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A bstract

W ereview som erecentdevelopm entsofG rad’sapproach tosolvingtheBoltzm ann

equation and creating reduced description. The m ethod of invariant m anifold is

put forward as a uni�ed principle to establish corrections to G rad’s equations. A

consistent derivation ofregularized G rad’s equations in the fram ework the m ethod

ofinvariantm anifold isgiven.A new classofkineticm odelsto liftthe�nite-m om ent

description to a kinetictheory in thewholespaceisestablished.RelationsofG rad’s

approach to m odern m esoscopic integrators such as the entropic lattice Boltzm ann

m ethod arealso discussed.

1 Introduction

There hasbeen a long-standing questforim proving on the Grad 13-m om entapproxim a-

tion [34]. In particular,such an im provem ent is needed to study the interplay between

hydrodynam icsand kineticsin the dom ain ofm oderate Knudsen num bers,in particular,

sim ulations of
ows at a m icrom eter scale in so-called m icro-electro-m echanicalsystem s

(M EM S) [11]. The recent renewed interest to this topic is consistent with the current

trend in com putational
uid m echanics to use m inim alkinetic m odels instead ofm ore

traditionalnum ericalschem esforhydrodynam icequations.

Let us recallthe fam ous Grad’s 10-m om ent and 13-m om ent approxim ations for the

distribution function:

f = f
(0)
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1+
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��

; (1)
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Here,asusual,f(0) isthe localM axwellian,c = v
� 1

T
(v � u)isthe \peculiar" velocity,u

isthelocal
ow velocity,vT =
p
m =2kBT istherm alvelocity,p isscalarpressure,� isthe

nonequilibrium stresstensor,and q istheheat
ux,

�ik(f) =

Z �

m (vi� ui)(vk � uk)�
1

3
�ikm (v � u)

2

�

fdv;

qi(f) =

Z �
m

2
(vi� ui)

�

(v � u)2 �
5kB T

m

��

fdv:

Technically,in Grad’s originalapproach,param etric fam ilies (1) and (2) were intro-

duced as truncated Herm ite polynom ialexpansions ofthe distribution function around

localM axwellians. However,it is m uch m ore attractive to view Grad’s distributions as

param etrically speci�ed sub-m anifolds(\surfaces")in thelargerspaceofdistribution func-

tions. Grad’sm ethod hasgiven startto a hostofnew m ethodsfocused around the hard

question ofnonequilibrium statisticalm echanics:How toe�ectively reducethem icroscopic

to a m acroscopic description? This review is devoted to som e selected instances ofthis

question.

2 G rad’s m ethod and beyond

\Grad’slegacy" (whereand how to go beyond the13-m om entapproxim ation?) wasinter-

preted and extended in di�erentwaysby m any authors. Letusm ention those which are

m ostrelevantto thepresentdiscussion.

Q uasi-equilibrium approxim ation

Quasi-equilibrium approxim ation (orm axim um entropy approxim ation)in theapplication

to the Boltzm ann equation was established in the sixties by severalauthors,in partic-

ular,by Kogan [46]and Lewis [48],though we note that it was already m entioned by

Grad him self,and also by Koga (cf.[48]). A detailed discussion geom etricalaspects of

quasi-equilibria was given in [33]. The construction is based on solving the conditional

m axim ization problem :FortheconcavefunctionalS = � kB
R
flnfdv (localentropy den-

sity)and forgiven distinguished linearfunctionalsM (f),�nd

S ! m ax;M (f)= M : (3)

Thesolution in term sofLagrangem ultipliers(dualvariables)� iswritten as

f = exp

(
X

k

�kD fM k

)

: (4)
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IfM k(f)=
R
m k(v)fdv,then wehave

f = exp

(
X

k

�km k

)

: (5)

IfM = M 0 =
R
f1;v;v2gfdv,the param etric set (4) coincides with the set oflocal

M axwellians.IfM =
R
f1;v;vvgfdv thisisthe10-m om entquasi-equilibrium approxim a-

tion,whose expansion to linear orderin �=p coincides with Grad’s 10-m om ent approxi-

m ation (1). Though alm ostpedantic,som e attention isrequired when proceeding to the

13-m om entcase:Functions(4)arede�ned in term sofdualvariables.W hatisnotalways

wellde�ned isthem om entchart(orm om entparam eterization)ofthesesets,or,�(M ),and

a regularization ofdivergentintegralsisrequired. Thiscan be done eitherby restricting

thevelocity integration dom ain toalargeballv �
p
E ,whereE isthetotalkineticenergy

ofthe gasin a container[46],orby introducing a higher-ordereven velocity polynom ial

(ata priceofan extra variable).In the�rstcaseofregularization itispossibleto usethe

sm allnessofq=pvT to expand the regularized distribution and send the radiusofthe ball

to in�nity to end up with the13-m om entGrad’sapproxim ation (2).

A particularly usefulversion ofentropicm ethodswasintroduced in [39]forchem ically

reacting gasm ixtures,and discussed in som edetailfora single-com ponentgasin [18,24]

(triangle entropy m ethod). Itcan be viewed either as a stepwise realization ofthe basic

m axim ization problem ,or(better)asa self-consistentrecipe. Letussplitthe totality of

distinguished m acroscopic variablesM into M 0 and M 00,where M 0 are linearfunctionals

for which we can solve explicitly the problem (3) (\easy variables"),and where M 00 are

\di�cult variables". The di�cult variables m ay be even nonlinear in the distribution

function,forexam plescatteringrates(seebelow),sothateven thestatem entoftheproblem

oftheentropy m axim ization can causedi�culties.Thetriangleentropy m ethod allowsto

constructquasi-equilibria even in these cases. Letusdenote f(M 0)the quasi-equilibrium

corresponding to the easy variables. Then the triangle quasi-equilibrium forthe di�cult

variablesisfound asfollows:expand theentropy functionalup to quadraticorderaround

f(M 0),and �nd m axim um undertheconditionsthat(i)EasyvariablesM 0arenotchanged,

and (ii)Di�cultvariablesare�xed to linearorder.Thatis,

�S(�f) = S(f(M 0))� kB

Z

[lnf(M 0)+ 1]�fdv +
1

2
kB

Z

f(M 0)� 1�f2dv ! m ax;

(i) M
0(�f)= 0;

(ii) D fM
00
�
�
f(M 0)

(�f)= �M
00
: (6)

M axim ization here iswith respect to �f,nonlinearparam etric dependence on M 0 isnot

varied.Thenicepropertyisthat(6)isalwayssolvablein closed form ,theresultingtriangle

quasi-equilibrium ,

f(M 0
;�M

00)= f(M 0)+ �f(M 0
;�M

00); (7)
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dependslinearly on �M 00and nonlinearly on M 0(sotheoveralldependenceisquasi-linear).

IfM 0arethe�vehydrodynam ic�elds,andifM 00are
R
vvfdv or

R
fvv;vv2gfdv (botheasy

and di�cultvariablesarelinearin thisexam ple),then (7)areGrad’s10-and 13-m om ent

distributions,respectively [18].

Theadvantageofthequasi-equilibrium approxim ationsisthatthey areequipped natu-

rally with thetherm odynam ic param eterization [20].Thestructureofthetherm odynam ic

param eterization assum esspeci�cation ofthe projectorP onto the tangentbundle ofthe

quasi-equilibrium m anifold. Forquasi-equilibria,thisis(we stick to the case (5)forsim -

plicity):

PJ =
X

k

@f(M )

@M k

Z

m kJdv: (8)

The purpose ofprojectorP isto de�ne dynam ics along the m anifold. Nam ely,ifwe

writetheBoltzm ann equation,

D tf = J(f)= � (v � u)� r f + Q(f;f); (9)

whereQ(f;f)istheBoltzm ann collision integral,and D t = @t+ u� r isthetim ederivative

in theco-m ovingreferencesystem ,then thevector�eld attached toeach stateon thequasi-

equilibrium m anifold (orthem icroscopic tim e derivative)is:

D
m icro
t f(M )= J(f(M )): (10)

Here,wesim ply evaluatetheaction oftheoperatorin therighthand sideoftheBoltzm ann

equation (9)on the quasi-equilibrium distributions.On the otherhand,underthe action

oftheprojectorP (8),vectorsJ(f(M ))yield thevector�eld on thetangentbundleofthe

quasi-equilibrium m anifold,orthem acroscopic tim e derivative:

D
m acro
t f(M )= PJ(f(M )): (11)

The lattercan be viewed asa short-hand writing ofGrad’sequations,which follow from

(11)upon m ultiplication with m k and integration:

@tM k + u � r Mk =

Z

m kPJ(f(M ))dv: (12)

One can ask,what is the use ofthe m icroscopic tim e derivative (10) when only its

projected piece,PJ(f(M )),contributes �nally to Grad’s m om ent equations (12)? The

answeristhatthecom parison ofthevectorsJ(f(M ))and PJ(f(M ))m easureshow good

the closure (12) really is. The di�erence between J(f(M )) and PJ(f(M )) is ofsuch a

greatim portancethatitdeservesa speci�c nam e.Thedefectofinvariance (ofthequasi-

equilibrium approxim ation)is,

�(M )= J(f(M ))� PJ(f(M )): (13)
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A m om entrepresentation ofthedefectisalsouseful:Ifm 1;:::;m n arethedistinguished

m om ents,and m n+ 1;:::arethehigher-orderm om ents,then thevelocity-dependentfunc-

tion isequivalentto thein�nitesequence � i(M )by taking m om entsof(13):

� i(M )=

�
0; i= 1;:::;n
R
m i(J(f(M ))� PJ(f(M )))dv; i= n + 1;:::

(14)

Leverm ore [47]proved hyperbolicity ofm axim um entropy approxim ations. Dualparam e-

terization ofquasi-equilibrium m anifoldsprovetobean advantagein num ericalrealizations

(so-called Legendreintegrators,seee.g.[37,36,17]in thecontextofpolym erdynam ics).

The quasi-equilibrium approxim ationsrevealm ostclearly the tim e hierarchy assum p-

tion behind theGrad’sapproach [46]:In thefastrelaxation,theentropygrowsaccordingto

Boltzm ann equation untilm axim um ofentropy isreached on thequasi-equilibrium states.

Afterthattheslow evolution takesplacealongthem anifold ofthequasi-equilibrium states.

Putting thisassum ption on trialand,ifneeded,im proving on itisthekey in seeking cor-

rectionsto Grad’sapproxim ation.Thetrialisthedeviationsaway from zero ofthedefect

ofinvariance(13).

In this section,we reviewed the basic structure ofGrad’s theory,and indicated that

a way beyond a given m om ent approxim ation should take into account the defect ofits

invariance.Beforeproceeding along thisline,letusdiscusstwo otherroutes,which can be

indicated as\increasethenum berofvariables" and \takeothervariables".

M any m om ents approxim ations

W ith agiven m om entapproxim ation athand,and withoutaskingthequestion,\How good

isthisapproxim ation?" there isonly one option to try to im prove on it-to extend the

list ofdistinguished variables,and to construct another approxim ation. This viewpoint

dom inated earlierstudieson m om entapproxim ations,and wasfollowed by m any authors,

in particular,by M �uller and Ruggeri[51]and their collaborators,m ostly in the quasi-

linearform ,using orthogonalfunctionsdevelopm ents,and fortheBhatnagar-Gross-Krook

m odelcollision integralwith phenom enologicaldependence ofthe relaxation param eter.

Convergence to Boltzm ann equation isa di�cultquestion;in fact,itisnotexpected that

Grad’sdistributionsconvergeto solutionsoftheBoltzm ann equation,even pointwise[12].

On the otherhand,asnum ericalresultsshow [51],the weak convergence (convergence of

the m om ents) can be expected in the linear case. However,without at least evaluating

the defect,Eqs.(13)or(14),the uncontrollability ofapproxim ationswith any num berof

m om entsrem ains.

Scattering rates as independent variables

Rem arkably,Grad’sapproxim ationswith m om ents asslow variables(1)and (2)(orany

otherwith m orem om ents)do notcontain any m olecularinform ation.Thisshortcom ing is

inherited from theuseofsim plesetsoforthogonalfunctionsin theoriginalGrad m ethod.
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However,ifone thinks ofusing less variables to capture m ore physics,then other (non-

m om ent)quantitiescan be tried.In particular,forthe pure gas,interesting variablesare

scattering ratesofm om ents,forexam ple,

�
coll=

Z

m vvQ(f;f)dv; (15)

isthe scattering rate ofthe stress tensor,Q isthe Boltzm ann collision integral. The

variable � coll,unlike �,containsinform ation aboutthe m olecularinteraction. Using the

triangleentropy m ethod with the�vehydrodynam icvariablesaseasy,and � collasdi�cult

(thisis indeed the case because � coll isnonlinear in f),we can construct a \scattering"

counterpartofthe10-m om entapproxim ation (1):

f = f
(0)

�

1+
1

p�0(T)
�
coll:

�

cc�
1

3
1c

2

�

R(c2)

�

; (16)

where �0(T)isthe�rstSoninepolynom ialapproxim ation to theviscosity coe�cient,and

the di�erence from Grad’s10-m om entapproxim ation isin the dim ensionless function R.

Thefunction R dependson theparticle’sinteraction,and R isconstantonly forM axwell

m oleculesin which case thepresentapproxim ation isequivalentto Grad’sapproxim ation

(up to renam ing thevariables).Forhard spheres[24],

R =
5
p
2

16

Z 1

0

e
� c2t2(1� t

4)
�
c
2(1� t

2)+ 2
�
dt: (17)

The case when the scattering rate ofthe heat
ux isincluded (the counterpartofthe

13-m om entapproxim ation),and also a m ixed version (m om entsand scattering ratesboth

asdistinguished variables),werestudied in Ref.[18].

Eventually,thetriangleentropy m ethod m akesitpossibleto handle\sm art" variables

which m ay be m ore appropriate to the physicsofthe problem athand ratherthan plain

m om ents. The latter assum es a certain degree ofa physicalintuition;furtherm ore,the

uncontrollability oftheresulting quasi-linearquasi-equilibria rem ainsan issue.

M ethod ofinvariant m anifold

The generalm ethod to derive dynam ic correctionson top ofsuccessfulinitialapproxim a-

tions like Grad’s was developed by the authors [20,40,23,21,30,27]. The essence of

the m ethod ofinvariantm anifold (M IM ) is (i) to write the invariance condition in the

di�erentialform (them icroscopictim ederivativeon them anifold equalsthem acroscopic

tim e derivative),and (ii) to solve this equation by iterations. The choice ofthe initial

approxim ation isan im portantproblem . Often,itisconvenient to startfrom the quasi-

equilibrium m anifold (thiswillbeourchoice below in thispaper).However,thechoiceof

theinitialm anifold in M IM isnotrestricted to quasi-equilibria.Thetypicalexam plegives

usthefam ousTam m {M ott-Sm ith approxim ation forthestrongshock wave(seediscussion

in [20,27,28]).Strictly speaking,them ethod ofinvariantm anifold can beapplied in order

to re�neany initialapproxim ation com pliantwith som etransversality conditions.
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C orrection to localM axw ellm anifold

In orderto explain the two steps ofthe M IM ,we shallconsider �rst,forthe purpose of

illustration,the invariance correction to the localM axwellapproxim ation to allordersin

Knudsen num ber.

Them ain ideaistoposetheproblem ofa�ndingacorrection toEuler’shydrodynam ics

in such a way thatKnudsen num berexpansionsdo notappearasthenecessary elem entof

the analysis.Thiswillbe possible by using Newton m ethod instead ofTaylorexpansions

to getsuch correction.

Thestartingpointisthem anifoldoflocalM axwelldistributionfunctions(LM )f0(n;u;T;v),

where v isparticle’svelocity,and n,u,and T arelocalnum berdensity,average velocity,

and tem perature.Asappropriateto ourapproach,we�rstcheck theinvarianceoftheLM

m anifold.Projector(8)on theLM m anifold is:

P0J =
f0

n

�Z

Jdc+ 2c�

Z

cJdc+
2

3

�

c
2
�
3

2

� Z �

c
2
�
3

2

�

Jdc

�

; (18)

Com putingthem icroscopictim ederivative(10)on theLM states,projectingitwith P0
(18)to getthem acroscopictim ederivative(thetim ederivativedueto Euler’sequations)

(11),and subtracting the second outofthe �rst,we evaluate the invariance defectofthe

LM m anifold (13):

�(f 0)= J(f0)� P0J(f0)= � f0

�

2r u :

�

cc�
1

3
Ic2
�

+ vT
r T

T
� c

�

c
2
�
5

2

��

: (19)

Thedefectisnotequalto zero aslong asthereaveragevelocity and thetem peraturevary

in space,asexpected.Notethatthedefectisneithersm allorlargeby itself.

To �nd thecorrection to theLM m anifold,wewritetheinvariancecondition,

�(f)= J(f)� PJ(f)= 0; (20)

and consider it as an equation to be solved with the initialapproxim ation f0 for the

m anifold and P0 fortheprojectorsinceboth areunknown in the(20).Thism ightseem too

m uch torequire,however,thewell-posednessoftheproblem isrestored oncetheadditional

requirem entthatthe m anifold we arelooking forshould be the m anifold ofslow m otions

isinvoked (seeRef.[23]fordetails).Herewewillconsiderthe�rstiteration.

Upon substitution ofP0 in place ofP,and off1 = f0 + �f in place off in equation

(20),and afterthelinearization in �f,weget

Lf0�f + (P0 � 1)(v � u)� r �f + �(f0)= 0; (21)

where Lf0 isthelinearized collision integral(linearization in the localM axwellstate,and

wekeep indicating thelinearization pointforreasonsto beseen later).Equation (21)has

to besolved subjectto thecondition,

P0�f = 0: (22)
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Thelinearequation ofthe�rstiteration (21)isthem ostim portantobjectin ourtheory.

Indeed,it does not contain at allthe sm allness param eter,and,in fact,was obtained

without assum ption ofa sm allKnudsen num ber. If,however,the Knudsen num ber is

introduced into equation (21)by theusualrescaling,

Lf0 !
1

�
Lf0; (23)

then the�rst-orderin �solution,�f1 ’ ��f
(1)

1 isfound from theintegralequation,

Lf0�f
(1)

1 = � �(f0); (24)

which hastobesolved subjecttothecondition P0�f
(1)

1 .Itisreadily checked thatequation

(24)isjusttheequation ofthe�rstapproxim ation oftheChapm an-Enskog m ethod,which

isthusrecovered asthespecialcaseofM IM in thecollision-dom inated lim it.

The invariance equation for the �rst correction (21) is m ore com plicated than the

Chapm an-Enskog equation (24) because it also contains the spatialderivatives (though

itism uch less com plicated than the linearized Boltzm ann equation because the there is

no tim e dependence in the equation (21)). M ethods to treat equations ofthe type (20)

has been also developed in [40,23,27]and worked out for m any kinetic system s (not

only forthe Boltzm ann equation). Here we consider,forthe purpose ofillustration,the

sm alldeviations around the globalequilibrium in 3D . W e shalltreat equation (21) in

such a way thattheKnudsen num berwillappearexplicitly only atthelateststagesofthe

com putations.

W edenoteasF0 theglobalequilibrium with theequilibrium valuesofthehydrodynam ic

quantities,n0,u0 = 0,and T0.Deviationsare�n,�u,and �T.W ealso introducereduced

deviations,

�n = �n=n 0;�u = �u=v
0
T;�T = �T=T 0;

wherev0T istherm alvelocity in theequilibrium .

W eseek theinvariancecorrection,

f1 = F0(1+ ’0 + ’1); (25)

where

’0 = �n + 2�u � c+ �T

�

c
2
�
3

2

�

: (26)

com es from the linearization of the localM axwellian around F0, and where ’1 is the

unknown function to befound from equation invarianceequation (21).In orderto�nd ’1,

weapply a Galerkin approxim ation in orderto achievea �nite-dim ensionalapproxim ation

ofthelinearcollision operator[23],which am ountsto setting

’1 = A (x)� c

�

c
2
�
5

2

�

+ B (x):

�

cc�
1

3
Ic

2

�

: (27)
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Our goalis to derive functions A and B from a linearized version ofequation (21).

KnowingA and B ,wegetthefollowingexpressionsforshearstresstensor� and heat
ux

vectorq:

� = p0B ;q =
5

4
p0v

0
TA ; (28)

wherep0 istheequilibrium pressure.

Linearizing equation (21) in F0,substituting ’1 (27),and switching to the Fourier-

transform ed in space variables, we derive the set of linear algebraic equations for the

Fourierim ageofthefunctionsA and B (which wedenoteasak,and bk,respectively):

5p0

3�0
ak + iv

0
Tbk � k = �

5

2
iv

0
Tk�k; (29)

p0

�0
bk + iv

0
Tkak = � 2iv0Tk
k;

wherei=
p
� 1,k isa wavevector,�0 isthe�rstSoninepolynom ialapproxim ation ofthe

shearviscosity coe�cient,� k and 
k areFourierim ages�T,and �u,respectively,and the

over-bardenotesa sym m etric tracelessdyad.

Introducing dim ensionlessthereduced wave vector,

� =
v0T�0

p0
k;

solution to equation (29)m ay bewritten:

bk = �
10i
k�

3[(5=3)+ (1=2)�2]
+

5i(
k � �)��

3[(5=3)+ (1=2)f2][5+ 2�2]
�

15�k��

2[5+ 2�2]
;

ak = �
15i��k

2[5+ 2�2]
�
5[�(
k � �)+ 
kf

2(5+ 2�2)]

3[5+ 2�2][(5=3)+ (1=2)�2]
: (30)

W ith theFourier-im ageofthe
uxes(28),

� k = p0bk;q =
5

4
p0v

0
Tak;

which haveto beused to closetheFourier-transform ed linearbalanceequations,func-

tions (30) concludes our com putation ofthe dynam ic correction to the linearized local

M axwellian. Note that due to the non-polynom ialin � contributions,the resulting lin-

earhydrodynam icsishighly nonlocal.Thisis,ofcourse,notsurprising because no sm all

Knudsen num berexpansionstruncated to som eordereverappeared.

Letusbrie
yconsiderthenew hydrodynam icequationsspecializingtotheone-dim ensional

case. Taking the z-axisforthe propagation direction,and denoting kz ask,
 as
z,we

obtain in (30)theFourierim agesofa = az and b= bzz (fullnotation arerestored here):
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ak = �

3

2
p
� 1
0 �0v

0
Tik�k +

4

5
p
� 2
0 �20(v

0
T)

2k2
k

1+ 2

5
p
� 2
0 �20(v

0
T
)2k2

; (31)

bk = �

4

3
p
� 1
0 �0v

0
Tik
k + p

� 2
0 �20(v

0
T)

2k2�k

1+ 2

5
p
� 2
0 �20(v

0
T
)2k2

:

Theseexpressionsclosethelinearized balanceequations,

1

v0
T

@t�k + ik
k = 0; (32)

2

v0
T

@t
k + ik(�k + �k)+ ikbk = 0;

3

2v0
T

@t�+ ik
k +
5

4
ikak = 0:

In order to restore the Knudsen num ber in (31),we introduce lm .f.p. = v0T�0=p0 (the

quantity lm .f.p.isoftheorderofthem ean freepath),and wealsointroduceahydrodynam ic

scale lh,so thatk = �=lh,where �isdim ensionless.W ith this,weobtain in theequation

(31):

a� = �

3

2
i���� +

4

5
�2�2
�

1+ 2

5
�2�2

; (33)

b� = �

4

3
i��
� + �2�2��

1+ 2

5
�2�2

;

where �= lc=lh isthe Knudsen num ber. In the lim it�! 0,equation (33)reducesto the

fam iliarNavier-Stokes-Fourierexpressions:

�zz = �
4

3
�0@z�uz;qz = � �0@z�T

where �0 = 15kB �0=4m isthe �rstSonine polynom ialapproxim ation ofthe therm alcon-

ductivity.

In orderto �nd outa resultofnon-polynom ialbehavior(33),itism ostinform ativeto

calculateadispersion relation forplanarwaves.Itisworthwhileintroducing dim ensionless

frequency �= !lh=v
0
T,where ! isa com plex variable ofa wave � exp(!t+ ikz)(Re! is

thedam pingrate,and Im ! isthecircularfrequency).M akinguseof(32)and (33),writing

�= 1,weobtain thefollowing dispersion relation �(�):

12(1+
2

5
�
2)2�3 + 23�2(1+

2

5
�
2)�2 + 2�2(5+ 5�2 +

6

5
�
4)�+

15

2
�
4(1+

2

5
�
2)= 0: (34)
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Figure 1: Attenuation rate ofsound waves. Dotts: Burnett approxim ation. Bobylev’s

instability occurs when the curve intersects the horizontalaxis. Solid: Firstiteration of

theNewton m ethod on theinvarianceequation.

Fig.1 presents a dependence Re�(�2) for acoustic waves obtained from (34)and for

theBurnettapproxim ation [12].Theviolation in thelatteroccurswhen thecurvecrosses

thehorizontalaxis.In contrastto theBurnettapproxim ation [12],theacoustic spectrum

(34)isstable forall�. M oreover,Re� dem onstrates a �nite lim it,as� ! 1 (so-called

\Rosenau saturation" [57]).

The exam ple considered dem onstrateshow to apply them ethod ofinvariantm anifold

in thesim plestcaseoftheinitialm anifold.Letusnow switch back to anothercaseofthe

initialm anifold,theGrad’s13-m om entapproxim ation.

Invariance correction to 13-m om ent m anifold

As we‘ve said before,M IM is able to address the invariance correction,in principle,to

any interesting initialapproxim ation,so itm ay benotsurprising thatthenextcandidate

after the localM axwellm anifold are m anifolds ofGrad’s distributions. The problem of

�ndingtheinvariancecorrection tothem om entapproxim ationswas�rstaddressed in Ref.

[44]. W ithout repeating com putations ofthe Ref.[44],our objective here is to explain

why the correction to the Grad’s m anifolds is a distinguished case. Let us start with

the quasi-equilibrium ofa generic form ,and com pute the �rstiteration ofthe invariance

equation,

(1� P)Lf(M )�f + (P � 1)(v � u)� r �f + �(M )= 0; (35)

where P is the quasi-equilibrium projector (8),�(M ) is the invariance defect ofthe

quasi-equilibrium approxim ation,and Lf(M )isthecollision integral,linearizedin thequasi-

equilibrium .Noticethatthelatterobjectisnotwellstudied in theclassicaltheory ofthe

11



Boltzm ann equation,wherem ostofthereduction problem sareusingthecollision integral,

linearized in thelocalequilibrium .A sim pli�cation ofequation (35)happenswhen welook

forGrad’s quasi-linear approxim ations,then,to the linear order accuracy in the higher-

orderm om ents,wecan replace,

Lf(M ) ! Lf0; (36)

in the equation (35),where Lf0 is the usuallinearized collision integralin the local

M axwellstate.

Letus proceed furtherwith evaluation ofthe otherterm s in the equation (35). The

projector,corresponding to the13-m om entGrad’sapproxim ation,reads,

P13 = P0 + � 13; (37)

whereP0 isthelocal-equilibrium projector(18),and where� 13 actsasfollows:

� 13J=
f0

n

�

Y :

Z

YJdv + Z �

Z

ZJdv

�

; (38)

Here Y =
p
2cc,and Z = 2p

5
c
�
c2 � 5

2

�
,are peculiarvelocity polynom ialsform ing the

13-m om entapproxim ation.

Com putingthedefectofinvarianceofthe13m om entapproxim ation tothelinearorder

in the’13,wesee,thattherearetwocontribution,local(containing thelinearized collision

integral),and thenonlocal(containing thefree
ightoperator),

� 13 = � loc
13 + � nloc

13 ; (39)

� loc
13 = (1� �13)[Lf0f0’13];

� nloc
13 = (1� P13)[� (v � u)� r f0(1+ ’13)]:

Before proceeding any further,we shalldiscussthe physicalsigni�cance ofthe defect

(39) because it is the �rst instance where classicalm ethods,like the Chapm an-Enskog

m ethod,becom einapplicable.

Thenonzero defectofinvarianceofany m anifold revealsthefollowing:Thesolution to

theBoltzm ann equation with theinitialcondition on them anifold leavesthism anifold at

t> 0.Thetwo partsofthedefectcorrespond to two di�erentm echanism sresponsiblefor

thisto happen. The localdefectisnotequalto zero wheneverthe polynom ialsY and Z,

form ing the Grad m anifold,are noteigenvectorsofthe linearized collision integral. This

isdistinctfrom the dynam ic noninvariance oflocalM axwellians,where in the lattercase

the localdefect is equalto zero whatever the collision m odelis chosen. For the Grad

approxim ation,� loc
13 = 0 in only two (com m only known)cases,i.e.forM axwellm olecules

and fortheBhatnagar-Gross-Krook m odel(BGK).

It is im portantto recognize that,whenever the localdefect is not equalto zero,the

initialm anifold hasto be �rst corrected locally,in orderto bring itcloserto the slowest

eigenspace ofthe collision operator,and before any nonlocalcorrectionsdue to � nloc
13 are

12



addressed. It has been dem onstrated in [44]that the �rst localcorrection to the 13-

m om entapproxim ation resultsin Grad’sequationscorrected inthesensethatthetransport

coe�cientsbecom etheexactChapm an-Enskogcoe�cients(notthe�rstSoninepolynom ial

approxim ation,as in the originalGrad equations). W hether or not the localcorrection

isspectacularin thecontextofthesingle-com ponentgaswith traditionalcollision m odels

like hard spheres (the �rst Sonine polynom ialapproxim ation is "good" already...),the

cleardistinction between localand nonlocalcorrectionsiscrucial.Forexam ple,with this

distinction itispossibletoextend them ethod ofinvariantm anifoldstodriven system s(see

thederivation oftheOldroyd constitutive equationsfrom polym erkinetictheory [62]).

Now,let us turn our attention to the nonlocalpiece ofthe defect ofinvariance. It

can be dem onstrated that � nloc
13 contains no term s with gradients ofneither ofthe �ve

hydrodynam ic�elds,theonly gradientcontributing to � nloc
13 areofthestresstensorand of

theheat
ux.In thelinearapproxim ation neartheglobalequilibrium F0 [44],

� nloc
13 = � v

0
TF0(� 1jkrs@k�rs + � 2jik@kqi+ � 3@kqk) (40)

where@i= @=@xi,and � arevelocity polynom ials:

� 1jkrs = ck
�
crcs � (1=3)�rsc

2
�
� (2=5)�kscrc

2
;

� 2jik = (4=5)
�
c
2
� (7=2)

� �
cick � (1=3)�ikc

2
�
;

� 3 = (4=5)
�
c
2
� (5=2)

� �
c
2
� (3=2)

�
� c

2
:

The absence ofthegradientsofthehydrodynam ic �eldsin thenonlocaldefectreveals

som e im portantinform ation:The invariance correction to the 13-m om entapproxim ation

di�ersfrom thehigher-ordercorrectionstothehydrodynam icequations.Forexam ple,since

thelinearized hydrodynam ic equationsfollowing from the13-m om entGrad (uncorrected)

equations to second order in Knudsen num ber are the Burnett equations for M axwell

m olecules(see,e.g.,com parison ofcorresponding dispersion relationsin [19]),thesam eis

truealsoforthecorrected Gradequations,asexplicitlyveri�ed byStruchtrup and Torillhon

[59].

Afterthisqualitative analysisofthedefectoftheinvarianceofGrad’sapproxim ation,

let us �nish setting up the invariance equation ofthe �rst iteration form ally. W ith the

replacem ent(36)in theequation (35),and using P0Lf0 = 0,wehave,

(1� �13)Lf0�f + (P13 � 1)(v � u)� r �f + �loc13 + � nloc
13 = 0: (41)

In principle,thisequation can bestudied in thesam espiritastheequation ofthe�rst

iteration to localM axwellians,thatis,withoutintroducing sm allparam eters.However,it

ism uch m ore instructive to considerthe collision-dom inantcase,introducing the scaling

(23),

(1� �13)
1

�
Lf0�f + (P13 � 1)(v � u)� r �f +

1

�
� loc

13 + � nloc
13 = 0: (42)

Thecorrection �f to �rsttwo orders,�f ’ �f(0)+ ��f(1) isfound from equations:

13



(1� �13)Lf0�f
(0) = � �loc13 ; (43)

(1� �13)Lf0�f
(1) = � �nloc13 : (44)

These equationshave to be solved subjectto theadditionalconditions,P13�f
(0) = 0,and

P13�f
(1) = 0,respectively.

The �rstequation (43)isresponsible forthe localcorrection,asexpected. It’ssignif-

icance was discussed above. Forthe following,we assum e no localcorrection is needed,

thatis,eitherwe assum e BGK orM axwellm olecules(then �f(0) = 0 rigorously),orthat

theGrad’sapproxim ation isa reasonably good approxim ation fortheeigenvectorsofLf0.

�f
(1) =

1

�
� nloc

13 : (45)

Asitwasem phasized in Ref.[44],the invariance correction to the 13-m om entGrad’s

approxim ation isrelated to the 13-m om entGrad equationsentirely in the sam eway asthe

Navier-Stokesequationsare related to the Euler equations. Roughly speaking,itusesthe

sam e am ount ofthe Boltzm ann collision integralas the classical�rst-order equation of

theChapm an-Enskog m ethod.Forthatreason,thisisthedistinguished caseam ong other

possibleapplicationsofM IM to im proveon m om entapproxim ations.

Strongly nonlinear invariance corrections

As we have seen it in the previous section,the invariance correction to the quasi-linear

quasi-equilibria (Grad’sm om entapproxim ations)isdistinguished by thefactthatwecan

com pute itwith the usuallinearized collision integralin the localequilibrium . Then the

resulting linear integralequations have the sam e structure as in the classicalChapm an-

Enskog m ethod,Lf0’ = � (albeitwith a di�erentrighthand side�).TheoperatorL f0 is

self-adjointin thescalarproductgenerated by thesecond di�erentialoftheentropy in the

localequilibrium ,and thusitissim pletosolve.Thisisnotthecasewhen them anifoldswe

wanttocorrectcontain pieceswellbeyond thevicinityofthelocalequilibrium ,forexam ple,

generalquasi-equilibria. In these cases,the linearized collision operatorLf(M ) isnotself-

adjoint anym ore. In such cases,it was suggested to use the sym m etric linearization in

ordertoestablish dynam iccorrectionsin highly nonequilibrium situations.Thesym m etric

linearization oftheBoltzm ann collision integralin thestatef hastheform ,

L
sym

f
�f =

Z

w
f0f01 + ff1

2

�
�f0

f0
+
�f01

f01
�
�f1

f1
�
�f

f

�

dv
0
1dv

0
dv1: (46)

NotethatL
sym

f
! Lf0 ifthestatef tendsto thelocalM axwellian f0 (theconsequence

ofthe detailbalance,f0f01 = ff1 in the localequilibrium ). Operator L
sym

f
enjoys the

fam iliarpropertiesofthe usuallinearized collision integral.Letusintroduce notation for

theentropic scalarproductin thestatef:Fortwo distribution functionsg1 and g2,

hg1jg2if =

Z
g1(v)g2(v)

f(v)
dv: (47)
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The following three properties ofthe operator L
sym

f
are im m ediate consequence ofthe

de�nitions(46)and (47):

(i) hg1jL
sym

f
jg2if = hg2jL

sym

f
jg1if (sym m etry);

(ii) hgjL
sym

f
jgif � 0 (localentropy production inequality);

(iii) L
sym

f
g = 0 ifg=f 2 Linf1;v;v2g (conservation laws).

Using thesym m etriclinearization,weseetheequation fortheinvariancecorrection for

a generalquasi-equilibrium f(M )becom es

(1� P)L
sym

f(M )
�f + (P � 1)(v � u)� r �f + �(M )= 0: (48)

Theonly di�erencewith theequation (35)isin thereplacem entofthelinearized collision

integralLf(M ) with the sym m etric linearized collision integralL
sym

f(M )
. This di�erence is

crucialthough:W hen using sym m etricoperator(46),wegetback allthefam iliartoolsfor

solving integralequations(Fredholm alternative in the collision-dom inated case [15],the

param etrix expansion withoutsuch dom ination [23],and like).Allthisisim possiblewith

theplain linearized operatorLf(M ),forexam ple,even thenull-spaceofLf(M ) isnotknown

in general.

Thesym m etriciteration wastested in thecaseof�nite-dim ensionalkineticsystem sof

chem icalkinetics[32,26](see,in particular,itsrecentapplication to construction ofgrid

representationsofinvariantm anifolds[31]).Resultsofconvergenceofsym m etriciterations

to slow nonlinearm anifoldsarequiteencouraging.Atthetim eofthiswriting,sym m etric

iteration rem ainsalm ostentirely unexplored fortheBoltzm ann equation.

Invariance principle in the m om ent representation

Theaforem entioned com putationsofvariousquasi-equilibria,m om entapproxim ationsand

theirinvariancecorrectionswerealldonein thesetting ofthekineticBoltzm ann equation

anddistribution functions.Invariancecorrectionscanalsobestudied inasim pli�ed setting:

Considera closed system forn = k+ m m om entsand reduceitto a closed system fork of

them .Such a sim pli�cation (with respecttothefullkinetictheory)m akessenseespecially

ifonewantstogetabasicqualitativeunderstanding abouttheform ofreduced description

in term sofk m om ents.

Thisproblem wasstudied tosom every detailed extend,and wellbeyond theusual�rst-

orderKnudsen num bercorrections,forthecaseofhydrodynam icsfrom 10-and 13-m om ent

Grad equations beginning with the paper [18]on a partialsum m ation ofthe Chapm an-

Enskogexpansion to alltheordersin Knudsen num ber,and on theexactsum m ation ofthe

expansion [25].Som eofthesestudieswererecently sum m arized in [43]with theem phasis

ofthe iteration m ethod for solving the invariance equation,and the interested reader is

directed to thatpaper. In spite ofa seem ingly drastic sim pli�cation with respectto the

"true" kinetic theory,resultsaresom etim essurprisingly robust.Forexam ple,theleading
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invariancecorrection tothenonlinearlongitudinalviscosity in so-called hom oenergetic
ow

found from the10-m om entequations[41]isexactly theonefound independently from the

exactsolutiontothem odelBoltzm annequation[55].New interestingresultsonsum m ation

oftheChapm an-Enskog expansion fortheBoltzm ann equation wereobtained recently by

Slem rod [57].

Thefram ework ofalargerm om entsystem used toobtain theinvariancecorrection toa

sm allerm om entsystem appearsin therecentwork ofStruchtrup and Torrilhon [59].The

di�erencewith thederivation from theBoltzm ann equation isbasically theabsenceofthe

localcorrection.Thestudy [59]dem onstrated asetofadvantagesoftheseequationsabove

theGrad’ssystem ,m ostim portantly,theim proved shock wavestructure.

3 Q uasi-equilibrium kinetic m odels

The invariance corrections explore m ore of the phase space than initially assum ed by

m akingaGradapproxim ation with agiven num berofvariables.Bym easuringthedefectof

invariance,werealizein which direction thequasi-equilibrium m anifold should beim proved

in ordertotakeintoaccountfastm otion towardsit.Thereisanotherusefulway toexplore

fastm otions: To liftthe dynam icsfrom the m anifold to a dynam icsin the fullspace by

m eansofa kineticm odel.

W erecallthatlifting theEulerdynam icswhich takesplaceon thelocalM axwellm ani-

foldtoakineticsinthewholephasespaceisdonebytheveryusefulBhatnagar-Gross-Krook

m odel(BGK),

@tf + v � r f = �
1

�
(f � f0(f)); (49)

where � > 0 is the relaxation tim e, and f0(f) is a m ap f ! f0 established by local

conservation laws: Z

f1;v;v2g(f � f0(f))dv = 0: (50)

Therighthand sideofEq.(49),

Q BG K = �
1

�
(f � f0(f)); (51)

iscalled theBGK collision integral.ProofoftheH -theorem fortheBGK kineticequation

doesnotrely anym oreon them icroscopicreversibility (asin theBoltzm ann case),instead,

itisa sim pleconsequence ofconvexity oftheH -function,and oftheproperty ofthem ap

(50):

� = �
1

�

Z

lnf(f � f0(f))dv

= �
1

�

Z

ln

�
f

f0(f)

�

(f � f0(f))dv � 0: (52)
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Now,how to liftgeneralquasi-equilibria (and,consequently,also theGrad approxim a-

tions) to a kinetic m odel? The answer to this question was given in the Ref.[22]. The

kineticm odelfora quasi-equilibrium approxim ation f(M )hastheform :

@tf + v � r f = �
1

�
(f � f(M (f)))+ Q(f(M (f));f(M (f))): (53)

Heref(M (f))isthenaturalm ap f ! f(M ),

Z

m k(f � f(M (f)))dv = 0;k = 1;:::;n; (54)

and thusthe �rstterm in the righthand side ofequation (53)isjustBGK-like,whereas

the second term ,function Q(f(M (f));f(M (f))) is the true (Boltzm ann) collision inte-

gral,evaluated on the quasi-equilibrium m anifold. The latter is crucial: Unlike the true

Boltzm ann collision integralQ(f;f) which can take values in the entire phase space of

distribution function,Q(f(M (f));f(M (f)))isallowed to take valuesonly on a relatively

thin subset known a priori,and can be thus pre-com puted to the explicit function ofM

and v (seeRef.[22]forexam ples).Ifthequasi-equilibrium f(M )consistsonly ofthelocal

M axwellians,then Q(f(M (f));f(M (f)))equalsto zero,and wegetback theBGK-m odel.

In allothercases,thesecond term in thekineticm odel(53)isessential:Ifitisom itted in

equation (53)then thezerooftheresulting collision integralisthewholequasi-equilibrium

m anifold f(M ),and notitslocalM axwellian subm anifold,unlikethecaseoftheBoltzm ann

collision integral.

TheH -theorem forkineticm odels(53)hasthefollowingstructure[22]:Letuscom pute

� (52):

� = �BG K + �Q ;

�BG K = �
1

�

Z

ln(f)(f � f(M (f))dv;

�Q =

Z

ln(f)Q(f(M (f));f(M (f)))dv (55)

Function �BG K is the contribution from the BGK-like term in equation (53),and it is

alwaysnon-positive,again due to the property ofthe m ap f ! f(M )(54). The second

contribution,�Q m ay benotsign-de�niteiff istaken faraway from thequasi-equilibrium .

However,oneproves[22]thattherealwaysexistsa non-em pty neighborhood ofthequasi-

equilibrium m anifold,where �Q � 0 (this is alm ost obvious: On the quasi-equilibrium

m anifold �Q (f(M ))istheentropyproduction duetothetrueBoltzm ann collision integral).

Thus,iftherelaxation towardsquasi-equilibrium statesisfastenough (� issu�ciently close

to zero),thenetentropy production inequality holds,�= �BG K + �Q � 0.

Furthersim pli�cation ofthem odels(53)arepossible.Letusm ention heretwoofthem :
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First,instead offunction Q(f(M (f));f(M (f))),wecan use

PQ(f(M (f));f(M (f)))=
X

k

@f(M )

@M k

�
�
�
�
M = M (f)

R k(M (f));

R k(M (f))=

Z

m kQ(f(M (f));f(M (f)))dv: (56)

Thatis,instead ofthetruecollision integralQ,wetakeonly itsquasi-equilibrium projec-

tion,PQ.Thesim pli�cation hereisthatthevelocity dependenceisnow accum ulated only

in thequasi-equilibrium distribution,and notin thefunction Q(f(M (f));f(M (f))):

@tf + v � r f = �
1

�
(f � f(M (f)))+

X

k

@f(M )

@M k

�
�
�
�
M = M (f)

R k(M (f)): (57)

Second,and probably thelastsim pli�cation occursifone usestheBGK collision integral

Q BG K (51),with a di�erent relaxation tim e, say �, instead ofthe Boltzm ann collision

integral:

@tf + v � r f = �
1

�
(f � f(M (f)))�

1

�

X

k

@f(M )

@M k

�
�
�
�
M = M (f)

(M k(f)� M
(0)

k
(f(M ))): (58)

HereM
(0)

k
denotesthek-orderm om entofthelocalM axwellian.

Asa �nalcom m enthere,thefam ily ofthe kinetic m odelsreviewed in thissection use

thenaturalm ap f ! f(M )(54)ofthequasi-equilibrium approxim ations.Di�erentm aps

f ! f(M )which do notobey (54)were used recently to establish BGK-type m odelsfor

variousquasi-equilibrium approxim ations[1].

4 Lattice B oltzm ann and other m inim alkinetic m od-

els

The past decade has witnessed a rapid developm ent ofm inim alkinetic m odels for nu-

m ericalsim ulation ofcom plex m acroscopic system s. The lattice Boltzm ann m ethod is

particularly valuablem inim alextension oftheNavier-Stokesequation �nding increasingly

m oreapplicationsin com putational
uid dynam ics.Som erelation ofthelatticeBoltzm ann

m ethod to Grad’sm ethod wasindicated in [56]:Once the Grad m ethod issupplem ented

by theGauss-Herm itequadraturein thevelocity space,them om entsystem can berewrit-

ten in the form ofa discrete-velocity m odel,that is,it becom es am enable to e�ective

num ericalim plem entation. Recently,a quasi-equilibrium version ofthisconstruction was

established,in which the quadrature isdone noton the distribution function buton the

entropy functional[4,6]. Quite rem arkably,the quasi-equilibrium perspective on the lat-

tice Boltzm ann m ethod resultsin itsre�nem entknown asthe entropic lattice Boltzm ann

m ethod [45,42,14]. Here we review the entropic lattice Boltzm ann m ethod (ELBM )for

hydrodynam ics.
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W e start with a generic discrete velocity kinetic m odel. Let fi(x;t) be populations

ofthe D -dim ensionaldiscrete velocities vi,i= 1;:::;nd,atposition x and tim e t. The

hydrodynam ic�eldsarethelinearfunctionsofthepopulations,nam ely

ndX

i= 1

f1;vi;v
2
igfi= f�;�u;�D T + �u

2
g; (59)

where�isthem assdensity ofthe
uid,�u istheD -dim ensionalm om entum density vector,

and e = �D T + �u 2 isthe energy density. In the case ofisotherm alsim ulations,the set

ofindependenthydrodynam ic �eldscontainsonly the m assand m om entum densities. It

isconvenient to introduce nd-dim ensionalpopulation vectors f,and the standard scalar

product,(fjg)=
P nd

i= 1
xiyi.Forexam ple,foralm ost-incom pressiblehydrodynam ics(leav-

ing out the energy conservation),the locally conserved density and m om entum density

�eldsarewritten as

(1jf)= �;(v�jf)= �u�: (60)

Here1 = f1g
nd
i= 1,v� = fvi�g

nd
i= 1,and �= 1;:::;D ,whereD isthespatialdim ension.

Theconstruction ofthekineticsim ulation schem ebeginswith �ndingaconvex function

ofpopulationsH (entropy function),which satis�esthe following condition: Iff
eq
(�;u)

(localequilibrium )m inim izesH subjectto thehydrodynam ic constraints(equations(59)

or (60)),then f
eq

also satis�es certain restrictions on the higher-order m om ents. For

exam ple,theequilibrium stresstensorm ustrespecttheGalilean invariance,

ndX

i= 1

vi�vi�f
eq

i (�;u)= �c
2
s��� + �u�u�: (61)

Thecorrespondingentropy functionsfortheisotherm aland thetherm alm odelswerefound

in [42,6,5,8],and are given below (see section 4.0.1 and Table 1). Forthe tim e being,

assum ethattheconvex function H isgiven.

Thenextstep isto obtain thesetofkineticequations,

@tfi+ vi�@�fi= � i: (62)

Letm 1;:::;m nc be the nd-dim ensionalvectorsoflocally conserved �elds,M i = (m ijf),

i= 1;:::;nc,nc < nd. The nd-dim ensionalvector function � (collision integral),m ust

satisfy theconditions:

(m ij� )= 0;i= 1;:::;nc (localconservation laws);

(r H j� )� 0 (entropy production inequality);

wherer H istherow-vectorofpartialderivatives@H =@fi.M oreover,thelocalequilibrium

vectorf
eq
m ustbetheonly zero pointof� ,thatis,� (f

eq
)= 0,and,�nally,f

eq
m ustbe

the only zero pointofthelocalentropy production,�(f
eq
)= 0.Collision integralswhich

satis�esalltheserequirem entsarecalled adm issible.Letusdiscussseveralpossibilitiesof

constructing adm issiblecollision integrals.
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B G K m odel

Suppose that the entropy function H is known. If, in addition, the localequilibrium

is also known asan explicit function ofthe locally conserved variables (orsom e reliable

approxim ation ofthis function is known),the sim plest option is to use the Bhatnagar-

Gross-Krook (BGK) m odel. In the case ofisotherm alhydrodynam ics,for exam ple,we

write

� = �
1

�
(f � f

eq
(�(f);u(f))): (63)

TheBGK collision operatorissu�cientform anyapplications.However,itbecom esadvan-

tageousonly ifthelocalequilibrium isknown in a closed form .Unfortunately,often only

theentropy function isknown butnotitsm inim izer.Forthesecasesoneshould construct

collision integralsbased solely on theknowledge oftheentropy function.W epresenthere

two particularrealizationsofthe collision integralbased on the knowledge ofthe entropy

function only.

Q uasi-chem icalm odel

Fora genericcaseofnc locally conserved �elds,letgs,s= 1;:::;nd � nc,bea basisofthe

subspace orthogonal(in the standard scalar product) to the vectors ofthe conservation

laws.Foreach vectorgs,wede�ne a decom position gs = g+s � g�s ,where allcom ponents

ofvectorsg�s are nonnegative,and ifg�si 6= 0,then g
�

si = 0. Letusconsiderthe collision

integraloftheform :

� =

nd� ncX

s= 1

wsgs

�
exp

�
(r H jg

�
s )
�
� exp

�
(r H jg

+
s )
�	

: (64)

Here ws > 0. By construction,the collision integral(64) is adm issible. Ifthe entropy

function isBoltzm ann{like,and thecom ponentsofthevectorsgs areintegers,thecollision

integralassum esthefam iliarBoltzm ann{likeform .

Single relaxation tim e gradient m odel

TheBGK collision integral(63)hasthefollowing im portantproperty:thelinearization of

theoperator(63)around thelocalequilibrium pointhasavery sim plespectrum f0;� 1=�g,

where0isthenc-tim esdegenerateeigenvaluecorrespondingtotheconservation laws,while

the non-zero eigenvalue corresponds to the rest ofthe (kinetic) eigenvectors. Nonlinear

collision operatorswhich havethisproperty oftheirlinearizationsatequilibrium arecalled

singlerelaxation tim em odels(SRTM ).They play an im portantrolein m odelling because

they allow forthesim plestidenti�cation oftransportcoe�cients.

The SRTM ,based on the given entropy function H ,is constructed asfollows (single

relaxation tim egradientm odel,SRTGM ).Forthesystem with nc localconservation laws,
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letes,s = 1;:::;nd � nc,be an orthonorm albasisin the kinetic subspace,(m ijes)= 0,

and (esjep)= �sp.Then thesinglerelaxation tim egradientm odelis

� = �
1

�

nd� ncX

s;p= 1

esK sp(f)(epjr H ); (65)

whereK sp areelem entsofa positivede�nite(nd � nc)� (nd � nc)m atrix K ,

K (f) = C
� 1(f); (66)

Csp(f) = (esjr r H (f)jep):

Here,r r H (f)isthend � nd m atrix ofsecond derivatives,@
2H =@fi@fj.Linearization of

thecollision integralatequilibrium hastheform ,

L = �
1

�

nd� ncX

s= 1

eses; (67)

which isobviously single relaxation tim e. Use ofthe SRTGM instead ofthe BGK m odel

resultsin thesam ehydrodynam icseven when thelocalequilibrium isnotknown in aclosed

form .Furtherdetailsofthism odeland itsnum ericalim plem entation can befound in Ref.

[6].

It is pertinent to our discussion to explain the term \gradient" appearing in the

nam e SRTGM .In Euclidean spaces with the given scalar product,we often identify the

di�erential of a function f(x) with its gradient: in the orthogonalcoordinate system

(gradf(x))i = @f(x)=@xi. However,when dealing with a m ore generalsetting,one can

run into problem swhile m aking sense outofsuch a de�nition.W hatto do,ifthereisno

distinguished scalarproduct,no preselected orthogonality?

Fora given scalarproducthjithe gradientgradxf(x)ofa function f(x)ata pointx

issuch a vectorg thathgjyi= D xf(y)forany vectory,where D xf isthe di�erentialof

function f atapointx.Thedi�erentialoffunction f isthelinearfunctionalthatprovides

thebestlinearapproxim ation nearthegiven point.

In ordertotransform avectorintoalinearfunctionaloneneedsapairing,thatm eansa

bilinearform hji.Thispairingtransform svectorgintolinearfunctionalhgj:hgj(x)= hgjxi.

Any twice di�erentiable function f(x)generatesa �eld ofpairings: atany pointx there

existsa second di�erentialoff,a quadratic form (D 2
xf)(�x;�x). Fora convex function

these form s are positively de�nite,and we return to the concept ofscalar product. Let

us calculate a gradient off using this scalar product. In coordinate representation the

identity hgradf(x)jyix = (D xf)(y)(forany vectory)hasa form

X

i;j

(gradf(x))i
@2f

@xi@xj
yj =

X

i

@f

@xj
yj; (68)

hence,

(gradf(x))i=
X

j

(D 2
xf)

� 1

ij

@f

@xj
: (69)
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Aswecan see,thisgradf(x)istheNewtonian direction,and with thisgradientthem ethod

ofsteepestdescenttransform sinto theNewton m ethod ofoptim ization.

Entropy is the concave function,and we de�ne the entropic scalar product through

negative second di�erentialofentropy. Letusde�ne the gradientofentropy by m eansof

thisscalarproduct:hgradxSjzix = (D xS)(z).Theentropic gradientsystem is

dx

dt
= ’(x)gradxS; (70)

where’(x)> 0isapositivekineticm ultiplier.Theentropicgradientm odels(70)possesses

alltherequired properties(iftheentropy Hessian issu�ciently sim ple).In m any casesitis

sim plerthan theBGK m odel,becausethegradientm odelislocalin thesensethatituses

only theentropy function and itsderivativesata currentstate,and itisnotnecessary to

com putetheequilibrium (orquasi-equilibrium forquasi-equilibrium m odels).Theentropic

gradientm odelhasa one-pointrelaxation spectrum ,becauseneartheequilibrium xeq the

gradient vector �eld (70) has an extrem ely sim ple linear approxim ation: d(�x)=dt =

� ’(xeq)�x. It corresponds to a well-known fact that the Newton m ethod m inim izes a

positively de�ned quadratic form in one step. The SRTGM discrete velocity m odel(65),

(66) is a particular realization ofthis construction when the localconservation laws are

projected out.

4.0.1 H -functions ofm inim alkinetic m odels

The Boltzm ann entropy function written in term s ofthe one-particle distribution func-

tion f(x;v) is H =
R
flnfdv,where v is the continuous velocity. Close to the global

(reference) equilibrium ,this integralcan be approxim ated by using the Gauss{Herm ite

quadraturewith theweight

W = (2�T0)
(D =2)exp(� v

2
=(2T0)):

HereD isthespatialdim ension,T0 isthereferencetem perature,whiletheparticlesm ass

and Boltzm ann’sconstantkB aresetequalto one.Thisgivestheentropy functionsofthe

discrete-velocity m odels[42,5,8],

H =

ndX

i= 1

filn

�
fi

wi

�

: (71)

Here,wi isthe weightassociated with the i-th discrete velocity vi (zeroesofthe Herm ite

polynom ials). The discrete-velocity distribution functions(populations)fi(x)are related

to thevaluesofthecontinuousdistribution function atthenodesofthequadratureby the

form ula,

fi(x)= wi(2�T0)
(D =2)exp(v2i=(2T0))f(x;vi):

Theentropy functions(71)forvariousfwi;vig aretheonly inputneeded fortheconstruc-

tion ofm inim alkineticm odels.

W ith the increase ofthe order ofthe Herm ite polynom ials used in evaluation ofthe

quadrature (71),a betterapproxim ation to thehydrodynam icsisobtained.The �rstfew

m odelsofthissequence arerepresented in Table1.
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Table1: M inim alkineticm odels[8].Colum n 1:OrderofHerm itevelocitypolynom ialused

to evaluatetheGauss-Herm itequadrature;Colum n 2:Locally conserved (hydrodynam ic)

�elds; Colum n 3: Discrete velocities for D = 1 (zeroes ofthe corresponding Herm ite

polynom ials). ForD > 1,discrete velocities are allpossible tensorproducts ofthe one-

dim ensionalvelocities in each com ponent direction;Colum n 4: W eights in the entropy

form ula (71),corresponding to the discrete velocities ofthe Colum n 3. ForD > 1,the

weights ofthe discrete velocities are productsofcorresponding one-dim ensionalweights;

Colum n 5:M acroscopicequationsforthe�eldsofColum n 2recovered in thehydrodynam ic

lim itofthem odel.

1.Order 2.Fields 3.Velocities 4.W eights 5.Hydrodynam iclim it

2 �
p
T0 1=2 Di�usion

�
p
T0 1=2

3 �,�u 0 2=3 Isotherm alNavier{Stokes
p
3
p
T0 1=6

�
p
3
p
T0 1=6

4 �,�u,e
p
3�

p
6
p
T0 1=[4(3�

p
6)] Therm alNavier-Stokes

�
p
3�

p
6
p
T0 1=[4(3�

p
6)]

p
3+

p
6
p
T0 1=[4(3+

p
6)]

�
p
3+

p
6
p
T0 1=[4(3+

p
6)]

Entropic lattice B oltzm ann m ethod

Ifthe setofdiscrete velocities form sthe linksofa Bravaislattice (with possibly several

sub-lattices),then thediscretization ofthediscrete velocity kineticequationsin tim eand

space is particularly sim ple,and leads to the entropic lattice Boltzm ann schem e. This

happens in the im portant case ofthe isotherm alhydrodynam ics. The equation ofthe

entropiclatticeBoltzm ann schem e reads

fi(x + ci�t;t+ �t)� fi(x;t)= ��(f(x;t))� i(f(x;t)); (72)

where�tisthediscretization tim estep,and �2 [0;1]isa �xed param eterwhich m atches

the viscosity coe�cientin the long-tim e large-scale dynam icsofthe kinetic schem e (72).

Thefunction �ofthepopulation vectorde�nesthem axim alover-relaxation oftheschem e,

and isfound from theentropy condition,

H (f(x;t)+ �� (f(x;t))= H (f(x;t)): (73)

Thenontrivialrootofthisequation isfound forpopulationsateach latticesite.Equation

(73)ensuresthediscrete-tim eH -theorem ,and isrequired in orderto stabilizetheschem e

ifthe relaxation param eter� isclose to one. The geom etricalsense ofthe discrete-tim e

H -theorem isexplained in Fig.2.W enotein passing thatthelatterlim itisofparticular

im portancein theapplicationsoftheentropiclatticeBoltzm ann m ethod tohydrodynam ics
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Figure 2: Entropic stabilization ofthe lattice Boltzm ann schem e with over-relaxation.

Curves represent entropy levels,surrounding the localequilibrium f
eq
. The solid curve

L is the entropy levelwith the value H (f) = H (f
�
),where f is the initial,and f

�
is

the m axim ally over-relaxed population f + �� de�ned by equation (73). The vector�

representsthecollision integral,thesharp anglebetween � and thevector� r H re
ects

the entropy production inequality. The pointM isthe state ofm inim um ofthe entropy

function H on the line segm entbetween f and f
�
. The resultofthe collision update is

represented by thepointf(�).Thechoiceof� shown correspondsto theover-relaxation:

H (f(�))> H (M )butH (f(�))< H (f). The particularcase ofthe BGK collision (not

shown) would be represented by a vector � BG K ,pointing from f towards f
eq
,in which

caseM = f
eq
.Figurefrom Ref.[42].

becauseitcorrespondsto vanishing viscosity,and henceto num erically stablesim ulations

ofvery high Reynoldsnum ber
ows.

Entropic lattice B G K m ethod (ELB G K )

An im portant sim pli�cation occurs in the case ofthe isotherm alsim ulations when the

entropy function isconstructed using third-orderHerm ite polynom ials(see Table 1):the

localequilibrium population vectorcan be obtained in closed form [8]. Thisenables the

sim plestentropicschem e{ theentropiclatticeBGK m odel{ forsim ulationsofisotherm al

hydrodynam ics.W epresentthism odelin dim ensionlesslatticeunits.

LetD bethespatialdim ension.ForD = 1,thethreediscrete velocitiesare

v = f� 1;0;1g: (74)

ForD > 1,thediscretevelocitiesaretensorproductsofthediscretevelocitiesoftheseone-

dim ensionalvelocities.Thus,we have the 9-velocity m odelforD = 2 and the27-velocity
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m odelforD = 3.TheH function isBoltzm ann-like:

H =

3DX

i= 1

filn

�
fi

wi

�

: (75)

Theweightswi areassociated with thecorresponding discretevelocity vi.ForD = 1,the

three-dim ensionalvectoroftheweightscorresponding to thevelocities(74)is

w =

�
1

6
;
2

3
;
1

6

�

: (76)

ForD > 1,the weights are constructed by m ultiplying the weightsassociated with each

com ponentdirection.

The localequilibrium m inim izesthe H -function (71)subjectto the �xed density and

m om entum ,
3DX

i= 1

fi= �;

3DX

i= 1

fivi� = �u�;�= 1;:::;D : (77)

Theexplicitsolution to thism inim ization problem reads,

f
eq

i = �w i

DY

�= 1

�

2�
p
1+ 3u2�

�
 

2u� +
p
1+ 3u2�

1� u�

! ci�

: (78)

Note that the exponent,vi�,in (78) takes the values � 1;and 0 only,and the speed of

sound,cs,in thism odelisequalto 1=
p
3. The factorization ofthe localequilibrium (78)

over spatialcom ponents is quite rem arkable,and resem bles the fam iliar property ofthe

localM axwellians.

TheentropiclatticeBGK m odelforthelocalequilibrium (78)reads,

fi(x + vi�t;t+ �t)� fi(x;t)= � ��(fi(x;t)� f
eq

i (�(f(x;t));u(f(x;t))): (79)

Theparam eter�isrelated totherelaxation tim e� oftheBGK m odel(63)by theform ula,

�=
�t

2�+ �t
; (80)

and thevalueoftheover-relaxation param eter�iscom puted ateach latticesitefrom the

entropy estim ate,

H (f � �(f � f
eq
(f)))= H (f): (81)

In thehydrodynam ic lim it,the m odel(79)reconstructsthe Navier-Stokesequationswith

theviscosity

�= �c
2
s� = �c

2
s�t

�
1

2�
�
1

2

�

: (82)

Thezero-viscosity lim itcorrespondsto �! 1.
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W allboundary conditions

The boundary (a solid wall) @R is speci�ed at any point x 2 @R by the inward unit

norm ale,the walltem perature Twall,and the wallvelocity uwall.The sim plestboundary

condition forthe m inim alkinetic m odelspresented above isobtained upon evaluation of

thedi�usivewallboundary condition fortheBoltzm ann equation with [16]thehelp ofthe

Gauss-Herm ite quadrature. Details can be found in [5,2]. W e here write out the �nal

expression forthedi�usive wallboundary condition:

fi=

P

�
i0
� n < 0

j(�i0 � n)jfi0
P

�
i0
� n < 0

j(�i0 � n)jf
eq

i0
(�wall;uwall)

f
eq

i (�wall;uwall); (�i� n > 0): (83)

Here�i isthediscretevelocity in thewallreference fram e,�i= vi� uwall.

N um ericalillustrations ofthe ELB G K

The Kram ersproblem [16]isa lim iting case ofthe plane Couette 
ow,where one ofthe

plates is m oved to in�nity,while keeping a �xed shear rate. The analyticalsolution for

theslip-velocity atthewallcalculated forthelinearized BGK collision m odel[16]with the

sim ulation oftheentropiclatticeBGK m odelarecom pared in Fig.3.Thisshowsthatone

im portantfeatureoforiginalBoltzm ann equation,theKnudsen num berdependentslip at

thewallisretained in thepresentm odel.

In anothernum ericalexperim ent,the ELBGK m ethod wastested in the setup ofthe

two-dim ensionalPoiseuille
ow.Thetim eevolution ofthecom puted pro�leascom pared to

theanalyticalresultobtained from theincom pressible Navier{Stokesequationsisdem on-

strated in Fig.4.

The entropic lattice Boltzm ann m ethod upgrades the standard lattice BGK schem e

[60]toe�cient,accurateand unconditionallystablesim ulation algorithm forhigh Reynolds

num ber
ows[38,9].Asan illustration,wepresenttheresultofcom parison oftheentropic

lattice Boltzm ann schem e versus the accurate spectralelem ent code in the setup ofthe

freely decaying two-dim ensionalturbulence,seeFig.5.

Theessentialdi�erencebetween thelatticeBoltzm ann and them uch earlierm ain body

research on discretevelocity m odelspioneered by thesem inalwork ofBroadwell[13]isin

two points:

� In the lattice Boltzm ann,the e�ort is done on �xing as m uch as possible ofthe

true(known from continuum theory)M axwellian dependenceofrelevanthigher-order

m om entson the hydrodynam ic m om entswith asm inim um ofdiscrete velocities as

possible,and

� Thespace-tim ediscretization to allow forlargetim esteps(oftheorderofthem ean

free
ightratherthan ofthecollision).Thisisatvariancewith m ostofthenum erical

im plem entation ofdiscrete velocity m odelsusing �nitedi�erenceideology.
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Figure3: Relativeslip atthewallin thesim ulation oftheKram ersproblem forshearrate

a = 0:001,box length L = 32,v1 = a� L = 0:032.Figurefrom Ref.[5],com puted by S.

Ansum ali.

O utlook: Lattice B oltzm ann and m icro
ow s

Gas 
ows at the m icrom eter scale constitute a m ajor portion ofcontem porary 
uid dy-

nam icsofengineering interest.Becauseofitsrelevancetotheengineering ofm icro electro-

m echanicalsystem s(M EM S),thebranch ofcom putational
uid dynam icsfocused on m icro

scale phenom ena isoften called \m icro
uidics" [11,35]. M icro
owsare characterized by

theKnudsen num ber,Kn,which isde�ned astheratio ofthem ean freepath ofm olecules

�and the characteristic scale L ofvariation ofhydrodynam ic �elds(density,m om entum ,

and energy). Fortypical
owsin m icrodevices,Kn � �=L variesfrom Kn � 1 (alm ost-

continuum 
ows) to Kn � 1 (weakly rare�ed 
ows). Another characteristic property of

m icro
owsisthatthey are highly subsonic,thatis,the characteristic 
ow speed ism uch

sm aller than the speed ofsound. This feature is characterized by the M ach num ber,

M a � u=cs,where u is the characteristic 
ow speed,and cs is the (isentropic) speed of

sound. Thus,for m icro
ows,M a � 1. To be m ore speci�c,typical
ow velocities are

about0:2 m /s,corresponding to M a � 10� 4,while valuesofthe Knudsen num berrange

between 10� 4 � K n � 10� 1. Finally, in the m ajority ofapplications, m icro
ows are

quasi-two-dim ensional.

Theoreticalstudiesofgas
owsat�nite Knudsen num berhave begun severaldecades

ago in the realm ofthe Boltzm ann kinetic equation. To thatend,we m ention pioneering

contributionsbyCercignani[16],Sone[58].Thesestudiesfocused on obtainingeitherexact

solutionsofthe stationary Boltzm ann kinetic equation,orotherm odelkinetic equations

in relatively sim ple geom etries(m ostoften,in�nite orsem i-in�nite rectangularducts),or

asym ptoticexpansionsofthesesolutions.
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Figure 4: Developm ent ofthe velocity pro�le in the Poiseuille 
ow. Reduced velocity

Uy(x) = uy=uym ax
is shown versus the reduced coordinate across the channelx. Solid

line: Analyticalsolution. Di�erent lines correspond to di�erent instants ofthe reduced

tim e,increasing from bottom to top. Sym bol: sim ulation with the ELBGK algorithm .

Param eters used are: viscosity � = 5:0015� 10� 5 (� = 0:9997),steady state m axim al

velocity uym ax
= 1:10217 � 10� 2. Reynolds num ber Re = 1157. Figure from Ref.[4],

com puted by S.Ansum ali.

W hileanalyticalsolutionsareim portantfora qualitativeunderstanding ofm icro
ows,

and also forthevalidation ofnum ericalschem es,they certainly do notcoveralltheneeds

ofcom putational
uid dynam icsofpracticalinterest. Atpresent,two CFD strategiesfor

m icro
owsarewellestablished.

� Equationsofcontinuous
uid m echanicswith slip boundary conditions.Thesim plest

sem i-phenom enologicalobservation aboutm icro
owsisthebreak down oftheno-slip

boundary condition of
uid m echanicswith increasing Knudsen num ber. Since m i-

cro
owsarehighly subsonic,thisleadstothesim plestfam ily ofm odels,equationsof

incom pressible orcom pressible 
uid dynam icssupplem ented by slip velocity bound-

ary conditions(a review can befound in [11]).Thisapproach,although widely used

atthe early days ofm icro
uidics,rem ains phenom enological. M oreover,it failsto

predictphenom ena such asnon-trivialpressureand tem peraturepro�lesobserved by

m orem icroscopicapproaches.

� Directsim ulation ofthe Boltzm ann kinetic equation. On the other extrem e,it is

possible to resortto a fully m icroscopic picture ofcollisions,and to use a m olecular

dynam ics approach or a sim pli�ed version thereof- the Direct Sim ulation M onte

Carlo m ethod ofBird (DSM C) [10]. DSM C is som etim es heralded as the m ethod

ofchoice forsim ulation ofthe Boltzm ann equation,and ithasindeed proven to be
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Figure 5: Snapshotsofthe vorticity �eld in the freely decaying 2D turbulence att= 0,

t= 1000,t= 5000,t= 20000(from lefttoright).Tim em easured in thelatticeunits.Eddy

turnovertim eteddy � 700.TheReynoldsnum berbased on them ean initialkineticenergy

E and the box-length L equals Re = L
p
2E=� = 13134. Upper row: Spectralm ethod;

Bottom row:Entropic latticeBoltzm ann m ethod.Both com putationswere perform ed on

thegrid ofthesam esize(512� 512 grid points).Figurecourtesy S.Ansum ali.
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robustin supersonic,highly com pressible 
owswith strong shock waves. However,

the highly subsonic 
owsatsm allto m oderate Knudsen num berisnota \natural"

dom ain fortheDSM C sim ulationswhereitbecom escom putationally intensive [54].

Since sem i-phenom enologicalcom putationsare notreliable,and the fully m icroscopic

treatm entisnotfeasible,theapproach to CFD ofm icro
owsm ustrely on reduced m odels

oftheBoltzm ann equation.Two classicalroutesofreducing thekineticequationsarewell

known,theChapm an-Enskog m ethod and Grad’sm om entm ethod.TheChapm an-Enskog

m ethod extendsthe hydrodynam ic description (com pressible Navier-Stokesequations)to

�niteKn in theform ofa Taylorseries,leading to hydrodynam icequationsofincreasingly

higherorderin thespatialderivatives(Burnett’shydrodynam ics).Grad’sm ethod extends

the hydrodynam ic equationsto a closed setofequationsincluding higher-orderm om ents

(
uxes)asindependentvariables. Both m ethodsare wellsuited fortheoreticalstudiesof

m icro
ows.In particular,aswasalready noted by Grad,m om entequationsareespecially

wellsuited forlow M ach num ber
ows.

However,applicationsofGrad’sm om entequationsorofBurnett’shydrodynam ics(or

ofexisting extensions and generalizations thereof) to CFD ofm icro
ows are lim ited at

presentbecauseofseveralreasons.Them ostseveredi�cultyisinform ulatingtheboundary

conditionsatthereduced level.Although som estudiesofboundary conditionsform om ent

system swereinitiated recently[29],thisproblem isfarfrom solved.Thecrucialim portance

ofthe boundary condition form icro
owsisactually expected. Indeed,asthe rarefaction

is increasing with Kn,the contribution ofthe bulk collisions becom es less signi�cant as

com pared to the collisions with the boundaries,and thus the realistic m odelling ofthe

boundary conditionsbecom esincreasingly im portant.

TheentropiclatticeBoltzm annm ethodseem stobeaprom isingapproachtosim ulations

ofm icro
ows, and is currently an active area ofresearch [52,50,61,49]. In contrast

to Grad’s m ethod, ELBM is m uch m ore com pliant with the boundary conditions (see

abovethedi�usion wallapproxim ation,which wasalso rediscovered in [53],whereELBM

sim ulations were tested againstm olecular dynam ic sim ulations with a good agreem ent).

Interested readerisdirected to two recentpapers[7,3]where relationsbetween theGrad

and thelatticeBoltzm ann constructionsareconsidered in m oredetail.

5 C oncluding rem arks

Theaim ofthisreview wasto givea bird-eyepictureofthem ethod ofm om entspioneered

by Harold Grad a halfcentury ago.Three relatively new issuespertinentto thequestion

whatphysicsisbeyond Grad’sm om entapproxim ation and how toobtain thisphysicswere

discussed in som e detail:\Othervariables" (triangle entropy m ethod),invariance correc-

tions,and liftingGrad’sequationstoakineticm odel.W ebelievethatfurtherdevelopm ent

ofGrad’sapproach along the linesindicated here willbe bene�cialto em erging �eldsof


uid dynam ics,and thisreview \willbeofvalueforboth engineersand m athem aticians...

who m ay attem ptto turn the invariance condition equation into rigorousm athem atics",
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aswassuggested by thereferee ofthispaper.Asperm athem aticalrigor,thesituation is

atleastnothopelessfor�nite-dim ensionalsystem s,such asordinary di�erentialequations

ofchem icalkinetics.However,m uch m orework isneeded forin�nite-dim ensionalsystem s

liketheBoltzm ann equation wherethepresentlevelofm athem aticalachievem entsin such

thingsasexistence and uniqueness ofsolutionsdoesnotallow even to startthe rigorous

talking aboutconstruction ofinvariant m anifolds. Som e m athem aticalrequirem ents are

form ulated in therecentbook [27].
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