS.

For the LKP EoS, the fluid-specific scaling factor �GCM obtained with the GCM 
vary from the experimentally adjusted fluid-specific scaling factor �exp as dis-
played in Fig. 6. When using the LKP EoS [10, 11] for n-docosane, the resulting 
scaling parameter is � = 1.38053 . This does not match other n-alkanes, which are 
showing an increasing value for the scaling parameter with the longest carbon 
chain. The adjustment of the CH3– and –CH2– groups of the n-alkanes are the 

Table 9   First- and second-order 
group contributions �1,i and 
�2,i (in short �i ) of Eq. 15 for 
the scaling parameter � of the 
proposed GCM for both LKP 
[10, 11] and PC-SAFT [12] EoS

Group i �i,LKP �i,PCSAFT

First-order –CH3 0.461 445 0.413 001
–CH2– 0.064 623 0.056 188
–CH< − 0.405 755 − 0.275 332
>C< − 0.920 802 − 0.712 776

Second-order (CH3)2–CH– − 0.025 391 − 0.023 406
(CH3)3–C– − 0.021 007 − 0.044 416
–CH(CH3)–CH(CH3)– − 0.006 167 − 0.051 032
–CH(CH3)–C(CH3)2– − 0.015 691 − 0.084 959

Fig. 6   Parity plots of the �GCM parameter obtained by the first-order GCM (left) and second-order GCM 
(right) for the LKP [10, 11] EoS vs. �exp adjusted to experimental data including propane (c3), n-butane 
(c4), n-decane (c12), n-hexadecane (c16), and n-docosane (c22) which are marked in the plot as purple 
squares with the corresponding carbon atom number (Color figure online)
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basis of the GCM, so having one outlier in a very limited amount of � param-
eters can have a significant effect on the correlation. The LKP parameters, criti-
cal temperature, critical pressure, and acentric factor, have been calculated using 
the estimation scheme by Constantinou and Gani [13] and the Antoine equation. 
In Fig.  4, the resulting parameters for the n-alkanes have been plotted over the 
literature values to check how much these values deviate. Propane, n-butane, 
n-hexadecane, and n-docosane, plotted as purple squares in Fig. 6, exhibit rather 
large deviations from the literature values, which might explain why the resulting 
scaling parameters seem to be off. That is why these fluids have been excluded 

Fig. 7   Parity plots of the �GCM parameter obtained by the first-order GCM (left) and second-order GCM 
(right) for the PC-SAFT EoS [12] vs. �exp adjusted to experimental data

Fig. 8   Parity plots of the �GCM parameter obtained by the first-order GCM (left) and second-order GCM 
(right) for the LKP [10, 11] EoS vs. �exp adjusted to experimental data excluding propane, n-butane, 
n-hexadecane, and n-docosane
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from the dataset and the GCM model has been readjusted for the remaining flu-
ids, see Fig. 8. The results excluding the aforementioned fluids show an improved 
regression of the scaling parameters �GCM for the LKP EoS [10, 11] obtained 
with the GCM fitted to the experimentally adjusted fluid-specific scaling factors 
�exp  (AARD = 16 %). Applying the PC-SAFT [12] EoS did not yield any outliers. 
Therefore, no fluid had to be excluded from the fitting procedure of the GCM. 
The AARD over all fluids to the experimental viscosity data for the GCM-based 
fluid-specific scaling factor �GCM adjusted using the PC-SAFT EoS is 11 %.

Fig. 9   Fluid-specific scaling factor �fit for the viscosity obtained in this work over the dimensionless plus-
scaled entropy at critical point s+

crit
 for the LKP EoS
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Other estimation schemes for the scaling parameters are compared to the 
method proposed in this work. These estimation schemes include the �∕s+

crit
= 0.7 

estimation method of Yang et al. [8] and longest carbon chain model of Jäger et 
al. [9]. As a check whether the �∕s+

crit
= 0.7 estimation method agrees with the 

LKP [10, 11] and PC-SAFT [12] EoS with the GCM-based parameters used in 
this work, �fit∕s+crit has been plotted for all the investigated alkanes in this work 
and can be seen in Figs. 9 and 10 for the LKP [10, 11] and PC-SAFT [12] EoS, 
respectively. The ratio �fit∕s+crit = 0.7 seems to agree with the LKP [10, 11] EoS 
and the parameters used in this work. PC-SAFT [12] EoS underestimates the 

Fig. 10   Fluid-specific scaling factor  �fit for the viscosity obtained in this work over the dimensionless 
plus-scaled entropy at critical point s+

crit
 for the PC-SAFT EoS
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plus scaled entropy at the critical point by roughly 30 %. That is why instead 
of �∕s+

crit
= 0.7 , as proposed by Yang et al. [8], here �∕s+

crit
= 0.9 has been cho-

sen to account for the differences in the plus scaled critical entropy calculation. 
The longest carbon chain model of Jäger et al. [9] has been adjusted using other 
parameters for the LKP EoS [10, 11]. To have a fair comparison, the linear equa-
tion according to Eq. 12 has been adjusted for the LKP [10, 11] and PC-SAFT 
[12] EoS using the fitted fluid-specific scaling factor � of the n-alkanes (as was 
done by Jäger et al. [9]), resulting in:

The resulting AARDs for all models and all data can be found in Table S2 in the 
Supplementary Information. Only data points were selected that were calculable 
with all the models within a deviation range which has been set to the arbitrarily 
chosen value of 200 %. This resulted in the evaluation of 11 956 out of the total 
13 373 data points for the investigated EoSs and estimation schemes. The fluid-spe-
cific AARD values for the experimentally adjusted scaling factors and GCM-based 
scaling factors for LKP EoS and PC-SAFT EoS are illustrated in Fig. 11.

In general, the results in the viscosity calculation are more accurate for the PC-
SAFT EoS [12] combined with any of the estimation schemes for the fluid-specific 
scaling factor � compared to the LKP EoS [10, 11]. The AARDs for the calculated 
viscosities when using the experimentally adjusted fluid-specific scaling factor �exp 
range from 5.3 % for n-nonane to 44 % for n-hexadecane for the linear alkanes for the 
LKP EoS and from 3.6 % for n-docosane to 13 % for n-hexadecane for the PC-SAFT 
EoS [12]. The AARDs for the branched alkanes are up to 15 % for 3,3-dimethylpen-
tane for the LKP EoS and 14 % for 2-methylnonane for the PC-SAFT EoS [12]. For 
some of the branched alkanes, rather low AARDs are calculated. This is because 
the underlying database contains only 25 or less data points with often as much as 
one data source. Exceptions are 2-methylpropane (isobutane), 2-methylbutane (iso-
pentane), 2,2,4-trimethylpentane (isooctane), which were investigated experimen-
tally in much more detail. Therefore, the adjusted fluid-specific scaling factor for the 
branched alkanes are subject to higher uncertainty as they are adjusted to only very 
few data points.

The parameters for the LKP EoS [10, 11] have been determined in a predictive 
way as has been discussed in Sect. 3.1. Calculated viscosities are less accurate for 
alkanes with only 3 and 4 carbon atoms as longest chain, e.g. propane, n-butane, 
2-methylpropane, 2-methylbutane, and  also less accurate for alkanes with 12 and 
more carbon atoms as longest chain, e.g. n-dodecane, n-hexadecane, and n-doc-
osane. The former is due to larger inaccuracies when predicting the critical param-
eters of short hydrocarbons, because such molecules were not the focus of the GCM 
of Constantinou and Gani [13]. Only for ethane an additional second-order group 
has been introduced to improve the accuracy. The latter is caused by an inherent 
issue concerning the LKP EoS [10, 11] and long chain hydrocarbons as has been dis-
cussed by Jäger et al. [9]. Even though it is possible to adjust the scaling parameter 

(17)�LKP = 0.06635nchain + 0.77753

(18)�PCSAFT = 0.05895nchain + 0.69149
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with the LKP EoS [10, 11] to obtain good agreement of the calculated viscosities 
with experimental data, less accurate results will be obtained when using the scaling 

Fig. 11   AARD values in % for each alkane using the experimentally adjusted scaling parameter �exp as 
blue columns for LKP EoS and orange columns for PC-SAFT EoS and the scaling parameter obtained 
by the GCM �GCM as yellow columns for LKP EoS [10, 11] and purple columns for PC-SAFT EoS 
[12] (Color figure online)
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parameters calculated with the GCM proposed in this work. An example for this is 
n-butane, which shows an AARD of 7 % and 22 % for the adjusted �exp and �GCM , 
respectively. This is due to weaknesses of the correlated GCM as these fluids do not 
fit the scheme very well.

Other estimation methods yield similar or worse results compared to the proposed 
model. The AARDs for all investigated fluids can be found in Table S3 in the Sup-
plementary Information. The longest carbon chain method of Jäger et al. [9] yields 
good agreement with the experimental data for the linear alkanes, but exhibits weak-
nesses for the more complex branched alkanes. The �∕s+

crit
= 0.7 estimation scheme 

of Yang et al. [8] shows an overall good agreement to the experimental data for most 
branched alkanes. However, especially for the LKP EoS [10, 11], this method results 
in large AARDs of more than 20 % for 11 out of the 13 linear hydrocarbons. More 
accurate results are achieved when modifying the estimation method, corrected to 
�∕s+

crit
= 0.9 , for PC-SAFT [12]. As a result, the linear hydrocarbons show improved 

AARDs ranging from 5.1 % to 15 %. The AARDs increase for the more complex 
branched alkanes when the fluid-specific scaling factor is estimated using the plus-
scaled dimensionless entropy at the critical point s+

crit
.

Note, that the total AARD over all investigated alkanes in Table S3 might be mis-
leading, because if a model happens to describe a fluid with many data points accu-
rately, it can happen that the overall AARD is comparatively low, while other fluids 
with less data are not well described, and vice versa. Therefore, it is advisable to 
compare the individual AARDs for the fluids additionally to the overall AARDs.

All estimation schemes seem to overestimate the scaling parameter for 
2,2-dimethylpropane (neopentane) with AARDs for the calculated viscosities rang-
ing from 48 % to 76 %.

7 � Conclusion

In this work, a GCM approach was developed to estimate the fluid-specific scaling fac-
tor � of the residual entropy scaling model for the viscosity of Yang et al. [7] using two 
equations of state. The parameters for the LKP [10, 11] and PC-SAFT [12] equations 
of state have been estimated using predictive methods. Two approaches were tested. 
The first method is the adjustment of the fluid-specific scaling factors to available fil-
tered experimental data. For the second method, the fluid-specific scaling factors were 
fitted by means of the group contribution method. Both approaches were tested with 
both equations of state. According to the results, it is possible to calculate the viscosi-
ties within reasonable deviations with AARDs over the filtered dataset of 10.33 % and 
8.76 % when the fluid-specific scaling factors are adjusted to the experimental data. 
The GCM-based fluid-specific scaling parameter proposed in this work yields AARDs 
of 16.11 % and 10.51 % for the LKP and PC-SAFT EoS, respectively. The results were 
compared to other estimation methods, showing an improved accuracy compared to 
the longest carbon chain linear regression from Jäger et al. [9]. For the filtered data 
points of all investigated hydrocarbons, the GCM method proposed in this work also 
performs better than the estimation scheme by Yang et al. [8].
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The presented GCM can be extended to other functional groups according to 
the method proposed in this work and has, therefore, a great potential to be used 
for a significant number of substances. A potential and interesting application 
would be the use in polymers. The fluid-specific scaling factor � can be calculated 
for the repeating group of the polymer chain and then be normalized by the molar 
mass of that certain group. This has been already proposed for the PC-SAFT [12] 
parameters in the work of Tihic et al. [14], where the fluid-specific scaling fac-
tor � seems to have some relation to the size of the molecule. Furthermore, more 
functional groups can be added to include other fluids to increase the applicabil-
ity of this model.

Identifying structural isomers has its limits when using the GCM by Con-
stantinou and Gani [13]. For instance, 2-methylhexane, which shows one 
(CH3)2–CH– group, can be distinguished from other isomers. However, that is 
not the case for 3-methylhexane and 3-ethylpentane as both show identical groups 
(3 –CH3, 3 –CH2–, 1 –CH< group). This leads to increased uncertainties for 
such substances when predicting the viscosity by means of the GCM. Therefore, 
to increase the accuracy of the introduced estimation scheme, the underlying 
method for describing the molecule should be revised. Other more sophisticated 
options may include natural language learning algorithms for accurate molecular 
description not only of branched alkanes, but also more complex molecules. In 
addition, new insights into the physics of residual entropy [485–487] could pave 
the way for something closer to first principles predictive approaches of transport 
properties.

A shortcoming of the general entropy scaling approach presented here is that 
even when fitting fluid-specific scaling factors � , it is still not possible to fit the 
experimental data within its experimental uncertainty. As the fluids studied here can 
be expected to follow entropy scaling, it could also be possible to use the transport 
property measurements to develop simultaneously thermodynamic and transport 
property models. Thermal conductivity could be a more fruitful path than viscosity 
for this process because it can be measured with a lower uncertainty in the liquid 
phase.

Supplementary Information  The online version contains supplementary material available at https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s10765-​023-​03289-w.

Author Contributions  EM: methodology, data curation, software, writing—original draft, visualization, 
formal analysis, and investigation. AJ: methodology, software, writing—review and editing, formal anal-
ysis, and validation. CGT: methodology, software, writing—original draft, visualization, and formal anal-
ysis. MT: methodology, data curation, writing—review and editing, visualization, and formal analysis. 
IHB: conceptualization, methodology, writing—review and editing. CB: supervision, writing—review 
and editing, and project administration.

Funding  Open Access funding enabled and organized by Projekt DEAL. There is no funding to declare.

Data Availability  There are no new data available. The applied data are taken from literature and marked 
with the corresponding references.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-023-03289-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-023-03289-w


	 International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176

1 3

176  Page 28 of 43

Declarations 

Competing Interests  The authors have no competing interests to declare.

Ethical Approval  Not applicable.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, 
which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative 
Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line 
to the material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended 
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permis-
sion directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/.

References

	 1.	 Y. Rosenfeld, Phys. Rev. A 15, 2545–2549 (1977). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1103/​PhysR​evA.​15.​2545
	 2.	 E.H. Abramson, Phys. Rev. E 80, 021201 (2009). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1103/​PhysR​evE.​80.​021201
	 3.	 E.H. Abramson, J. Phys. Chem. B 118, 11792–11796 (2014). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​jp507​9696
	 4.	 I.H. Bell, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 116, 4070–4079 (2019). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1073/​pnas.​

18159​43116
	 5.	 I.H. Bell, R. Messerly, M. Thol, L. Costigliola, J.C. Dyre, J. Phys. Chem. B 123, 6345–6363 

(2019). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​jpcb.​9b058​08
	 6.	 I.H. Bell, J. Chem. Eng. Data 65, 3203–3215 (2020). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​jced.​0c002​09
	 7.	 X. Yang, X. Xiao, E.F. May, I.H. Bell, J. Chem. Eng. Data 66, 1385–1398 (2021). https://​doi.​org/​

10.​1021/​acs.​jced.​0c010​09
	 8.	 X. Yang, D. Kim, E.F. May, I.H. Bell, Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 60, 13052–13070 (2021). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1021/​acs.​iecr.​1c021​54
	 9.	 A. Jäger, L. Steinberg, E. Mickoleit, M. Thol, Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 62, 3767–3791 (2023). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​iecr.​2c042​38
	 10.	 B.I. Lee, M.G. Kesler, AIChE J. 21, 510–527 (1975). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​aic.​69021​0313
	 11.	 U. Plöcker, H. Knapp, J.M. Prausnitz, Ind. Eng. Chem. Proc. Des. Dev. 17, 324–332 (1978). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​i2600​67a020
	 12.	 J. Gross, G. Sadowski, Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 40, 1244–1260 (2001). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ie000​

3887
	 13.	 L. Constantinou, R. Gani, AIChE J. 40, 1697–1710 (1994). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​aic.​69040​1011
	 14.	 A. Tihic, G.M. Kontogeorgis, N. von Solms, M.L. Michelsen, L. Constantinou, Ind. Eng. Chem. 

Res. 47, 5092–5101 (2008). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ie071​0768
	 15.	 R. Span, R. Beckmüller, S. Hielscher, A. Jäger, E. Mickoleit, T. Neumann, S. Pohl, B. Semrau, M. 

Thol, TREND. Thermodynamic Reference and Engineering Data 5.0 (Lehrstuhl für Thermodyna-
mik, Ruhr-Universität Bochum, Bochum, Germany, 2020)

	 16.	 J.O. Hirschfelder, C.F. Curtiss, R.B. Bird, Molecular Theory of Gases and Liquids (Wiley, New 
York, 1964)

	 17.	 P.D. Neufeld, A.R. Janzen, R.A. Aziz, J. Chem. Phys. 57, 1100–1102 (1972). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1063/1.​16783​63

	 18.	 T.H. Chung, M. Ajlan, L.L. Lee, K.E. Starling, Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 27, 671–679 (1988). https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ie000​76a024

	 19.	 E. Tiesinga, P.J. Mohr, D.B. Newell, B.N. Taylor, Rev. Mod. Phys. 93, 025010 (2021). https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1103/​RevMo​dPhys.​93.​025010

	 20.	 X. Yang, X. Xiao, M. Thol, M. Richter, I.H. Bell, Int. J. Thermophys. 43, 183 (2022). https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s10765-​022-​03096-9

	 21.	 R. Span, Multiparameter Equations of State (Springer, Berlin, 2000)

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.15.2545
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.80.021201
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp5079696
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1815943116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1815943116
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.9b05808
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.0c00209
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.0c01009
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.0c01009
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.iecr.1c02154
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.iecr.1c02154
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.iecr.2c04238
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.iecr.2c04238
https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690210313
https://doi.org/10.1021/i260067a020
https://doi.org/10.1021/i260067a020
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie0003887
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie0003887
https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690401011
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie0710768
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1678363
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1678363
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie00076a024
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie00076a024
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.025010
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.025010
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-022-03096-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-022-03096-9


1 3

International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176	 Page 29 of 43  176

	 22.	 O. Kunz, W. Wagner, J. Chem. Eng. Data 57, 3032–3091 (2012). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je300​
655b

	 23.	 D.-Y. Peng, D.B. Robinson, Ind. Eng. Chem. Fundam. 15, 59–64 (1976). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​
i1600​57a011

	 24.	 G. Soave, Chem. Eng. Sci. 27, 1197–1203 (1972)
	 25.	 J. Gross, AIChE J. 51, 2556–2568 (2005)
	 26.	 J. Gross, J. Vrabec, AIChE J. 52, 1194–1204 (2006)
	 27.	 E. Mickoleit, C. Breitkopf, A. Jäger, Int. J. Refrig. 121, 193–205 (2021). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​

ijref​rig.​2020.​10.​017
	 28.	 S. Rath, U. Gampe, A. Jäger, in Conference Proceedings of the European sCO2 5th European 

sCO2 Conference for Energy Systems, ed. by University of Duisburg-Essen (Duisburg-Essen, 2023)
	 29.	 U. Setzmann, W. Wagner, J. Phys. Chem. Ref. Data 20, 1061–1155 (1991). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1063/1.​555898
	 30.	 D. Bücker, W. Wagner, J. Phys. Chem. Ref. Data 35, 205–266 (2006). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1063/1.​

18592​86
	 31.	 E.W. Lemmon, M.O. McLinden, W. Wagner, J. Chem. Eng. Data 54, 3141–3180 (2009). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je900​217v
	 32.	 D. Bücker, W. Wagner, J. Phys. Chem. Ref. Data 35, 929–1019 (2006). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1063/1.​

19016​87
	 33.	 M. Thol, T. Uhde, E.W. Lemmon, R. Span, to be published (2023)
	 34.	 E.W. Lemmon, I.H. Bell, M.L. Huber, M.O. McLinden, NIST Standard Reference Database 23: 

Reference Fluid Thermodynamic and Transport Properties-REFPROP, Version 10.0 (National 
Institute of Standards and Technology, Gaithersburg, USA, 2018)

	 35.	 M. Thol, Y. Wang, E.W. Lemmon, R. Span, to be published (2023)
	 36.	 D. Tenji, Entwicklung einer Fundamentalgleichung in Form der Helmholtz Energie für n-Heptan, 

Master Thesis, Ruhr-Universität Bochum, 2017
	 37.	 R. Beckmüller, R. Span, E.W. Lemmon, M. Thol, J. Phys. Chem. Ref. Data 51, 043103 (2022). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1063/5.​01046​61
	 38.	 E.W. Lemmon, R. Span, J. Chem. Eng. Data 51, 785–850 (2006). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je050​

186n
	 39.	 I.S. Aleksandrov, A.A. Gerasimov, B.A. Grigor’ev, Therm. Eng. 58, 691–698 (2011). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1134/​S0040​60151​10800​27
	 40.	 E.W. Lemmon, M.L. Huber, Energy Fuels 18, 960–967 (2004). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ef034​1062
	 41.	 R. Romeo, E.W. Lemmon, Int. J. Thermophys. 43, 146 (2022). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​

s10765-​022-​03059-0
	 42.	 T.M. Blackham, A.K. Lemmon, E.W. Lemmon, to be published (2023)
	 43.	 K.S. Pitzer, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 77, 3427–3433 (1955). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ja016​18a001
	 44.	 J. Vijande, M.M. Piñeiro, J.L. Legido, D. Bessières, Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 49, 9394–9406 (2010). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ie100​2813
	 45.	 J. Habicht, C. Brandenbusch, G. Sadowski, Fluid Phase Equilib. 565, 113657 (2023). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1016/j.​fluid.​2022.​113657
	 46.	 E. Sauer, M. Stavrou, J. Gross, Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 53, 14854–14864 (2014). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​ie502​203w
	 47.	 V. Diky, C.D. Muzny, A.Y. Smolyanitsky, A. Bazyleva, R.D. Chirico, J.W. Magee, Y. Paulechka, 

A.F. Kazakov, S.A. Townsend, E.W. Lemmon, M. Frenkel, K. Kroenlein, ThermoData Engine 
(TDE) Version 10.2 (Pure Compounds, Binary Mixtures, Ternary Mixtures, and Chemical Reac-
tions): NIST Standard Reference Database 103b (National Institute of Standards and Technology, 
Gaithersburg, USA, 2017)

	 48.	 F.-M. de Rainville, F.-A. Fortin, M.-A. Gardner, M. Parizeau, C. Gagné, in Proceedings of the 14th 
annual conference companion on Genetic and evolutionary computation. GECCO ‘12: Genetic 
and Evolutionary Computation Conference, Philadelphia Pennsylvania USA, 07 07 2012 11 07 
2012 (ACM, New York, NY, USA, 2012), p. 85

	 49.	 F.-A. Fortin, F.-M. de Rainville, M.-A. Gardner, M. Parizeau, C. Gagné, J. Mach. Learn. Res. 13, 
2171–2175 (2012)

	 50.	 C. Grau Turuelo, S. Pinnau, C. Breitkopf, Materials (Basel, Switzerland) 14, 471 (2021). https://​
doi.​org/​10.​3390/​ma140​20471

	 51.	 N. Hansen, A. Ostermeier, Evol. Comput. 9, 159–195 (2001). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1162/​10636​56017​
50190​398

https://doi.org/10.1021/je300655b
https://doi.org/10.1021/je300655b
https://doi.org/10.1021/i160057a011
https://doi.org/10.1021/i160057a011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrefrig.2020.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrefrig.2020.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.555898
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.555898
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1859286
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1859286
https://doi.org/10.1021/je900217v
https://doi.org/10.1021/je900217v
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1901687
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1901687
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0104661
https://doi.org/10.1021/je050186n
https://doi.org/10.1021/je050186n
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0040601511080027
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0040601511080027
https://doi.org/10.1021/ef0341062
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-022-03059-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-022-03059-0
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01618a001
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie1002813
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fluid.2022.113657
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fluid.2022.113657
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie502203w
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie502203w
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14020471
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14020471
https://doi.org/10.1162/106365601750190398
https://doi.org/10.1162/106365601750190398


	 International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176

1 3

176  Page 30 of 43

	 52.	 I.M. Abdulagatov, N.D. Azizov, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 38, 1402–1415 (2006). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​jct.​2006.​01.​012

	 53.	 I.L. Acevedo, G.C. Pedrosa, M. Katz, Phys. Chem. Liq. 26, 99–106 (1993). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1080/​00319​10930​80308​23

	 54.	 I.M. Abdulagatov, S.M. Rasulov, Teplofiz. Vys. Temp. 30, 501–508 (1992)
	 55.	 I.M. Abdulagatov, S.M. Rasulov, Zh. Fiz. Khim. 70, 2187–2190 (1996)
	 56.	 I.M. Abdulagatov, S.M. Rasulov, Ber. Bunsen-Ges. Phys. Chem. 100, 148–154 (1996). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1002/​bbpc.​19961​000211
	 57.	 I.M. Abdulagatov, S.M. Rasulov, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 346, 337–341 (1996)
	 58.	 I.M. Abdulagatov, S.M. Rasulov, I.M. Abdurakhmanov, Zh. Fiz. Khim. 65, 1306–1311 (1991)
	 59.	 Y. Abe, J. Kestin, H.E. Khalifa, W.A. Wakeham, Phys. A: Stat. Mech. Appl. 93, 155–170 (1978). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0378-​4371(78)​90215-7
	 60.	 Y. Abe, J. Kestin, H.E. Khalifa, W.A. Wakeham, Ber. Bunsen-Ges. Phys. Chem. 83, 271–276 

(1979). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​bbpc.​19790​830315
	 61.	 Y. Abe, J. Kestin, H.E. Khalifa, W.A. Wakeham, Phys. A: Stat. Mech. Appl. 97, 296–305 (1979). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0378-​4371(79)​90108-0
	 62.	 H. Adzumi, Bull. Chem. Soc. Jpn 12, 199–226 (1937). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1246/​bcsj.​12.​199
	 63.	 N.A. Agaev, I.F. Golubev, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 151, 597–600 (1963)
	 64.	 N.A. Agaev, I.F. Golubev, Gaz. Prom. 8, 50–53 (1963)
	 65.	 N.A. Agaev, A.D. Yusibova, Gaz. Prom. 14, 41–43 (1969)
	 66.	 J. Águila-Hernández, A. Trejo, B.E. Garcia-Flores, R. Molnar, Fluid Phase Equilib. 267, 172–180 

(2008). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​fluid.​2008.​02.​023
	 67.	 W.A. Al Gherwi, A.H. Nhaesi, A.-F.A. Asfour, J. Solut. Chem. 35, 455–470 (2006). https://​doi.​org/​

10.​1007/​s10953-​005-​9005-x
	 68.	 J.G. Albright, A.V.J. Edge, R. Mills, J. Chem. Soc. Faraday Trans. 1 79, 1327–1334 (1983). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1039/​F1983​79013​27
	 69.	 L.F. Albright, J. Lohrenz, AIChE J. 2, 290–295 (1956). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​aic.​69002​0304
	 70.	 A. Ali, A.K. Nain, D. Chand, R. Ahmad, J. Mol. Liq. 128, 32–41 (2006). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​

molliq.​2005.​02.​007
	 71.	 A.S. Al-Jimaz, J.A. Al-Kandary, A.-H.M. Abdul-latif, A.M. Al-Zanki, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 37, 

631–642 (2005). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jct.​2004.​09.​021
	 72.	 T.M. Aminabhavi, M.I. Aralaguppi, B. Gopalakrishna, R.S. Khinnavar, Densities, shear viscosi-

ties, refractive indices, and speeds of sound of bis (2-methoxyethyl) ether with hexane, heptane, 
octane, and 2,2,4-trimethylpentane in … (1994)

	 73.	 T.M. Aminabhavi, M.I. Aralaguppi, G. Bindu, R.S. Khinnavar, J. Chem. Eng. Data 39, 522–528 
(1994). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​15a028

	 74.	 T.M. Aminabhavi, G. Bindu, J. Chem. Eng. Data 39, 529–534 (1994). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​
je000​15a029

	 75.	 T.M. Aminabhavi, V.B. Patil, M.I. Aralaguppi, H.T.S. Phayde, J. Chem. Eng. Data 41, 521–525 
(1996). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je950​279c

	 76.	 T.M. Aminabhavi, B. Gopalakrishna, J. Chem. Eng. Data 40, 632–641 (1995). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1021/​je000​19a022

	 77.	 T.M. Aminabhavi, V.B. Patil, J. Chem. Eng. Data 42, 641–646 (1997). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​
je960​382h

	 78.	 E.N. da C. Andrade, L. Rotherham, Proc. Phys. Soc. Lond. 48, 261–266 (1936). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1088/​0959-​5309/​48/2/​303

	 79.	 R. Anonymous, Properties of hydrocarbon of high molecular weight, Am. Pet. Inst. Res. Proj. 42, 
Penn. State Univ. (1968)

	 80.	 M.I. Aralaguppi, C.V. Jadar, T.M. Aminabhavi, J. Chem. Eng. Data 44, 435–440 (1999). https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je980​2266

	 81.	 A.F.A. Asfour, F.A.L. Dullien, J. Chem. Eng. Data 26, 312–316 (1981). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​
je000​25a028

	 82.	 A.F.A. Asfour, M.H. Siddique, T.D. Vavanellos, J. Chem. Eng. Data 35, 199–201 (1990). https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​60a031

	 83.	 M.J. Assael, C.P. Oliveira, M. Papadaki, W.A. Wakeham, Int. J. Thermophys. 13, 593–615 (1992). 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF005​01943

	 84.	 M.J. Assael, M. Papadaki, Int. J. Thermophys. 12, 801–810 (1991). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF005​
02407

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2006.01.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2006.01.012
https://doi.org/10.1080/00319109308030823
https://doi.org/10.1080/00319109308030823
https://doi.org/10.1002/bbpc.19961000211
https://doi.org/10.1002/bbpc.19961000211
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(78)90215-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/bbpc.19790830315
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(79)90108-0
https://doi.org/10.1246/bcsj.12.199
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fluid.2008.02.023
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10953-005-9005-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10953-005-9005-x
https://doi.org/10.1039/F19837901327
https://doi.org/10.1039/F19837901327
https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690020304
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2005.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2005.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2004.09.021
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00015a028
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00015a029
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00015a029
https://doi.org/10.1021/je950279c
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00019a022
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00019a022
https://doi.org/10.1021/je960382h
https://doi.org/10.1021/je960382h
https://doi.org/10.1088/0959-5309/48/2/303
https://doi.org/10.1088/0959-5309/48/2/303
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9802266
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9802266
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00025a028
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00025a028
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00060a031
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00060a031
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00501943
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00502407
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00502407


1 3

International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176	 Page 31 of 43  176

	 85.	 M.J. Assael, M. Papadaki, M. Dix, S.M. Richardson, W.A. Wakeham, Int. J. Thermophys. 12, 231–
244 (1991). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF005​00749

	 86.	 H. Atrops, H.E. Kalali, F. Kohler, Ber. Bunsen-Ges. Phys. Chem. 86, 26–31 (1982). https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1002/​bbpc.​19820​860106

	 87.	 A. Aucejo, M. Cruz Burguet, R. Munoz, J.L. Marques, J. Chem. Eng. Data 40, 141–147 (1995). 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​17a032

	 88.	 A. Aucejo, M. Cruz Burguet, R. Munoz, J.L. Marques, J. Chem. Eng. Data 40, 871–874 (1995). 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​20a029

	 89.	 A. Aucejo, E. Part, P. Medina, M. Sancho-Tello, J. Chem. Eng. Data 31, 143–145 (1986). https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​44a003

	 90.	 F. Audonnet, A.A. Pádua, Fluid Phase Equilib. 181, 147–161 (2001). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​
s0378-​3812(01)​00487-3

	 91.	 F. Audonnet, A.A. Pádua, Fluid Phase Equilib. 216, 235–244 (2004). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
fluid.​2003.​10.​017

	 92.	 A.M. Awwad, S.F. Al-Azzawi, M.A. Salman, Fluid Phase Equilib. 31, 171–182 (1986). https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1016/​0378-​3812(86)​90011-7

	 93.	 A.M. Awwad, E.I. Allos, Fluid Phase Equilib. 22, 353–366 (1985). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0378-​
3812(85)​87031-X

	 94.	 A.M. Awwad, M.A. Salman, Fluid Phase Equilib. 25, 195–208 (1986). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​
0378-​3812(86)​80015-2

	 95.	 Y.A. Badalov, Y.M. Naziev, S.O. Guseinov, Izv. Vyssh. Uchebn. Zaved. Neft Gaz 18, 67–70 (1975)
	 96.	 A.G. Badalyan, S.I. Rodchenko, Izv. Vyssh. Uchebn. Zaved. Neft Gaz 29, 61 (1986)
	 97.	 S.S. Bagdasaryan, Zh. Fiz. Khim. 38, 1816–1820 (1964)
	 98.	 H.O. Baled, D. Xing, H. Katz, D. Tapriyal, I.K. Gamwo, Y. Soong, B.A. Bamgbade, Y. Wu, K. 

Liu, M.A. McHugh, R.M. Enick, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 72, 108–116 (2014). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​jct.​2014.​01.​008

	 99.	 I. Bandrés, C. Lahuerta, A. Villares, S. Martín, C. Lafuente, Int. J. Thermophys. 29, 457–467 
(2008). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10765-​007-​0346-0

	100.	 J.G. Baragi, M.I. Aralaguppi, M.Y. Kariduraganavar, S.S. Kulkarni, A.S. Kittur, T.M. Aminabhavi, 
J. Chem. Thermodyn. 38, 75–83 (2006). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jct.​2005.​03.​024

	101.	 J.D. Baron, J.G. Roof, F.W. Wells, J. Chem. Eng. Data 4, 283–288 (1959). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​
je600​03a024

	102.	 M.A. Barrufet, K.R. Hall, A. Estrada-Baltazar, G.A. Iglesias-Silva, J. Chem. Eng. Data 44, 1310–
1314 (1999). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je990​043z

	103.	 A.K. Barua, M. Afzal, G.P. Flynn, J. Ross, J. Chem. Phys. 41, 374–378 (1964). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1063/1.​17258​77

	104.	 A.J. Batschinski, Z. Phys. Chem. 84, 643–706 (1913)
	105.	 H. Bauer, G. Meerlender, Rheol. Acta 23, 514–521 (1984). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF013​29284
	106.	 A. Baylaucq, C. Boned, P. Dauge, B. Lagourette, Int. J. Thermophys. 18, 3–23 (1997). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1007/​BF025​75198
	107.	 A. Baylaucq, P. Daugé, C. Boned, Int. J. Thermophys. 18, 1089–1107 (1997). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1007/​BF025​75251
	108.	 B.A. Belinskii, S.K. Ikramov, Sov. Phys. Acoust. 18, 300–303 (1973)
	109.	 E.C. Bingham, H.J. Fornwalt, J. Rheol. (1929–1932) 1, 372–417 (1930). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1122/1.​

21163​31
	110.	 E.C. Bingham, G.F. White, A. Thomas, J.L. Cadwell, Z. Phys. Chem. (Leipzig) 83, 641–673 

(1913)
	111.	 E.C. Bingham, G.F. White, A. Thomas, J.L. Cadwell, Z. Phys. Chem. 83U, 641–673 (1913). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1515/​zpch-​1913-​8346
	112.	 M. Blahušiak, Š Schlosser, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 72, 54–64 (2014). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jct.​

2013.​12.​022
	113.	 A.M. Blanco, J. Ortega, B. Garcia, J.M. Leal, Thermochim. Acta 222, 127–136 (1993). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1016/​0040-​6031(93)​80546-M
	114.	 W.M. Bleakney, Physics 3, 123–136 (1932). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1063/1.​17450​88
	115.	 M.F. Bolotnikov, Y.A. Neruchev, J. Chem. Eng. Data 48, 739–741 (2003). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

je034​002l
	116.	 A. Bouzas, M. Cruz Burguet, J.B. Montón, R. Muñoz, J. Chem. Eng. Data 45, 331–333 (2000). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je990​2793

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00500749
https://doi.org/10.1002/bbpc.19820860106
https://doi.org/10.1002/bbpc.19820860106
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00017a032
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00020a029
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00044a003
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00044a003
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0378-3812(01)00487-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0378-3812(01)00487-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fluid.2003.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fluid.2003.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-3812(86)90011-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-3812(86)90011-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-3812(85)87031-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-3812(85)87031-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-3812(86)80015-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-3812(86)80015-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2014.01.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2014.01.008
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-007-0346-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2005.03.024
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60003a024
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60003a024
https://doi.org/10.1021/je990043z
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1725877
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1725877
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01329284
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02575198
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02575198
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02575251
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02575251
https://doi.org/10.1122/1.2116331
https://doi.org/10.1122/1.2116331
https://doi.org/10.1515/zpch-1913-8346
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2013.12.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2013.12.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/0040-6031(93)80546-M
https://doi.org/10.1016/0040-6031(93)80546-M
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1745088
https://doi.org/10.1021/je034002l
https://doi.org/10.1021/je034002l
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9902793


	 International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176

1 3

176  Page 32 of 43

	117.	 A.C. Bratton, W.A. Felsing, J.R. Bailey, Ind. Eng. Chem. 28, 424–430 (1936). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1021/​ie503​16a014

	118.	 D.W. Brazier, G.R. Freeman, Can. J. Chem. 47, 893–899 (1969). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1139/​v69-​147
	119.	 R.R. Brunson, C.H. Byers, J. Chem. Eng. Data 34, 46–52 (1989). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​

55a015
	120.	 N.V. Bulanov, V.P. Skripov, J. Eng. Phys. 29, 1550–1554 (1975). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF008​

63726
	121.	 R. Burgdorf, A. Zocholl, W. Arlt, H. Knapp, Fluid Phase Equilib. 164, 225–255 (1999). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1016/​S0378-​3812(99)​00234-4
	122.	 L.T. Carmichael, V.M. Berry, B.H. Sage, J. Chem. Eng. Data 9, 411–415 (1964). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​je600​22a038
	123.	 L.T. Carmichael, V. Berry, B.H. Sage, J. Chem. Eng. Data 10, 57–61 (1965). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​je600​24a020
	124.	 L.T. Carmichael, V.M. Berry, B.H. Sage, J. Chem. Eng. Data 14, 27–31 (1969). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​je600​40a009
	125.	 L.T. Carmichael, B.H. Sage, J. Chem. Eng. Data 8, 94–98 (1963). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​

16a028
	126.	 L.T. Carmichael, B.H. Sage, J. Chem. Eng. Data 8, 612–616 (1963). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​

19a048
	127.	 L.T. Carmichael, B.H. Sage, AIChE J. 12, 559–562 (1966). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​aic.​69012​0330
	128.	 A. Carrasco, M. Pérez-Navarro, I. Gascón, M.C. López, C. Lafuente, J. Chem. Eng. Data 53, 

1223–1227 (2008). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je800​048f
	129.	 H. Casas, L. Segade, C. Franjo, E. Jiménez, M.I. Paz Andrade, J. Chem. Eng. Data 43, 756–762 

(1998). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je980​0609
	130.	 D.R. Caudwell, Viscosity of Dense Fluid Mixtures, PhD Thesis, Imperial College London, 2004
	131.	 D.R. Caudwell, J.P.M. Trusler, V. Vesovic, W.A. Wakeham, Int. J. Thermophys. 25, 1339–1352 

(2004). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10765-​004-​5742-0
	132.	 D. Caudwell, A.R. Goodwin, J. Trusler, J. Pet. Sci. Eng. 44, 333–340 (2004). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1016/j.​petrol.​2004.​02.​019
	133.	 D.R. Caudwell, J.P.M. Trusler, V. Vesovic, W.A. Wakeham, J. Chem. Eng. Data 54, 359–366 

(2009). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je800​417q
	134.	 A.C.H. Chandrasekhar, K.N. Surendra Nath, A. Krishnaiah, Chem. Scr. 28, 421–425 (1988)
	135.	 G. Chavanne, H. De Graef, Bull. Soc. Chim. Belg. 33, 366 (1924)
	136.	 G. Chavanne, H. van Risseghem, Bull. Soc. Chim. Belg. 31, 87–94 (1922)
	137.	 G. Chen, Y. Hou, H. Knapp, J. Chem. Eng. Data 40, 1005–1010 (1995). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

je000​20a062
	138.	 H.-W. Chen, C.-H. Tu, J. Chem. Eng. Data 50, 1262–1269 (2005). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je050​

010l
	139.	 H.-W. Chen, C.-H. Tu, J. Chem. Eng. Data 51, 261–267 (2006). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je050​367p
	140.	 J.L.E. Chevalier, P.J. Petrino, Y.H. Gaston-Bonhomme, J. Chem. Eng. Data 35, 206–212 (1990). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​60a034
	141.	 H. Chi, G. Li, Y. Guo, L. Xu, W. Fang, J. Chem. Eng. Data 58, 2224–2232 (2013). https://​doi.​org/​

10.​1021/​je400​250u
	142.	 A. Choudhury, M. Das, M.N. Roy, J. Indian Chem. Soc. 82, 625–631 (2005)
	143.	 M.A. Chowdhury, M.A. Majid, M.A. Saleh, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 33, 347–360 (2001). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1006/​jcht.​2000.​0751
	144.	 S.-Y. Chuang, P.S. Chappelear, R. Kobayashi, J. Chem. Eng. Data 21, 403–411 (1976). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1021/​je600​71a010
	145.	 A.F. Collings, E. McLaughlin, Trans. Faraday Soc. 67, 340 (1971). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​TF971​

67003​40
	146.	 F. Comelli, S. Ottani, R. Francesconi, C. Castellari, J. Chem. Eng. Data 47, 93–97 (2002). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je010​216w
	147.	 E.W. Comings, B.J. Mayland, R.S. Egly, Viscosity of Gases at High Pressures, University of Illi-

nois Bulletin (1944)
	148.	 E.F. Cooper, A.F.A. Asfour, J. Chem. Eng. Data 36, 285–288 (1991). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​

03a008
	149.	 B.M. Coursey, E.L. Heric, J. Chem. Eng. Data 14, 426–430 (1969). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​

43a015

https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50316a014
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50316a014
https://doi.org/10.1139/v69-147
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00055a015
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00055a015
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00863726
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00863726
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-3812(99)00234-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-3812(99)00234-4
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60022a038
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60022a038
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60024a020
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60024a020
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60040a009
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60040a009
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60016a028
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60016a028
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60019a048
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60019a048
https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690120330
https://doi.org/10.1021/je800048f
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9800609
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-004-5742-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2004.02.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2004.02.019
https://doi.org/10.1021/je800417q
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00020a062
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00020a062
https://doi.org/10.1021/je050010l
https://doi.org/10.1021/je050010l
https://doi.org/10.1021/je050367p
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00060a034
https://doi.org/10.1021/je400250u
https://doi.org/10.1021/je400250u
https://doi.org/10.1006/jcht.2000.0751
https://doi.org/10.1006/jcht.2000.0751
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60071a010
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60071a010
https://doi.org/10.1039/TF9716700340
https://doi.org/10.1039/TF9716700340
https://doi.org/10.1021/je010216w
https://doi.org/10.1021/je010216w
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00003a008
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00003a008
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60043a015
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60043a015


1 3

International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176	 Page 33 of 43  176

	150.	 H. Craubner, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 57, 2817–2826 (1986). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1063/1.​11390​50
	151.	 P.M. Craven, J.D. Lambert, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 205, 439–449 (1951). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1098/​

rspa.​1951.​0039
	152.	 M.J.M. Cueto, M.G. Vallejo, V.F. Luque, Grasas Aceites 42, 14–21 (1991)
	153.	 W.G. Cutler, A study of the compressions of several high molecular weight hydrocarbons, Ph.D. 

Thesis, Pennsylvania State University, University Park, 1955, https://​search.​proqu​est.​com/​openv​
iew/​232cc​fee21​baf89​aadd6​ad2d8​1aded​12/1?​pq-​origs​ite=​gscho​lar&​cbl=​18750​&​diss=y

	154.	 A.Y. Dandekar, S.I. Andersen, E.H. Stenby, J. Chem. Eng. Data 43, 551–554 (1998). https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1021/​je970​2807

	155.	 R.K. Day, Phys. Rev. 40, 281–290 (1932). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1103/​physr​ev.​40.​281
	156.	 H. De Graef, Bull. Soc. Chim. Belg. 34, 427 (1925)
	157.	 L. De Lorenzi, M. Fermeglia, G. Torriano, J. Chem. Eng. Data 39, 483–487 (1994). https://​doi.​org/​

10.​1021/​je000​15a018
	158.	 M. Diaz Pena, A. Cabello, J.A.R. Cheda, An. Quim. 71, 637 (1975)
	159.	 M. Diaz Pena, J.A.R. Cheda, An. Quim. 70, 107 (1974)
	160.	 M. Diaz Pena, J.A.R. Cheda, An. Quim. 71, 34–38 (1975)
	161.	 D.E. Diller, L.J. van Poolen, Int. J. Thermophys. 6, 43–62 (1985). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF005​

05791
	162.	 D.E. Diller, J. Chem. Eng. Data 27, 240–243 (1982). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​29a003
	163.	 D.E. Diller, J.M. Saber, Phys. A: Stat. Mech. Appl. 108, 143–152 (1981). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​

0378-​4371(81)​90169-2
	164.	 J.A. Dixon, J. Chem. Eng. Data 4, 289–294 (1959). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​04a001
	165.	 J.P. Dolan, K.E. Starling, A.L. Lee, B.E. Eakin, R.T. Ellington, J. Chem. Eng. Data 8, 396–399 

(1963). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​18a031
	166.	 M. Dominguez, E. Langa, A.M. Mainar, J. Santafé, J.S. Urieta, J. Chem. Eng. Data 48, 302–307 

(2003). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je020​114l
	167.	 M. Dominguez, J. Pardo, M. López, F. Royo, J. Urieta, Fluid Phase Equilib. 124, 147–159 (1996). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​s0378-​3812(96)​03070-1
	168.	 M. Dominguez, J. Santafé, M. López, F. Royo, J. Urieta, Fluid Phase Equilib. 152, 133–148 (1998). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​s0378-​3812(98)​00377-x
	169.	 M. Dominguez, J.I. Pardo, I. Gascón, F.M. Royo, J.S. Urieta, Fluid Phase Equilib. 169, 277–292 

(2000). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​s0378-​3812(00)​00332-0
	170.	 M. Dominguez-Pérez, C. Franjo, J. Pico, L. Segade, O. Cabeza, E. Jiménez, Int. J. Thermophys. 

30, 1197–1201 (2009). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10765-​009-​0622-2
	171.	 A.K. Doolittle, R.H. Peterson, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 73, 2145–2151 (1951). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

ja011​49a069
	172.	 P. Drapier, Bull. Cl. Sci. Acad. R. Belg. 5(1), 621–640 (1911)
	173.	 G.P. Dubey, M. Sharma, J. Chem. Eng. Data 52, 449–453 (2007). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je060​

389r
	174.	 G.P. Dubey, M. Sharma, J. Mol. Liq. 143, 109–114 (2008). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​molliq.​2008.​

06.​015
	175.	 G.P. Dubey, M. Sharma, J. Mol. Liq. 142, 124–129 (2008). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​molliq.​2008.​

05.​013
	176.	 G.P. Dubey, M. Sharma, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 40, 991–1000 (2008). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jct.​

2008.​02.​005
	177.	 G.P. Dubey, M. Sharma, J. Chem. Eng. Data 53, 1032–1038 (2008). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je700​

7654
	178.	 G.P. Dubey, M. Sharma, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 41, 115–122 (2009). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jct.​

2008.​07.​010
	179.	 G.P. Dubey, M. Sharma, N. Dubey, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 40, 309–320 (2008). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1016/j.​jct.​2007.​05.​016
	180.	 G.P. Dubey, M. Sharma, S. Oswal, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 41, 849–858 (2009). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1016/j.​jct.​2009.​02.​002
	181.	 D. Ducoulombier, H. Zhou, C. Boned, J. Peyrelasse, H. Saint-Guirons, P. Xans, J. Phys. Chem. 90, 

1692–1700 (1986). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​j1003​99a047
	182.	 V. Dumitrescu, M.M. Budeanu, S. Radu, A.D. Cameniţă, Phys. Chem. Liq. 53, 242–251 (2015). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​00319​104.​2014.​972554

https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1139050
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1951.0039
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1951.0039
https://search.proquest.com/openview/232ccfee21baf89aadd6ad2d81aded12/1?pq-origsite=gscholar&cbl=18750&diss=y
https://search.proquest.com/openview/232ccfee21baf89aadd6ad2d81aded12/1?pq-origsite=gscholar&cbl=18750&diss=y
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9702807
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9702807
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrev.40.281
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00015a018
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00015a018
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00505791
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00505791
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00029a003
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(81)90169-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(81)90169-2
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60004a001
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60018a031
https://doi.org/10.1021/je020114l
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0378-3812(96)03070-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0378-3812(98)00377-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0378-3812(00)00332-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-009-0622-2
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01149a069
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01149a069
https://doi.org/10.1021/je060389r
https://doi.org/10.1021/je060389r
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2008.06.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2008.06.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2008.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2008.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2008.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2008.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1021/je7007654
https://doi.org/10.1021/je7007654
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2008.07.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2008.07.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2007.05.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2007.05.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2009.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2009.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1021/j100399a047
https://doi.org/10.1080/00319104.2014.972554


	 International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176

1 3

176  Page 34 of 43

	183.	 J.H. Dymond, N.F. Glen, J.D. Isdale, Int. J. Thermophys. 6, 233–250 (1985). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1007/​BF005​22146

	184.	 J.H. Dymond, J. Robertson, J.D. Isdale, Int. J. Thermophys. 2, 133–154 (1981). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1007/​BF005​03937

	185.	 J.H. Dymond, K.J. Young, Int. J. Thermophys. 1, 331–344 (1980). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF005​
16562

	186.	 J.H. Dymond, K.J. Young, J.D. Isdale, Int. J. Thermophys. 1, 345–373 (1980). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1007/​BF005​16563

	187.	 B.E. Eakin, K.E. Starling, J.P. Dolan, R.T. Ellington, J. Chem. Eng. Data 7, 33–36 (1962). https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​12a010

	188.	 L.D. Eicher, B.J. Zwolinski, J. Phys. Chem. 76, 3295–3300 (1972). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​j1006​
66a031

	189.	 H.E.M. El-Sayed, A.-F.A. Asfour, Int. J. Thermophys. 30, 1773–1790 (2009). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1007/​s10765-​009-​0667-2

	190.	 C. Engler, H. Höfer, J. Berlinerblau, W. Ebstein, N. Hviid, H. Köhler, L. Ubbelohde Das Erdöl 
seine Physik, Chemie, Geologie, Technologie und sein Wirtschaftsbetrieb, Verlag von S. Hirzel, 
Leipzig, Germany (1913)

	191.	 A. Estrada-Baltazar, G.A. Iglesias-Silva, C. Caballero-Cerón, J. Chem. Eng. Data 58, 3351–3363 
(2013). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je400​4806

	192.	 A. Estrada-Baltazar, J.F.J. Alvarado, G.A. Iglesias-Silva, M.A. Barrufet, J. Chem. Eng. Data 43, 
441–446 (1998). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je970​233e

	193.	 E.B. Evans, J. Inst. Pet. 24, 38 (1938)
	194.	 E.B. Evans, J. Inst. Pet. 24, 321–327 (1938)
	195.	 W.A. Everhart, W.A. Hare, E. Mack, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 55, 4894–4897 (1933). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​ja013​39a026
	196.	 C. Evers, H.W. Lösch, W. Wagner, Int. J. Thermophys. 23, 1411–1439 (2002). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1023/A:​10207​84330​515
	197.	 N.C. Exarchos, M. Tasioula-Margari, I.N. Demetropoulos, J. Chem. Eng. Data 40, 567–571 (1995). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​19a005
	198.	 J. Fan, X. Zhao, Z. Guo, Z. Liu, Int. J. Thermophys. 33, 2243–2250 (2012). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1007/​s10765-​012-​1309-7
	199.	 S. Fang, C.-X. Zhao, C.-H. He, J. Chem. Eng. Data 53, 2244–2246 (2008). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

je800​3707
	200.	 S. Fang, X.-B. Zuo, X.-J. Xu, D.-H. Ren, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 68, 281–287 (2014). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1016/j.​jct.​2013.​09.​017
	201.	 Z. Fang, Y. Qiao, Z. Di, Y. Huo, P. Ma, S. Xia, J. Chem. Eng. Data 53, 2787–2792 (2008). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je800​635g
	202.	 F.X. Feitosa, A.C.R. Caetano, T.B. Cidade, H.B. de Santana, J. Chem. Eng. Data 54, 2957–2963 

(2009). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je800​925v
	203.	 F.S. Fawcett, Ind. Eng. Chem. 38, 338–340 (1946). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ie504​35a026
	204.	 M. Fermeglia, R. Lapasin, G. Torriano, J. Chem. Eng. Data 35, 260–265 (1990). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​je000​61a011
	205.	 M. Fermeglia, G. Torriano, J. Chem. Eng. Data 44, 965–969 (1999). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je990​

0171
	206.	 C. Franjo, L. Segade, C.P. Menaut, J.M. Pico, E. Jiménez, J. Solut. Chem. 30, 995–1006 (2001). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1023/A:​10133​51310​420
	207.	 C. Franjo, C.P. Menaut, E. Jimenez, J.L. Legido, M.I. Paz Andrade, J. Chem. Eng. Data 40, 992–

994 (1995). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​20a058
	208.	 B. Garcia, R. Alcalde, S. Aparicio, J.M. Leal, Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 41, 4399–4408 (2002). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ie020​008c
	209.	 I. Gascon, J. Pardo, J. Santafe, M. Dominguez, J.S. Urieta, Fluid Phase Equilib. 180, 211–220 

(2001)
	210.	 I. Gascon, A. Villares, M. Haro, S. Martin, H. Artigas, J. Chem. Eng. Data 50, 722–726 (2005). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je049​576k
	211.	 J.M. Geist, PhD Thesis, Pennsylvania State University, University Park, 1942
	212.	 J.M. Geist, M.R. Cannon, Ind. Eng. Chem. Anal. Ed. 18, 611–613 (1946). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

i5601​58a008
	213.	 S.F. Gerf, G.I. Galkov, Zh. Tekh. Fiz. 10, 725–732 (1940)

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00522146
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00522146
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00503937
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00503937
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00516562
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00516562
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00516563
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00516563
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60012a010
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60012a010
https://doi.org/10.1021/j100666a031
https://doi.org/10.1021/j100666a031
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-009-0667-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-009-0667-2
https://doi.org/10.1021/je4004806
https://doi.org/10.1021/je970233e
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01339a026
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01339a026
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1020784330515
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1020784330515
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00019a005
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-012-1309-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-012-1309-7
https://doi.org/10.1021/je8003707
https://doi.org/10.1021/je8003707
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2013.09.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2013.09.017
https://doi.org/10.1021/je800635g
https://doi.org/10.1021/je800635g
https://doi.org/10.1021/je800925v
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50435a026
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00061a011
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00061a011
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9900171
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9900171
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1013351310420
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00020a058
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie020008c
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie020008c
https://doi.org/10.1021/je049576k
https://doi.org/10.1021/i560158a008
https://doi.org/10.1021/i560158a008


1 3

International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176	 Page 35 of 43  176

	214.	 S.F. Gerf, G.I. Galkov, Zh. Tekh. Fiz. 11, 801–808 (1941)
	215.	 J.G. Giddings, J.T.F. Kao, R. Kobayashi, J. Chem. Phys. 45, 578–586 (1966). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1063/1.​17276​11
	216.	 E.B. Giller, H.G. Drickamer, Ind. Eng. Chem. 41, 2067–2069 (1949). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ie504​

77a056
	217.	 C.E. Gleim, I. Studies of the Isopropyl Group. II. Synthesis of 2,2-Dimethyl-3-Ethel 1-Pentanol. III. 

Studies of Optically Active Compounds. IV. Miscellaneous Studies, PhD thesis, Pennsylvania State 
University, State College, USA (1941)

	218.	 A.Z. Golik, C.D. Ravikovich, Ukr. Fiz. Zh. 39–47 (1955)
	219.	 M.H. Gollis, L.I. Belenyessy, B.J. Gudzinowicz, S.D. Koch, J.O. Smith, R.J. Wineman, J. Chem. 

Eng. Data 7, 311–316 (1962). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​13a044
	220.	 I.F. Golubev, Viscosity of Gases and Gas Mixtures: A Handbook (Gosudarstvennoe Izdate1’ stvo, 

Fiziko-Matematicheskoi Literatury, Moscow, 1959)
	221.	 I.F. Golubev, N.A. Agaev, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 151, 875–878 (1963)
	222.	 I.F. Golubev, N.A. Agaev, Vayzkost predelnikh uglevodoro- dov. Azerneshir. Baku (1964)
	223.	 I.F. Golubev, N.E. Gnezdilov Properties of Gas Mixtures, Izd-vo Standartov, Moscow, (1971)
	224.	 I.F. Golubev, V.A. Petrov, Viscosity of Gases and Gaseous Mixtures, Tr. GIAP, vol 2 (1953), pp 

5–33
	225.	 D. Gómez-Díaz, J.C. Mejuto, J.M. Navaza, J. Chem. Eng. Data 46, 720–724 (2001). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1021/​je000​310x
	226.	 D. Gómez-Díaz, J.C. Mejuto, J.M. Navaza, J. Chem. Eng. Data 51, 409–411 (2006). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1021/​je050​333h
	227.	 D. Gómez-Díaz, J.C. Mejuto, J.M. Navaza, A. Rodríguez-Álvarez, J. Chem. Eng. Data 47, 872–875 

(2002). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je010​288n
	228.	 X. Gong, Y. Guo, J. Xiao, Y. Yang, W. Fang, J. Chem. Eng. Data 57, 3278–3282 (2012). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je300​899n
	229.	 M.H. Gonzalez, A.L. Lee, J. Chem. Eng. Data 11, 357–359 (1966). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​

30a019
	230.	 B. González, A. Dominguez, J. Tojo, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 35, 939–953 (2003). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1016/​s0021-​9614(03)​00047-8
	231.	 B. González, A. Domı́nguez, J. Tojo, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 36, 267–275 (2004). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1016/j.​jct.​2003.​12.​005
	232.	 B. González, A. Dominguez, J. Tojo, R. Cores, J. Chem. Eng. Data 49, 1225–1230 (2004). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je034​208m
	233.	 A.R.H. Goodwin, E.P. Donzier, O. Vancauwenberghe, A.D. Fitt, K.A. Ronaldson, W.A. Wakeham, 

M. Manrique de Lara, F. Marty, B. Mercier, J. Chem. Eng. Data 51, 190–208 (2006). https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1021/​je050​3296

	234.	 V.K. Grachev, B.A. Grigor’ev, A.S. Keramidi, Izv. Vyssh. Uchebn. Zaved. Neft Gaz 2, 41–44 
(1989)

	235.	 B.A. Grigor’ev, A.S. Keramidi, S.I. Rodchenko, V.K. Grachev, Izv. Vyssh. Uchebn. Zaved. Neft 
Gaz 31, 53 (1988)

	236.	 L. Grunberg, A.H. Nissan, Ind. Eng. Chem. 42, 885–891 (1950). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ie504​
85a037

	237.	 H. Guerrero, M. García-Mardones, G. Pera, I. Bandrés, C. Lafuente, J. Chem. Eng. Data 56, 3133–
3141 (2011). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je200​213h

	238.	 B.V. Gunchuk, E.M. Karbanov, N.I. Lapardin, V.Y. Zakharzhevskiy, Teplofiz. Svoistva Veshchestv 
Mater. 11, 39–46 (1977)

	239.	 S.O. Guseinov, Y.M. Naziev, Izv. Vyssh. Uchebn. Zaved. Neft Gaz 16, 61–63 (1973)
	240.	 B.R. Hammond, R.H. Stokes, Trans. Faraday Soc. 51, 1641–1649 (1955). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​

TF955​51016​41
	241.	 S. Hamzehlouia, A.-F.A. Asfour, J. Mol. Liq. 174, 143–152 (2012). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​mol-

liq.​2012.​06.​020
	242.	 K.R. Harris, R. Malhotra, L.A. Woolf, J. Chem. Eng. Data 42, 1254–1260 (1997). https://​doi.​org/​

10.​1021/​je970​105q
	243.	 J. Hellemans, H. Zink, O. van Paemel, Physica 46, 395–410 (1970). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0031-​

8914(70)​90013-3
	244.	 J.M. Hellemans, J. Kestin, S.T. Ro, Physica 65, 376–380 (1973). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0031-​

8914(73)​90352-2

https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1727611
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1727611
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50477a056
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50477a056
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60013a044
https://doi.org/10.1021/je000310x
https://doi.org/10.1021/je000310x
https://doi.org/10.1021/je050333h
https://doi.org/10.1021/je050333h
https://doi.org/10.1021/je010288n
https://doi.org/10.1021/je300899n
https://doi.org/10.1021/je300899n
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60030a019
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60030a019
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0021-9614(03)00047-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0021-9614(03)00047-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2003.12.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2003.12.005
https://doi.org/10.1021/je034208m
https://doi.org/10.1021/je034208m
https://doi.org/10.1021/je0503296
https://doi.org/10.1021/je0503296
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50485a037
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50485a037
https://doi.org/10.1021/je200213h
https://doi.org/10.1039/TF9555101641
https://doi.org/10.1039/TF9555101641
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2012.06.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2012.06.020
https://doi.org/10.1021/je970105q
https://doi.org/10.1021/je970105q
https://doi.org/10.1016/0031-8914(70)90013-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0031-8914(70)90013-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0031-8914(73)90352-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0031-8914(73)90352-2


	 International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176

1 3

176  Page 36 of 43

	245.	 S. Hendl, E. Vogel, Fluid Phase Equilib. 76, 259–272 (1992). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0378-​
3812(92)​85093-n

	246.	 E.L. Heric, J.G. Brewer, J. Chem. Eng. Data 12, 574–583 (1967). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​
35a028

	247.	 S. Herrmann, E. Vogel, J. Chem. Eng. Data 60, 3703–3720 (2015). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​
jced.​5b006​54

	248.	 D.L. Hogenboom, W. Webb, J.A. Dixon, J. Chem. Phys. 46, 2586–2598 (1967). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1063/1.​18410​88

	249.	 E.T.S. Huang, G.W. Swift, F. Kurata, AIChE J. 12, 932–936 (1966). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​aic.​
69012​0518

	250.	 R.M. Hubbard, G.G. Brown, Ind. Eng. Chem. 35, 1276–1280 (1943). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ie504​
08a013

	251.	 J.J. Hurly, K.A. Gillis, J.B. Mehl, M.R. Moldover, Int. J. Thermophys. 24, 1441–1474 (2003). 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1023/B:​IJOT.​00000​04088.​04964.​4c

	252.	 H. Iloukhani, M. Rezaei-Sameti, J. Chem. Eng. Data 50, 1928–1931 (2005). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1021/​je050​1944

	253.	 H. Iloukhani, M. Rezaei-Sameti, J. Basiri-Parsa, S. Azizian, J. Mol. Liq. 126, 117–123 (2006). 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​molliq.​2005.​11.​034

	254.	 J.D. Isdale, J.H. Dymond, T.A. Brawn, High Temp. High Press. 11, 571–580 (1979)
	255.	 Y. Ishida, Phys. Rev. 21, 550–563 (1923). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1103/​PhysR​ev.​21.​550
	256.	 N. Islam, B. Waris, Indian J. Chem. 14A, 30–32 (1976)
	257.	 M. Iwahashi, Y. Yamaguchi, Y. Ogura, M. Suzuki, Bull. Chem. Soc. Jpn 63, 2154–2158 (1990). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1246/​bcsj.​63.​2154
	258.	 H. Iwasaki, M. Takahashi, J. Chem. Phys. 74, 1930–1943 (1981). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1063/1.​441286
	259.	 M. Iwasaki, H. Takahashi, Kogyo Kagaku Zasshi 22, 48–50 (1976)
	260.	 C. Jambon, G. Delmas, Can. J. Chem. 55, 1360–1366 (1977). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1139/​v77-​188
	261.	 E. Jiménez, C. Franjo, L. Segade, J.L. Legido, M.I.P. Andrade, J. Solut. Chem. 27, 569–579 

(1998). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1023/A:​10226​86707​250
	262.	 E. Jiménez, L. Segade, C. Franjo, H. Casas, J. Legido, M. Paz Andrade, Fluid Phase Equilib. 149, 

339–358 (1998). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0378-​3812(98)​00372-0
	263.	 G.C. Johnson, F.S. Fawcett, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 68, 1416–1419 (1946). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

ja012​12a005
	264.	 J.F. Johnson, R.L. LeTourneau, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 75, 1743–1744 (1953). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

ja011​03a514
	265.	 M. Kanti, B. Lagourette, J. Alliez, C. Boned, Fluid Phase Equilib. 65, 291–304 (1991). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1016/​0378-​3812(91)​87031-4
	266.	 Y.-C. Kao, C.-H. Tu, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 43, 216–226 (2011). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jct.​2010.​

08.​019
	267.	 S. Kapoor, V.K. Rattan, J. Chem. Eng. Data 50, 1891–1896 (2005). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je050​

1585
	268.	 H. Kashiwagi, T. Makita, Int. J. Thermophys. 3, 289–305 (1982). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF005​

02346
	269.	 A.S. Keramidi, Y.L. Rastorguev, Izv. Vyssh. Uchebn. Zaved. Neft Gaz 13, 108–114 (1970)
	270.	 A.S. Keramidi, Y.L. Rastorguev, Izv. Vyssh. Uchebn. Zaved. Neft Gaz 15, 65–68 (1972)
	271.	 P.M. Kessel’man, E.G. Porichanskii, E.M. Karbanov, Kholod. Tekh. Tekhnol. 22, 48–50 (1976)
	272.	 J. Kestin, H.E. Khalifa, W.A. Wakeham, J. Chem. Phys. 65, 5186–5188 (1976). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1063/1.​433060
	273.	 J. Kestin, H.E. Khalifa, W.A. Wakeham, J. Chem. Phys. 66, 1132–1134 (1977). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1063/1.​434048
	274.	 J. Kestin, S.T. Ro, W.A. Wakeham, Trans. Faraday Soc. 67, 2308–2313 (1971). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1039/​TF971​67023​08
	275.	 K.M. Khalilov, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 9, 335–345 (1939)
	276.	 I.N. Khalimonova, Ukr. Fiz. Zh. 7, 483 (1962)
	277.	 E. Kiran, Y.L. Sen, Int. J. Thermophys. 13, 411–442 (1992). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF005​03880
	278.	 A. Klemenc-Wien, W. Remi, Monatsh. Chem. 44, 307–316 (1923)
	279.	 B. Knapstad, P.A. Skjoelsvik, H.A. Oeye, J. Chem. Eng. Data 34, 37–43 (1989). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​je000​55a013

https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-3812(92)85093-n
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-3812(92)85093-n
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60035a028
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60035a028
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.5b00654
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.5b00654
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1841088
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1841088
https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690120518
https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690120518
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50408a013
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50408a013
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:IJOT.0000004088.04964.4c
https://doi.org/10.1021/je0501944
https://doi.org/10.1021/je0501944
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2005.11.034
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.21.550
https://doi.org/10.1246/bcsj.63.2154
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.441286
https://doi.org/10.1139/v77-188
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1022686707250
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-3812(98)00372-0
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01212a005
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01212a005
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01103a514
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01103a514
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-3812(91)87031-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-3812(91)87031-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2010.08.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2010.08.019
https://doi.org/10.1021/je0501585
https://doi.org/10.1021/je0501585
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00502346
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00502346
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.433060
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.433060
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.434048
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.434048
https://doi.org/10.1039/TF9716702308
https://doi.org/10.1039/TF9716702308
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00503880
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00055a013
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00055a013


1 3

International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176	 Page 37 of 43  176

	280.	 B. Knapstad, P.A. Skjoelsvik, H.A. Oeye, J. Chem. Eng. Data 36, 84–88 (1991). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1021/​je000​01a025

	281.	 G. Knothe, K.R. Steidley, Fuel 84, 1059–1065 (2005). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​fuel.​2005.​01.​016
	282.	 G. Knothe, K.R. Steidley, Fuel 86, 2560–2567 (2007). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​fuel.​2007.​02.​006
	283.	 H. Koelbel, W. Siemes, H. Luther, Brennst.-Chem. 30, 362–371 (1949)
	284.	 B.I. Konobeev, V.V. Lyapin, Zh. Prikl. Khim. 43, 803–810 (1970)
	285.	 N.I. Koshkin, V.F. Nozdrev, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 92, 793–796 (1953)
	286.	 S. Kouris, C. Panayiotou, J. Chem. Eng. Data 34, 200–203 (1989). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​

56a016
	287.	 U.G. Krahn, G. Luft, J. Chem. Eng. Data 39, 670–672 (1994). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​16a006
	288.	 H.-C. Ku, C.-H. Tu, J. Chem. Eng. Data 50, 608–615 (2005). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je049​655w
	289.	 H.-C. Ku, C.-C. Wang, C.-H. Tu, J. Chem. Eng. Data 53, 566–573 (2008). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

je700​626v
	290.	 H.-C. Ku, C.-C. Wang, C.-H. Tu, J. Chem. Eng. Data 54, 131–136 (2009). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

je800​664z
	291.	 C. Küchenmeister, E. Vogel, Int. J. Thermophys. 21, 329–341 (2000). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1023/A:​

10066​71226​710
	292.	 J.P. Kuenen, S.W. Visser, Koninklijke Nederlandse Akademie van Wetenschappen Proceedings 

Series B Physical Sciences 16, 350–355 (1913)
	293.	 A. Kumagai, D. Tomida, C. Yokoyama, Int. J. Thermophys. 27, 376–393 (2006). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1007/​s10765-​006-​0053-2
	294.	 A. Kumagai, D. Tomida, C. Yokoyama, Int. J. Thermophys. 28, 1111–1119 (2007). https://​doi.​org/​

10.​1007/​s10765-​007-​0259-y
	295.	 S. Lago, B. Rodríguez-Cabo, A. Arce, A. Soto, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 75, 63–68 (2014). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1016/j.​jct.​2014.​02.​012
	296.	 K. Lal, N. Tripathi, G.P. Dubey, J. Chem. Eng. Data 45, 961–964 (2000). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

je000​103x
	297.	 J.D. Lambert, K.J. Cotton, M.W. Pailthorpe, A.M. Robinson, J. Scrivins, W.R.F. Vale, R.M. 

Young, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 231, 280–290 (1955). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1098/​rspa.​1955.​0173
	298.	 D.C. Landaverde-Cortes, A. Estrada-Baltazar, G.A. Iglesias-Silva, K.R. Hall, J. Chem. Eng. Data 

52, 1226–1232 (2007). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​554h
	299.	 D.C. Landaverde-Cortes, G.A. Iglesias-Silva, M. Ramos-Estrada, K.R. Hall, J. Chem. Eng. Data 

53, 288–292 (2008). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je700​428f
	300.	 T.M. Ledneva, Vestn. Mosk. Univ. 2, 49–60 (1956)
	301.	 A.L. Lee, R.T. Ellington, J. Chem. Eng. Data 10, 101–104 (1965). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​

25a005
	302.	 A.L. Lee, B. Gonzalez, B.E. Eakin, J. Chem. Eng. Data 11, 281–287 (1966). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​je600​30a001
	303.	 H. Lesche, D. Klemp, B. Nickel, Z. Phys. Chem. 141, 239–249 (1984)
	304.	 R.Y. Levina, V.K. Daukshas, Vestn. Mosk. Univ. (1959)
	305.	 J.R. Lewis, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 47, 626–640 (1925). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ja016​80a007
	306.	 T. Ling, M. van Winkle, Ind. Eng. Chem. Chem. Eng. Data Ser. 3, 82–88 (1958) https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​i4600​03a017
	307.	 T. Ling, M. van Winkle, Ind. Eng. Chem. Chem. Eng. Data Ser. 3, 88–95 (1958) https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​i4600​03a018
	308.	 M.R. Lipkin, J.A. Davison, S.S. Kurtz, Ind. Eng. Chem. 34, 976–978 (1942). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​ie503​92a017
	309.	 H. Liu, Z. Luo, Huaxue Gongcheng 20, 65–68 (1992)
	310.	 H. Liu, L. Zhu, J. Chem. Eng. Data 59, 369–375 (2014). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je400​835u
	311.	 Z. Liu, J.P.M. Trusler, Q. Bi, J. Chem. Eng. Data 60, 2363–2370 (2015). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

acs.​jced.​5b002​70
	312.	 D.J. Luning Prak, S.M. Alexandre, J.S. Cowart, P.C. Trulove, J. Chem. Eng. Data 59, 1334–1346 

(2014). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je500​0132
	313.	 D.J. Luning Prak, E.K. Brown, P.C. Trulove, J. Chem. Eng. Data 58, 2065–2075 (2013). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je400​274f
	314.	 D.J. Luning Prak, J.S. Cowart, A.M. McDaniel, P.C. Trulove, J. Chem. Eng. Data 59, 3571–3585 

(2014). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je500​498m

https://doi.org/10.1021/je00001a025
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00001a025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2005.01.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2007.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00056a016
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00056a016
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00016a006
https://doi.org/10.1021/je049655w
https://doi.org/10.1021/je700626v
https://doi.org/10.1021/je700626v
https://doi.org/10.1021/je800664z
https://doi.org/10.1021/je800664z
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1006671226710
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1006671226710
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-006-0053-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-006-0053-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-007-0259-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-007-0259-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2014.02.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2014.02.012
https://doi.org/10.1021/je000103x
https://doi.org/10.1021/je000103x
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1955.0173
https://doi.org/10.1021/je600554h
https://doi.org/10.1021/je700428f
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60025a005
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60025a005
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60030a001
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60030a001
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01680a007
https://doi.org/10.1021/i460003a017
https://doi.org/10.1021/i460003a017
https://doi.org/10.1021/i460003a018
https://doi.org/10.1021/i460003a018
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50392a017
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50392a017
https://doi.org/10.1021/je400835u
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.5b00270
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.5b00270
https://doi.org/10.1021/je5000132
https://doi.org/10.1021/je400274f
https://doi.org/10.1021/je400274f
https://doi.org/10.1021/je500498m


	 International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176

1 3

176  Page 38 of 43

	315.	 D.J. Luning Prak, J.S. Cowart, P.C. Trulove, J. Chem. Eng. Data 59, 3842–3851 (2014). https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1021/​je500​7532

	316.	 D.J. Luning Prak, R.E. Morris, J.S. Cowart, L.J. Hamilton, P.C. Trulove, J. Chem. Eng. Data 58, 
3536–3544 (2013). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je400​839x

	317.	 V.E. Lusternik, A.G. Zdanov, Teplofiz. Svoistva Veshchestv Mater. 7, 95–114 (1973)
	318.	 P. Ma, H. Jin, N. Li, C. Yang, Tianjin Daxue Xuebao 38, 356 (2005)
	319.	 P. Ma, N. Li, Tianjin Daxue Xuebao 38, 577 (2005)
	320.	 P.S. Ma, N. Li, J. Tianjin Univ. Sci. Technol 38(7), 577–585 (2005)
	321.	 P.S. Ma, Q. Zhou, C. Yang, S. Xia, Huagong Xuebao 55, 1608 (2004)
	322.	 R.-F. Ma, L. Shi, Y.-Y. Duan, L.-Z. Han, N.-X. Liu, J. Chem. Eng. Data 48, 1418–1421 (2003)
	323.	 E.W. Madge, J. Phys. Chem. 34, 1599–1606 (1930). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​j1503​13a019
	324.	 A.R. Mahajan, S.R. Mirgane, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 64, 159–166 (2013). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​

jct.​2013.​05.​014
	325.	 A.R. Mahajan, S.R. Mirgane, J. Solut. Chem. 42, 1146–1168 (2013). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​

s10953-​013-​0024-8
	326.	 N. Mamagakis, C. Panayiotou, Z. Phys. Chem. 162, 57–72 (1989)
	327.	 A. Maman, C.R. Hebd, Seances Acad. Sci. 207, 1401–1402 (1938)
	328.	 J.S. Matos, J.L. Trenzado, E. González, R. Alcalde, Fluid Phase Equilib. 186, 207–234 (2001). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0378-​3812(01)​00511-8
	329.	 J.S. Matos, J.L. Trenzado, S. Santana, L. Romaní, J. Chem. Eng. Data 41, 825–830 (1996). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je960​002s
	330.	 M.A. Matthews, J.B. Rodden, A. Akgerman, J. Chem. Eng. Data 32, 317–319 (1987). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1021/​je000​49a011
	331.	 J.C. McCoubrey, J.N. McCrea, A.R. Ubbelohde, J. Chem. Soc. 439, 1961–1971 (1951). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1039/​jr951​00019​61
	332.	 J.C. McCoubrey, N.M. Singh, J. Phys. Chem. 67, 517–518 (1963). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​j1007​

96a516
	333.	 R. Mehra, R. Israni, Indian J. Chem. Technol. 9, 341–345 (2002)
	334.	 R.M. Melaven, E. Mack, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 54, 888–904 (1932). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ja013​

42a007
	335.	 N.V. Mescheriakov, I.F. Golubev, 4 (1954)
	336.	 H. Modarress, M. Mohsen-Nia, Phys. Chem. Liq. 44, 67–76 (2006). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​00319​

10050​03372​03
	337.	 J.W. Moore, R.M. Wellek, J. Chem. Eng. Data 19, 136–140 (1974). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​

61a023
	338.	 A. Moreiras, J. Garcı́a, L. Lugo, M. Comuñas, E. López, J. Fernández, Fluid Phase Equilib. 204, 

233–243 (2003). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0378-​3812(02)​00261-3
	339.	 P. Morgado, J. Black, J.B. Lewis, C.R. Iacovella, C. McCabe, L.F. Martins, E.J. Filipe, Fluid Phase 

Equilib. 358, 161–165 (2013). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​fluid.​2013.​07.​060
	340.	 G. Muchin, Z. Elektrochem, Angew. Phys. Chem. 19, 819–821 (1913). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​

bbpc.​19130​192010
	341.	 S.A. Mumford, J.W.C. Phillips, J. Chem. Soc. 19, 75–84 (1950). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1039/​jr950​

00000​75
	342.	 M.J. Munoz, M. Rodriguez, R. Martin, M. Galan, Anales de Quimica 177 (1994)
	343.	 M.J. Mussche, L.A. Verhoeye, J. Chem. Eng. Data 20, 46–50 (1975). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​

64a020
	344.	 L.-D. Naake, G. Wiegand, E.U. Franck, Z. Phys. Chem. 216, 1295 (2002). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1524/​

zpch.​2002.​216.​11.​1295
	345.	 K. Nagaoka, Y. Yamashita, Y. Tanaka, H. Kubota, T. Makita, J. Chem. Eng. Jpn. 19, 263–267 

(1986)
	346.	 J. Nath, J.G. Pandey, J. Chem. Eng. Data 42, 1133–1136 (1997). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je970​1339
	347.	 J.N. Nayak, M.I. Aralaguppi, T.M. Aminabhavi, J. Chem. Eng. Data 48, 1152–1156 (2003)
	348.	 J.N. Nayak, M.I. Aralaguppi, T.M. Aminabhavi, J. Chem. Eng. Data 46, 891–896 (2001). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je010​020w
	349.	 Y.M. Naziev, S.O. Guseinov, A.K. Akhmedov, Izv. Vyssh. Uchebn. Zaved. Neft Gaz 6, 65–68 

(1972)
	350.	 A.H. Nhaesi, A.-F.A. Asfour, J. Chem. Eng. Data 45, 991–995 (2000). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

je990​256o

https://doi.org/10.1021/je5007532
https://doi.org/10.1021/je5007532
https://doi.org/10.1021/je400839x
https://doi.org/10.1021/j150313a019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2013.05.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2013.05.014
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10953-013-0024-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10953-013-0024-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-3812(01)00511-8
https://doi.org/10.1021/je960002s
https://doi.org/10.1021/je960002s
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00049a011
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00049a011
https://doi.org/10.1039/jr9510001961
https://doi.org/10.1039/jr9510001961
https://doi.org/10.1021/j100796a516
https://doi.org/10.1021/j100796a516
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01342a007
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01342a007
https://doi.org/10.1080/00319100500337203
https://doi.org/10.1080/00319100500337203
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60061a023
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60061a023
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-3812(02)00261-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fluid.2013.07.060
https://doi.org/10.1002/bbpc.19130192010
https://doi.org/10.1002/bbpc.19130192010
https://doi.org/10.1039/jr9500000075
https://doi.org/10.1039/jr9500000075
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60064a020
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60064a020
https://doi.org/10.1524/zpch.2002.216.11.1295
https://doi.org/10.1524/zpch.2002.216.11.1295
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9701339
https://doi.org/10.1021/je010020w
https://doi.org/10.1021/je010020w
https://doi.org/10.1021/je990256o
https://doi.org/10.1021/je990256o


1 3

International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176	 Page 39 of 43  176

	351.	 C.M.B.P. Oliveira, W.A. Wakeham, Int. J. Thermophys. 13, 773–790 (1992). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1007/​BF005​03906

	352.	 B. Orge, M. Iglesias, A. Rodríguez, J.M. Canosa, J. Tojo, Fluid Phase Equilib. 133, 213–227 
(1997). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​s0378-​3812(97)​00031-9

	353.	 S.L. Oswal, J.P. Dave, Int. J. Thermophys. 13, 943–955 (1992). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF011​
41208

	354.	 S.L. Oswal, J.P. Dave, I.N. Patel, Int. J. Thermophys. 20, 1449–1465 (1999). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1023/A:​10214​41122​016

	355.	 S.L. Oswal, R.L. Gardas, R.P. Phalak, J. Mol. Liq. 116, 109–118 (2005). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
molliq.​2004.​07.​081

	356.	 S.L. Oswal, M.M. Maisuria, R.L. Gardas, J. Mol. Liq. 108, 199–215 (2003). https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/​s0167-​7322(03)​00182-x

	357.	 S.L. Oswal, S.G. Patel, Int. J. Thermophys. 13, 801–815 (1992). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF005​
03908

	358.	 H. Öz, T. Gäumann, Helv. Chim. Acta 59, 1935–1937 (1976). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​hlca.​19760​
590605

	359.	 A.A.H. Pádua, J.M.N.A. Fareleira, J.C.G. Calado, W.A. Wakeham, J. Chem. Eng. Data 41, 1488–
1494 (1996). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je950​191z

	360.	 A.A.H. Pádua, J.M.N.A. Fareleira, J.C.G. Calado, W.A. Wakeham, Int. J. Thermophys. 17, 781–
802 (1996). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF014​39190

	361.	 J.D. Pandey, P. Jain, V. Vyas, Can. J. Chem. 72, 2486–2492 (1994). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1139/​
v94-​315

	362.	 D. Papaioannou, T. Evangelou, C. Panayiotou, J. Chem. Eng. Data 36, 43–46 (1991). https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1021/​je000​01a013

	363.	 D. Papaioannou, C. Panayiotou, J. Chem. Eng. Data 39, 463–466 (1994). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​
je000​15a013

	364.	 P.E. Parisot, E.F. Johnson, J. Chem. Eng. Data 6, 263–267 (1961). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​
10a024

	365.	 N.V. Pavlovich, D.L. Timrot, Teploenergetika 8, 61–65 (1958)
	366.	 I.-H. Peng, C.-H. Tu, J. Chem. Eng. Data 47, 1457–1461 (2002). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je020​

077y
	367.	 A.S. Pensado, M.J.P. Comuñas, L. Lugo, J. Fernández, J. Chem. Eng. Data 50, 849–855 (2005). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je049​662k
	368.	 A. Pimentel-Rodas, L.A. Galicia-Luna, J.J. Castro-Arellano, J. Chem. Eng. Data 61, 45–55 (2016). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​jced.​5b001​52
	369.	 M.A. Postigo, J.L. Zurita, M.L.G. de Soria, M. Katz, Can. J. Chem. 64, 1966–1968 (1986). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1139/​v86-​325
	370.	 X. Qin, X. Cao, Y. Guo, L. Xu, S. Hu, W. Fang, J. Chem. Eng. Data 59, 775–783 (2014). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je400​8926
	371.	 A.J. Queimada, I.M. Marrucho, J.A.P. Coutinho, E.H. Stenby, Int. J. Thermophys. 26, 47–61 

(2005). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10765-​005-​2352-4
	372.	 A.J. Queimada, S.E. Quiñones-Cisneros, I.M. Marrucho, J.A.P. Coutinho, E.H. Stenby, Int. J. 

Thermophys. 24, 1221–1239 (2003). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1023/A:​10261​42932​619
	373.	 D. Rabe, Experimental determination of dynamic viscosity and density of binary liquid mixtures of 

n-heptane with CO2, CH4, C2H6, C3H8 and of toluene with CH4 and C3H8. Dr. Eng. Thesis, Techni-
cal University Berlin, 1981

	374.	 H.R. Rafiee, S. Ranjbar, F. Poursalman, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 54, 266–271 (2012). https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​jct.​2012.​05.​005

	375.	 K. Rajagopal, L.L.P.R. Andrade, M.L.L. Paredes, J. Chem. Eng. Data 54, 2967–2970 (2009). 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je900​0262

	376.	 A.O. Rankine, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 99, 331–336 (1921). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1098/​rspa.​1921.​0046
	377.	 K.P.C. Rao, K.S. Reddy, Can. J. Chem. Eng. 66, 474–477 (1988). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​cjce.​

54506​60319
	378.	 K. Rappenecker, Z. Phys. Chem. Stoechiom. Verwandtschaftsl. 72, 695 (1910)
	379.	 M. Rappon, J.A. Kaukinen, J. Mol. Liq. 38, 107–133 (1988). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0167-​

7322(88)​80011-4
	380.	 Y.L. Rastorguev, A.S. Keramidi, Izv. Vyssh. Uchebn. Zaved. Neft Gaz 14, 59–63 (1971)
	381.	 Y.L. Rastorguev, A.S. Keramidi, Izv. Vyssh. Uchebn. Zaved. Neft Gaz 15, 61–66 (1972)

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00503906
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00503906
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0378-3812(97)00031-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01141208
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01141208
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1021441122016
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1021441122016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2004.07.081
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2004.07.081
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0167-7322(03)00182-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0167-7322(03)00182-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00503908
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00503908
https://doi.org/10.1002/hlca.19760590605
https://doi.org/10.1002/hlca.19760590605
https://doi.org/10.1021/je950191z
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01439190
https://doi.org/10.1139/v94-315
https://doi.org/10.1139/v94-315
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00001a013
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00001a013
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00015a013
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00015a013
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60010a024
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60010a024
https://doi.org/10.1021/je020077y
https://doi.org/10.1021/je020077y
https://doi.org/10.1021/je049662k
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.5b00152
https://doi.org/10.1139/v86-325
https://doi.org/10.1139/v86-325
https://doi.org/10.1021/je4008926
https://doi.org/10.1021/je4008926
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-005-2352-4
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026142932619
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2012.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2012.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9000262
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1921.0046
https://doi.org/10.1002/cjce.5450660319
https://doi.org/10.1002/cjce.5450660319
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-7322(88)80011-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-7322(88)80011-4


	 International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176

1 3

176  Page 40 of 43

	382.	 M.V. Rathnam, S. Mankumare, K. Jain, M.S.S. Kumar, J. Solut. Chem. 41, 475–490 (2012). 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10953-​012-​9802-y

	383.	 M.V. Rathnam, S. Mankumare, M.S.S. Kumar, J. Chem. Eng. Data 55, 1354–1358 (2010). https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je900​6597

	384.	 F. Ratkovics, T. Salamon, Magy. Kem. Foly. 91, 146 (1985)
	385.	 F. Ratkovics, T. Salamon, L. Domonkos, Acta Chim. Acad. Sci. Hung. 83, 53–61 (1974)
	386.	 H.H. Reamer, G. Cokelet, B.H. Sage, Anal. Chem. 31, 1422–1428 (1959). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

ac601​52a058
	387.	 K.S. Reddy, P.S. Rao, A. Krishnaiah, J. Mol. Liq. 135, 14–20 (2007). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​

molliq.​2006.​10.​013
	388.	 K.S. Reddy, G.S. Reddy, A. Krishnaiah, Thermochim. Acta 440, 43–50 (2006). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1016/j.​tca.​2005.​10.​008
	389.	 K. Ridgway, P.A. Butler, J. Chem. Eng. Data 12, 509–515 (1967). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je600​

35a012
	390.	 F. Rived, M. Roses, E. Bosch, J. Chem. Eng. Data 40, 1111–1114 (1995). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

je000​21a017
	391.	 A.G. de Rocco, J.O. Halford, J. Chem. Phys. 28, 1152–1154 (1958). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1063/1.​

17443​59
	392.	 A. Rodríguez, A.B. Pereiro, J.M. Canosa, J. Tojo, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 38, 505–519 (2006). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jct.​2005.​07.​008
	393.	 I. Rodriguez-Escontrela, I. Rodriguez-Palmeiro, O. Rodriguez, A. Arce, A. Soto, Fluid Phase 

Equilib. 405, 124–131 (2015). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​fluid.​2015.​07.​022
	394.	 J.F. Ross, G.M. Brown, Ind. Eng. Chem. 49, 2026–2033 (1957). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ie505​

76a041
	395.	 N.S. Rudenko, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 9, 1078 (1939)
	396.	 N.S. Rudenko, L.V. Shubnikov, Phys. Z. Sowjetunion 8, 179 (1935)
	397.	 D.I. Sagdeev, M.G. Fomina, G.K. Mukhamedzyanov, I.M. Abdulagatov, Int. J. Thermophys. 34, 

1–33 (2013). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10765-​012-​1373-z
	398.	 B.H. Sage, W.N. Lacey, Trans. AIME 127, 118–134 (1938). https://​doi.​org/​10.​2118/​938118-G
	399.	 B.H. Sage, W.N. Lacey, Ind. Eng. Chem. 30, 673–681 (1938). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ie503​42a014
	400.	 B.H. Sage, W.N. Lacey, Ind. Eng. Chem. 30, 829–834 (1938). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ie503​43a023
	401.	 B.H. Sage, H.M. Lavender, W.N. Lacey, Ind. Eng. Chem. 32, 743–747 (1940). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​ie503​65a034
	402.	 B.H. Sage, W.D. Yale, W.N. Lacey, Ind. Eng. Chem. 31, 223–226 (1939). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

ie503​50a023
	403.	 J.A. Salas, G.C. Pedrosa, I.L. Acevedo, E.L. Arancibia, J. Mol. Liq. 124, 37–44 (2006). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1016/j.​molliq.​2005.​08.​002
	404.	 N.V. Sastry, N.J. Jain, A. George, P. Bahadur, Fluid Phase Equilib. 163, 275–289 (1999). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0378-​3812(99)​00232-0
	405.	 N.V. Sastry, R.R. Thakor, M.C. Patel, J. Mol. Liq. 144, 13–22 (2009)
	406.	 N.V. Sastry, M.M. Raj, J. Chem. Eng. Data 41, 612–618 (1996). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je950​172p
	407.	 N.V. Sastry, M.K. Valand, J. Chem. Eng. Data 41, 1421–1425 (1996). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

je960​135d
	408.	 N.V. Sastry, M.K. Valand, J. Chem. Eng. Data 41, 1426–1428 (1996). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

je960​1725
	409.	 N.V. Sastry, M.K. Valand, J. Chem. Eng. Data 43, 152–157 (1998). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je970​

1801
	410.	 Y. Sato, H. Yoshioka, S. Aikawa, R.L. Smith, Int. J. Thermophys. 31, 1896–1903 (2010). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10765-​008-​0542-6
	411.	 J.T. Schrodt, R.M. Akel, J. Chem. Eng. Data 34, 8–13 (1989). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​55a003
	412.	 M. Schuler, A: Astrophys. Phys. Phys. Chem. 11, 403 (1956)
	413.	 L. Segade, H. Casas, Ó. Cabeza, M. Prego, S. Garcia-Garabal, C. Franjo, E. Jiménez, Fluid Phase 

Equilib. 182, 353–364 (2001). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0378-​3812(01)​00393-4
	414.	 D. Seibt, K. Voß, S. Herrmann, E. Vogel, E. Hassel, J. Chem. Eng. Data 56, 1476–1493 (2011). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je101​178u
	415.	 P.R. Sekar, R. Venkateswarlu, K.S. Reddy, Can. J. Chem. 68, 363–368 (1990). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1139/​v90-​054

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10953-012-9802-y
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9006597
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9006597
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac60152a058
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac60152a058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2006.10.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2006.10.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tca.2005.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tca.2005.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60035a012
https://doi.org/10.1021/je60035a012
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00021a017
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00021a017
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1744359
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1744359
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2005.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fluid.2015.07.022
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50576a041
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50576a041
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-012-1373-z
https://doi.org/10.2118/938118-G
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50342a014
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50343a023
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50365a034
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50365a034
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50350a023
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50350a023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2005.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2005.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-3812(99)00232-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-3812(99)00232-0
https://doi.org/10.1021/je950172p
https://doi.org/10.1021/je960135d
https://doi.org/10.1021/je960135d
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9601725
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9601725
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9701801
https://doi.org/10.1021/je9701801
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-008-0542-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-008-0542-6
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00055a003
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-3812(01)00393-4
https://doi.org/10.1021/je101178u
https://doi.org/10.1139/v90-054
https://doi.org/10.1139/v90-054


1 3

International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176	 Page 41 of 43  176

	416.	 A.F. Shepard, A.L. Henne, T. Midgley, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 53, 1948–1958 (1931). https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1021/​ja013​56a052

	417.	 Y.A. Shikhaliev, Zh. Fiz. Khim. 51, 961–963 (1977)
	418.	 Y.A. Shikhaliev, A.A. Mamedov, M.A. Aleskerov, S.K. Khalilov, Russ. J. Phys. Chem. 48, 1002–

1004 (1974)
	419.	 R.K. Shukla, S.K. Shukla, V.K. Pandey, P. Awasthi, J. Mol. Liq. 137, 104–109 (2008). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1016/j.​molliq.​2007.​03.​011
	420.	 M.L. Singh, S.C. Tripathi, M. Lokhande, P.M. Gandhi, V.G. Gaikar, J. Chem. Eng. Data 59, 1130–

1139 (2014). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je400​493x
	421.	 R.P. Singh, C.P. Sinha, J. Chem. Eng. Data 29, 132–135 (1984). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​

36a010
	422.	 R.P. Singh, C.P. Sinha, B.N. Singh, J. Chem. Eng. Data 31, 107–111 (1986)
	423.	 R.P. Singh, C.P. Sinha, J. Chem. Eng. Data 27, 283–287 (1982). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​

29a016
	424.	 A.S. Smith, G.G. Brown, Ind. Eng. Chem. 35, 705–711 (1943). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ie504​

02a016
	425.	 C.P. Smyth, W.N. Stoops, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 50, 1883–1890 (1928). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​ja013​

94a008
	426.	 M.L.G. de Soria, J.L. Zurita, M.A. Postigo, M. Katz, Thermochim. Acta 130, 249–258 (1988). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0040-​6031(88)​87071-0
	427.	 K.E. Starling, B.E. Eakin, R.T. Ellington, AIChE J. 6, 438–442 (1960). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​

AIC.​69006​0318
	428.	 H.J. Strumpf, A.F. Collings, C.J. Pings, J. Chem. Phys. 60, 3109–3123 (1974)
	429.	 G.W. Swift, J.A. Christy, F. Kurata, AIChE J. 5, 98–102 (1959). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​aic.​69005​

0121
	430.	 G.W. Swift, J. Lohrenz, F. Kurata, AIChE J. 6, 415–419 (1960). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​aic.​69006​

0314
	431.	 A.A. Tarzimanov, F.R. Gabitov, Teplofiz. Vys. Temp. 42, 236–242 (2004)
	432.	 J. Tausz, A. Staab, Pet. Z. 26, 1129–1140 (1930)
	433.	 T.E. Thorpe, J.W. Rodger, Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. A 185, 397–710 (1894). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1098/​rsta.​1894.​0010
	434.	 T.E. Thorpe, J.W. Rodger, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. 60, 152–154 (1897). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1098/​rspl.​

1896.​0026
	435.	 Q. Tian, H. Liu, J. Chem. Eng. Data 52, 892–897 (2007). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je060​491o
	436.	 J. Timmermans, M. Hennaut-Roland, J. Chim. Phys. Chim. Biol. 32, 501–526 (1935). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1051/​jcp/​19353​20501
	437.	 J. Timmermans, M. Hennaut-Roland, J. Chim. Phys. Phys.-Chim. Biol. 29, 529–565 (1932). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1051/​jcp/​19322​90529
	438.	 J. Timmermans, F. Martin, J. Chim. Phys. Phys.-Chim. Biol. 23, 747–787 (1926)
	439.	 J. Timmermans, F. Martin, J. Chim. Phys. Phys.-Chim. Biol. 25, 411–448 (1928)
	440.	 T. Titani, Bull. Chem. Soc. Jpn 5, 98–108 (1930)
	441.	 B. Tohidi, R.W. Burgass, A. Danesh, A.C. Todd, J. Chem. Eng. Data 46, 385–390 (2001). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je000​191l
	442.	 E.D. Totchasov, M.Y. Nikiforov, G.A. Al’per, Russ. J. Phys. Chem. 82, 68–70 (2008). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1134/​S0036​02440​80100​93
	443.	 M. Trautz, F. Kurz, Ann. Phys. 401, 981–1003 (1931). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​andp.​19314​010808
	444.	 M. Trautz, K.G. Sorg, Ann. Phys. 402, 81–96 (1931). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​andp.​19314​020106
	445.	 J.L. Trenzado, J.S. Matos, E. González, E. Romano, M.N. Caro, J. Chem. Eng. Data 48, 1004–

1014 (2003). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je034​017j
	446.	 J.L. Trenzado, J.S. Matos, L. Segade, E. Carballo, J. Chem. Eng. Data 46, 974–983 (2001). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je010​0286
	447.	 D.J. Trevoy, H.G. Drickamer, J. Chem. Phys. 17, 582–583 (1949). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1063/1.​17473​

31
	448.	 N. Tripathi, Int. J. Thermophys. 26, 693–703 (2005). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10765-​005-​5572-8
	449.	 M. Tuot, M. Guyard, Bull. Soc. Chim. Fr. 1087–1096 (1947)
	450.	 P.S. van der Gulik, R. Mostert, H.R. van den Berg, Fluid Phase Equilib. 79, 301–311 (1992). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0378-​3812(92)​85139-Y
	451.	 E. Vogel, Int. J. Thermophys. 16, 1335–1351 (1995). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF020​83544

https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01356a052
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01356a052
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2007.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2007.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1021/je400493x
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00036a010
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00036a010
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00029a016
https://doi.org/10.1021/je00029a016
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50402a016
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie50402a016
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01394a008
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01394a008
https://doi.org/10.1016/0040-6031(88)87071-0
https://doi.org/10.1002/AIC.690060318
https://doi.org/10.1002/AIC.690060318
https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690050121
https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690050121
https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690060314
https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690060314
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.1894.0010
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.1894.0010
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspl.1896.0026
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspl.1896.0026
https://doi.org/10.1021/je060491o
https://doi.org/10.1051/jcp/1935320501
https://doi.org/10.1051/jcp/1935320501
https://doi.org/10.1051/jcp/1932290529
https://doi.org/10.1021/je000191l
https://doi.org/10.1021/je000191l
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0036024408010093
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0036024408010093
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.19314010808
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.19314020106
https://doi.org/10.1021/je034017j
https://doi.org/10.1021/je0100286
https://doi.org/10.1021/je0100286
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1747331
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1747331
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10765-005-5572-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-3812(92)85139-Y
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02083544


	 International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176

1 3

176  Page 42 of 43

	452.	 E. Vogel, B. Holdt, High Temp. High Press. 23, 473–483 (1991)
	453.	 E. Vogel, J. Chem. Eng. Data 56, 3265–3272 (2011). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je200​371n
	454.	 H. Vogel, Ann. Phys. 348, 1235–1272 (1914). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​andp.​19143​480809
	455.	 D.L. Wakefield, Int. J. Thermophys. 9, 365–381 (1988). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF005​13077
	456.	 D.L. Wakefield, K.N. Marsh, Int. J. Thermophys. 8, 649–662 (1987). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​

BF005​00785
	457.	 D.L. Wakefield, K.N. Marsh, B.J. Zwolinski, Int. J. Thermophys. 9, 47–59 (1988). https://​doi.​org/​

10.​1007/​BF005​03999
	458.	 C.-C. Wang, H.-W. Chen, C.-H. Tu, J. Chem. Eng. Data 50, 1687–1693 (2005). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​je050​1639
	459.	 X. Wang, X. Wang, H. Lang, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 97, 127–134 (2016). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​

jct.​2016.​01.​021
	460.	 T. Titani, Bull. Chem. Soc. Jpn 8, 255–276 (1933)
	461.	 X. Wang, X. Wang, B. Song, J. Chem. Eng. Data 60, 1664–1673 (2015). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​

je501​041r
	462.	 Z.-F. Wang, L.-S. Wang, T.-B. Fan, J. Chem. Eng. Data 52, 1866–1871 (2007). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​je700​202h
	463.	 F.C. Whitmore, H.A. Southgate, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 60(11), 2571–2573 (1938)
	464.	 J. Wilhelm, D. Seibt, E. Vogel, D. Buttig, E. Hassel, J. Chem. Eng. Data 51, 136–144 (2006). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je050​287l
	465.	 J. Wilhelm, E. Vogel, J. Chem. Eng. Data 46, 1467–1471 (2001). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je010​

062k
	466.	 S. Will, A. Leipertz, Int. J. Thermophys. 18, 1339–1354 (1997). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF025​

75338
	467.	 R. Wobser, F. Müller, Kolloid-Beih 52, 165–276 (1941). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF025​64872
	468.	 J. Wu, A.H. Nhaesi, A.-F.A. Asfour, J. Chem. Eng. Data 44, 990–993 (1999). https://​doi.​org/​10.​

1021/​je980​291f
	469.	 J. Wu, Z. Shan, A.-F.A. Asfour, Fluid Phase Equilib. 143, 263–274 (1998). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​

S0378-​3812(97)​00269-0
	470.	 C. Yang, W. Xu, P. Ma, J. Chem. Eng. Data 49, 1802–1808 (2004). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je049​

777o
	471.	 C. Yang, W. Xu, P. Ma, J. Chem. Eng. Data 49, 1794–1801 (2004). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je049​

776w
	472.	 C. Yang, W. Yu, P. Ma, J. Chem. Eng. Data 50, 1197–1203 (2005). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je049​

572f
	473.	 F. Yang, Y. Guo, Y. Xing, D. Li, W. Fang, R. Lin, J. Chem. Eng. Data 53, 2237–2240 (2008). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je800​348s
	474.	 X. Yang, Y. Xing, D. Li, Y. Guo, W. Fang, J. Chem. Eng. Data 55, 2914–2916 (2010). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1021/​je900​969u
	475.	 Z. Yang, Z. Liu, Q. Bi, S. Feng, H. Pan, Y. Guo, Thermochim. Acta 617, 1–7 (2015). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1016/j.​tca.​2015.​08.​005
	476.	 L. Yue, X. Qin, X. Wu, L. Xu, Y. Guo, W. Fang, J. Chem. Thermodyn. 81, 26–33 (2015). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jct.​2014.​09.​015
	477.	 J.R. Zambrano, M. Sobrino, M.C. Martín, M.A. Villamañán, C.R. Chamorro, J.J. Segovia, J. 

Chem. Thermodyn. 96, 104–116 (2016). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jct.​2015.​12.​021
	478.	 C.K. Zéberg-Mikkelsen, G. Watson, A. Baylaucq, G. Galliéro, C. Boned, Fluid Phase Equilib. 245, 

6–19 (2006). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​fluid.​2006.​01.​030
	479.	 C. Zhang, G. Li, L. Yue, Y. Guo, W. Fang, J. Chem. Eng. Data 60, 2541–2548 (2015). https://​doi.​

org/​10.​1021/​acs.​jced.​5b001​05
	480.	 J. Zhang, H. Liu, Huagong Xuebao 42, 269–277 (1991)
	481.	 L. Zhang, Y. Guo, H. Wei, F. Yang, W. Fang, R. Lin, J. Chem. Eng. Data 55, 4108–4113 (2010). 

https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je100​313a
	482.	 L. Zhang, Y. Guo, J. Xiao, X. Gong, W. Fang, J. Chem. Eng. Data 56, 4268–4273 (2011). https://​

doi.​org/​10.​1021/​je200​757a
	483.	 I.S. Zhigunov, N.I. Ampelogova, Fiz. Khim. Rastvorov. 175 (1972)
	484.	 E.M. Živković, M.L. Kijevčanin, I.R. Radović, S.P. Šerbanović, B.D. Djordjević, Fluid Phase 

Equilib. 299, 191–197 (2010). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​fluid.​2010.​10.​009

https://doi.org/10.1021/je200371n
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.19143480809
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00513077
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00500785
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00500785
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00503999
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00503999
https://doi.org/10.1021/je0501639
https://doi.org/10.1021/je0501639
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2016.01.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2016.01.021
https://doi.org/10.1021/je501041r
https://doi.org/10.1021/je501041r
https://doi.org/10.1021/je700202h
https://doi.org/10.1021/je700202h
https://doi.org/10.1021/je050287l
https://doi.org/10.1021/je010062k
https://doi.org/10.1021/je010062k
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02575338
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02575338
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02564872
https://doi.org/10.1021/je980291f
https://doi.org/10.1021/je980291f
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-3812(97)00269-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-3812(97)00269-0
https://doi.org/10.1021/je049777o
https://doi.org/10.1021/je049777o
https://doi.org/10.1021/je049776w
https://doi.org/10.1021/je049776w
https://doi.org/10.1021/je049572f
https://doi.org/10.1021/je049572f
https://doi.org/10.1021/je800348s
https://doi.org/10.1021/je900969u
https://doi.org/10.1021/je900969u
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tca.2015.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tca.2015.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2014.09.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2014.09.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jct.2015.12.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fluid.2006.01.030
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.5b00105
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.5b00105
https://doi.org/10.1021/je100313a
https://doi.org/10.1021/je200757a
https://doi.org/10.1021/je200757a
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fluid.2010.10.009


1 3

International Journal of Thermophysics (2023) 44:176	 Page 43 of 43  176

	485.	 J. Jin, K.S. Schweizer, G.A. Voth, J. Chem. Phys. 158, 034103 (2023). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1063/5.​
01162​99

	486.	 I.H. Bell, J.W. Leachman, A.F. Rigosi, H.M. Hill, Phys. Fluids 35, 081703 (2023). https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1063/5.​01640​37

	487.	 I.H. Bell, S. Delage-Santacreu, H. Hoang, G. Galliero, J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 12, 6411–6417 (2021). 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​jpcle​tt.​1c015​94

Publisher’s Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps 
and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0116299
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0116299
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0164037
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0164037
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.1c01594

	Group Contribution Method for the Residual Entropy Scaling Model for Viscosities of Branched Alkanes
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Residual Entropy Scaling for Viscosities Theory
	3 Estimated Parameters for LKP EoS and PC-SAFT EoS
	3.1 Estimation of LKP Parameters
	3.2 Estimation of PC-SAFT Parameters Using a Second-Order Group Contribution Method

	4 Adjusting the Fluid-Specific Scaling Factor  to Experimental Data
	5 GCM Methods for Predicting the Fluid-Specific Scaling Factor 
	6 Results and Discussion
	6.1 Fluid-Specific Scaling Factor 
	6.2 Correlation of the Group Contribution Method

	7 Conclusion
	Anchor 14
	References




