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We quantitatively characterize the metastability in a multi-phase lattice Boltzmann model. The structure fac-
tor of density fluctuations is theoretically obtained and numerically verified to a high precision, for all simulated
wave-vectors and reduced temperatures. The static structure factor is found to consistently diverge as the tem-
perature approaches the critical-point or the density approaches the spinodal line at a sub-critical temperature.
Theoretically predicted critical exponents are observed in both cases. Finally, the phase separation in the un-
stable branch follows the same pattern, i.e. the generation of interfaces with different topology, as observed
in molecular dynamics simulations. All results can be independently reproduced through the “idea.deploy”
framework https://github.com/lullimat/idea.deploy

Metastability constitutes one of the basic mechanisms for
cavitation inception and nucleation in general [1, 2] which
are of paramount importance in both fundamental science and
critical applications such as sono-luminescence, hydrogen nu-
cleation on the electrodes of electrolysis cells, flow around
underwater propeller blades and jet break-up dynamics [3].
In contrast to spinodal decomposition where the initial state
is thermodynamically unstable and phase separation occurs
immediately in response to infinitesimal extensive perturba-
tions [1], nucleation is associated with the transition from a
metastable state to a more stable one which can be far apart
on the phase diagram. To phase-separate, a localized, finite-
amplitude perturbation is required to overcome the energy
barrier of forming a critical-size gas/liquid embryo. While
in the more common heterogeneous nucleation, initial inho-
mogeneities are present due to natural impurities such as gas
pockets and solid particles, in homogeneous nucleation [4] the
dynamics of nucleation is the result of the competition be-
tween thermal fluctuations and the energy barrier which is the
characteristic of the metastable phase.

Several physical properties come into play influencing nu-
cleation and cavitation, namely: (i) hydrodynamic thermal
fluctuations, (ii) the surface tension between different phases
and (iii) the cost of formation of a critical size gas/liquid
embryo able to overcome the nucleation free-energy barrier.
These properties are typically addressed in (i) the stochastic
hydrodynamic approach [5], (ii) in the thermodynamics of
multi-phase interfaces [6] and (iii) Classical Nucleation the-
ory (CNT) [1, 2]. Computer simulations of nucleation are
commonly conducted using the microscopic method molecu-
lar dynamics (MD) which can only treat a small domain with
limited number of particles, where the role of hydrodynam-
ics can be taken into account only at very high computational
cost. Recently, homogeneous and heterogeneous nucleation
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in presence of fluctuating hydrodynamics has been considered
in the context of finite-difference methods yielding interesting
results [7, 8] that showcased the technical advantages of meso-
scopic models over MD approaches [8]. However, the charac-
teristics of metastability, i.e., a local equilibrium that can with-
stand infinitesimal perturbation, can only be addressed near
the critical point.

The mesoscopic lattice Boltzmann method has achieved
significant success in hydrodynamic simulations [9, 10]. In
this paper we demonstrate the ability of Shan-Chen lattice
Boltzmann model (LBM) [11, 12] to correctly capture the
unstable and metastable dynamics through a coherent inclu-
sion of stochastic hydrodynamics. In the unstable region of
the phase diagram, immediate phase separation is observed
for very small amplitude perturbations, and follows the same
pattern observed in molecular dynamics simulations [13], i.e.,
reaching in the final stage interfaces with different topology
as a function of the initial density. In the metastable region
phase-separation occurs on a time scale that diverges as the
noise amplitude goes to zero. The system response to thermal
fluctuations is studied by means of a stochastic hydrodynam-
ics approach [5, 14, 15]. The structure factor (or form factor),
S(k), which converges to the isothermal compressibility in the
long-wavelength limit, is obtained theoretically and verified
numerically to a high precision. In particular, because of the
mathematical structure of the model, an exact expression for
S(k) is obtained. Two different scaling regimes of S(k) are
probed: (i) w.r.t. the temperature difference with critical point
along the equilibrium binodal curve, and (ii) w.r.t. pressure
difference with the spinodal values along an isotherm in the
metastable region. In both cases the compressibility is found
to diverge with exponents values in agreement with theoretical
predictions [1].

LBM originated from a lattice-gas fluid model [9, 10] and
later reformulated as a special velocity-space discretization of
the Boltzmann equation. The single-particle distribution func-
tion, f (x,ξ, t), is simplified to its values on a small set of
discrete velocities while preserving the dynamics of its mo-
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Figure 1. Lower panel: Isotherms at the critical temperature (T̂ = 1)
and sub-critical temperature of T̂ = 0.8. Dashed blue and red lines
are respectively the binodal and spinodal curves, and the blue- and
red-shaded areas the metastable and unstable regions. The five points
on the unstable part of the isotherm (red solid line) correspond to the
initial densities which phase-separate immediately with final inter-
face topologies of droplet (d), droplet-cylinder (dc), flat (f), bubble-
cylinder (bc) and bubble (b), all shown in upper panel.

ments, and hence the hydrodynamics [16, 17]. The Shan-Chen
non-ideal-gas model incorporates the inter-particle interaction
through a mean-field Vlasov force

F (x) = Gψ(x)
NF

∑
a=1

w(|ea|2)ψ(x+ea)ea, (1)

where G > 0 is an interaction strength, {ea : a = 1, · · · ,NF}
the vectors pointing from x to its interacting neighbors on
the lattice, w(|ea|2) a set of weights, and ψ(x) the so-called
pseudo-potential encapsulating the details of interaction over
fixed distances. Together with the symmetry of the interact-
ing set, the carefully chosen weights, w(|ea|2), ensure macro-
scopic isotropy [18–20].

The interaction alters the equation of state (EoS) by adding
a non-ideal-gas contribution to the pressure, yielding the fol-
lowing non-ideal-gas EoS:

p(n,T ) = nT − G
2

ψ
2(n), (2)

where n and T are respectively the number density and di-
mensionless temperature. Although the original model [11]
was defined for an isothermal underlying LB model, the above
EoS can be easily verified in thermal models.

We first show that the iso-thermal compressibility, κT ≡
n̂−1∂ n̂/∂ p̂, obtained from Eq. (2) diverges with the correct
exponents [1] as the system approaches from a stable configu-
ration to the critical point (T̂ → 1), or the spinodal curve (n̂→
n̂s). In the present study, ψ is set to exp(−1/n) [12]. Introduc-
ing two scaling constants, a and b, such that ψ = aexp(−b/n),
the EoS becomes

p = nT − Ga2

2
exp
(
−2b

n

)
. (3)

As a2 also regulates the interaction strength, G is omitted
hereinafter to remove the redundancy. Letting the critical den-
sity, temperature and pressure be denoted by nc, Tc and pc re-
spectively and using the conditions ∂ p/∂n = ∂ 2 p/∂n2 = 0 at
the critical point, we can solve a and b in terms of nc and Tc
as

a = e
√

Tcnc, and b = nc. (4)

ψ and the EoS are then expressed in critical quantities as:

ψ(n) =
√

Tcnc exp
(

1− nc

n

)
, (5)

p = nT − ncTc

2
exp
(

2− 2nc

n

)
. (6)

The critical pressure is equal to pc ≡ p(nc,Tc) = ncTc/2. In
terms of the reduced quantities: n̂ = n/nc, p̂ = p/pc and T̂ =
T/Tc, the EoS becomes:

p̂ = 2n̂T̂ − exp(2−2/n̂) . (7)

The rescaled EoS, known as the general EoS, has identical
shape as the unscaled one but a critical point at n̂= p̂= T̂ = 1.
The phase diagram is shown in Fig. 1.

By taking the inverse of the derivative ∂/∂ n̂ of Eq. (7), we
have

κT =
n̂
2

[
n̂2T̂ − exp

(
2− 2

n̂

)]−1

. (8)

Since n̂ ∼= 1 near critical point, κT ∼
(
T̂ −1

)−1 as T̂ → 1.
Now consider a point, (p̂s, n̂s), on the spinodal curve. Using
the fact that ∂ p̂/∂ n̂ = 0, the leading-order expansion in the
vicinity is

p̂− p̂s ∼=
1
2

∂ 2 p̂
∂ n̂2

∣∣∣∣
n̂=n̂s,T̂

(n̂− n̂s)
2 . (9)

Denoting A = ∂ 2 p̂/∂ n̂2
∣∣
n̂=n̂s,T̂

for brevity, we have

κT ∼=
1

An̂s
(n̂− n̂s)

−1 ∼= 1√
2An̂s

(p̂− p̂s)
−1/2 . (10)

Eqs (8) and (10) yield the critical and spinodal scaling of
κT , respectively, which will be shown below to match the
correlation function of the density fluctuations in the long-
wavelength limit.
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Figure 2. Density structure factor S(k) as a function of k at varying
pressure along the T̂ = 0.8 isotherm (top row), and at varying tem-
perature along the binodal (bottom row). The left and right columns
show the cases starting from the gas and liquid phasse respectively.
The color scale, from green to orange, indicates the distance in pres-
sure from the spinodal line or in temperature from the critical point.
In dashed we report Eq. (16) truncated at O(k2) yielding a significant
difference for k & π/2.

We now discuss the phase-separation as a response to ther-
mal fluctuations. In the Landau hydrodynamic fluctuation the-
ory [5], thermal fluctuations are included into hydrodynamics
by the ‘outside’ [5] Langevin-type noise stress,R

∂tn+∇ · (nu) = 0, (11a)
∂t(nu)+∇ · (nuu) =−∇ ·P +∇ ·σ+∇ ·R, (11b)

σ = µs

[
∇u+(∇u)T − 2

D
I∇ ·u

]
+µbI∇ ·u. (11c)

where u is the fluid velocity, σ is the Newtonian deviatoric
stress, P the pressure tensor containing both the hydrostatic
term and the one due to inter-molecular interaction which
vanishes in the ideal-gas limit, µs, µb are the shear/bulk vis-
cosity, respectively, and D the space dimensionality. R is a
spatially and temporally uncorrelated Gaussian random stress
with variance proportional to the hydrodynamic fluctuations
energy kBϑ where kB ' 1.380649×10−23 (J/K) (for more de-
tails see SM). We are working in the isothermal framework
for which the background temperature is constant and fluctua-
tions only enter through the stress tensor [14, 15]. It would be
very interesting to extend the present approach by including
the heat current as already proposed in the general theory. A
framework for including thermal fluctuation in LBM was de-
veloped by adding noise terms to the LBM equation [14, 15]

fi(x+ξi, t +1)− fi(x, t) = Ωi( fi)+Fi +ηi, (12)

where Ω is the usual Bhatnagar–Gross–Krook (BGK) colli-
sion term [9, 10] giving rise to the Navier-Stokes hydrody-
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Figure 3. S(k) as functions of the relative pressure from the spinodal
line |1− π̂s| (top), and relative distance from the critical point 1−
T̂ (bottom). Solid lines indicate the analytical prediction while the
dashed lines the truncation to O(k2). Upon approaching the spinodal
line or the critical point the large scale (k → 0 in dot-dashed red)
converges to a power-law behavior (in dashed black).

namics. ηi is the Langevin-type noise with a covariance ma-
trix diagonal in the moment space assuring the local conserva-
tion of the hydrodynamic moments [14, 15]. Fi is the forcing
term [21] used to implement Eq. (1). We now turn our atten-
tion to the structure function S (k) = 〈|δ n̂(k)|2〉, with the an-
gle brackets 〈. . .〉 indicating the steady state average. This is
the Fourier transform of the density correlation function con-
nected to the direct pair correlation function at the foundation
of Ornstein-Zernike theory [14, 15]. The structure factor can
be directly measured in experiments and compared with simu-
lations data [22], hence a relevant quantity proportional to the
isothermal compressibility κT in the long-wavelength limit,
i.e. S(0) ∼ κT [23]. This allows to assess the robustness of
the simulations by studying the two scaling limits discussed
above, i.e. in temperature towards the critical and pressure
towards the spinodal points. To calculate S(k) we start from
the Fourier transform of the Navier-Stokes equations [14, 15]
linearized around the quiescent homogeneous state 〈n〉 = n0
and u= δu

∂tδ n̂ = ın0kδ û||,

∂tδ û|| =
ık
n0

(
δ P̂||− R̂||

)
−ν||k

2
δ û||,

(13)

where u|| = u · k̂, ν|| = νb + 2(1−1/D)νs is the longi-
tudinal viscosity and R̂|| = R̂ : k̂k̂. The key quantity is
δ P̂|| = δ P̂ : k̂k̂ = c̄2

s (k)δ n̂, defining the k-dependent speed
of sound [14, 15] c̄2

s (k). For the SC model there exist a lat-
tice expression for the pressure tensor which enjoys an im-
portant property for flat interfaces: the normal component is
constant to machine precision throughout the interface thus
realizing the mechanical equilibrium condition PN = P0 on
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the lattice [18, 20]. One can notice that the variation of the
longitudinal component of the pressure tensor is actually pro-
portional to PN given that k̂ is in the direction of the density
gradient, hence one can leverage the one-dimensional expres-
sion

PN (x) = n(x)T − 1
4

ψ (x) [ψ (x+1)+ψ (x−1)] . (14)

As detailed in the SM one can take the variation of (14) as
δPN = dPN/dn|n0δn, take its Taylor expansion in real space
and finally its Fourier transform. By virtue of the definition
of PN it is possible to sum the series in k and obtain for the
scale-dependent speed of sound

c̄2
s (k) = c̄2

s,0−
1
2

ψ0ψ
′
0 [cos(k)−1] , (15)

where c̄2
s,0 = dp/dn, where p is defined in Eq. (6). This

result simply follows from the fact that Eq. (14) is closely
related to the lattice Laplacian [24, 25]. It is possible to
combine the two Eqs (13) and obtain a second order equa-
tion in time for δ n̂, which can be again Fourier transformed
in the frequency domain and yield an algebraic expression
for δn(k,ω). Hence, one defines the dynamic structure fac-
tor S (k,ω) = 〈|δ n̂(k,ω) |2〉. The frequency dependence can
be integrated out by considering a complex contour integral
around the poles yielding S (k) = n0kBϑ/c̄2

s (k), i.e.

S (k) = n0kBϑ

/{
c̄2

s,0−
1
2

ψ0ψ
′
0 [cos(k)−1]

}
, (16)

where ψ0 = ψ(n0), ψ ′ = dψ/dn. We remark that this ex-
pression is an exact identity valid for all values of k and T̂ in
contrast to the previous approaches [7, 8, 14, 15] which are
limited to O(k2) and only reliable near the critical point. Fi-
nally we remark the similarity of Eq. (16) to the momentum
space propagator of the lattice Gaussian model [25] (see SM
for details).

To include hydrodynamic fluctuations in simulation, we
extended [14, 15] to three dimensions (3D). Key to the im-
plementation is a proper choice of the covariance matrix for
the noise populations ηi. As observed in [15], one only
needs to consider a diagonal correlation matrix in the space
of the noise hydrodynamic moments Na which are obtained
by some specific linear combinations of the noise populations,
i.e. Na = ∑i maiηi, hence Ξab = 〈NaNb〉 ∝ kBϑδab with a > 3.
The covariance of the first four moments, a = 0,1,2,3, are set
to zero to ensure mass and momentum conservation.

We performed two kinds of simulations in periodic 3D do-
mains of linear size L with homogeneous density n0 as ini-
tial condition: (i) n0 is chosen along the isotherm T̂ = 0.8 in
the unstable region with the fluctuations energy set to kBϑ =
10−10 (lbu) [26], and (ii) n0 belongs to either the liquid or the
gas phases along (a) the isotherm T̂ = 0.8 in the metastable

region approaching the spinodal points or (b) along the bin-
odal approaching the critical point while keeping kBϑ = 10−13

(lbu) in order to avoid nucleation. In the upper panels of Fig. 1
we report the final density configurations in the unstable re-
gion: Our simulations display qualitative the same sequence
of interface shapes as in [27]. Indeed, the MD simulations
and the present LBM approach share the main symmetry fea-
ture of exact mass conservation. This results can be used to
estimate the curvature dependence of the surface tension [27]:
The connection with the recently proposed SC-LBM approach
for the estimation of the Tolman length [28, 29] will be the
subject of a future work.

Shown in Figs. 2 and 3 are the numerically measured struc-
ture factor together with the values of Eq. (16). We note that
the finite simulation domains of L = 128 and L = 512 impose
an artificial minimum wave number of approximately 10−3.
A number of interesting aspects are to be seen. First, in con-
trast to previous results [15], numerical measurements are in
excellent agreement with the exact expression across several
decades of wave length and distance from the critical and spin-
odal line. For comparison, Eq. (16) truncated to O(k2) is also
shown as the thin dashed lines: the agreement worsens for
k & π/2. Secondly, the scaling at both π̂s = P̂/P̂s → 1 and
T̂ → 1 in Fig. 2 and 3 indicate the diverging trends of κT as
k→ 0, since S(0) ∼ κT [23]. Thirdly, as can be read off the
graphs in Fig. 3, the structure factor exhibits the correct crit-
ical exponents as the system approaches either the spinodal
curve or the critical point.

In summary, we studied in this Letter the metastable and un-
stable characteristics of the stochastic pseudo-potential lattice
Boltzmann model in response to thermal fluctuation. Using
previously obtained pressure tensor, the structure factor is the-
oretically obtained and numerically verified to high precision.
The metastable equilibriums are numerically confirmed as sta-
ble to small perturbations. Theoretically and numerically, the
long-wave-length limit of the structure factor corresponding
to the isothermal compressibility is found to diverge with the
correct exponents as the system approaches to the spinodal
curve or critical point. With the metastable and unstable char-
acteristics quantitatively obtained, the present study paved the
way for the pseudo-potential LB model to be used in model-
ing nucleation with hydrodynamic influences. All simulations
have been run on an architecture-independent GPU/CPU im-
plementation which can be found on the GitHub repository
https://github.com/lullimat/idea.deploy [30].
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