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Stability and stabilisation of the
lattice B oltzm ann m ethod
M agic steps and salvation operations

R.A. Brown]eeD A .N. Goroan, and J. Levesky
D epartm ent of M athem atics, University of Leicester, Leicester LE1 7RH, UK

W e revisit the classical stability versus accuracy dilemm a for the lattice Boltzm ann m ethods
(LBM ). Our goal is a stable m ethod of second-order accuracy for uid dynam ics based on the
Jattice Bhatnager{G ross{K rook m ethod LBGK).

The LBGK schem e can be recognised as a discrete dynam ical system generated by free— ight and
entropic Involution. In this fram ework the stability and accuracy analysis are m ore natural. W e
nd the necessary and su cient conditions for second-order accurate uid dynam ics m odelling. In
particular, i is proven that in order to guarantee second-order accuracy the distrbution should
belong to a distinguished surface { the Invariant Im (up to second-order in the tim e step). This

surface is the tra pctory of the (quasiequilbrium distribbution surface under free- ight.

The m ain instability m echanisn s are identi ed. The sin plest recipes for stabilisation add no
arti cial dissipation (up to second-order) and provide second-order accuracy of the m ethod. Two
other prescriptions add som e arti cial dissipation locally and prevent the system from loss of posi-
tivity and localblow -up. D em onstration of the proposed stable LBG K schem es are provided by the
num erical sin ulation ofa 1D shock tube and the unsteady 2D — ow around a square—cylinder up to

Reynolds number O (10000).

I. NTRODUCTION

A lattice Boltzm ann m ethod (LBM ) is a discrete ve-
locity m ethod In which a uid is described by associat—
ng, wih each velociy v;, a sihgleparticle distrbution
function f; = f; (x;t) which is evolved by advection and
Interaction on a xed com putational lattice.

T he m ethod has been proposed as a discretization of
Boltzm ann’s kinetic equation (for an introduction and
historic review see 1) . Furthem ore, the collision oper-
ator can be alliringly sim pli ed, as is the case w ith the
Bhatnager{G ross{K rook BGK) operator ], w hereby
collisions are described by a single-tin e relaxation to lo-
calequilbria f; :

@f; 1
+ vy = —(f

@t
T hephysically reasonable choice for f; isasentropy m ax—
In izers, although other choices of equilbria are often
preferred [53]. The local equilioria f; depend nonlin—
early on the hydrodynam ic m om ents (densiy, m om en—
tum , etc.). These m om ents are linear functions of f;,
hence [I) is a nonlinear equation. For small , the
C hapm an {E nskog approxin ation M] reduces [Il) to the
com pressible N avier{ Stokes equation @] w ith kinem atic
viscosity £, where ¢ is the them al velocity for
one degree of freedom .

T he overrelaxation discretization of [d) (see, eg., B,
@,@,@,@,@]) isknown asLBGK , and allow s one to
chooseatinestep + . This decouples viscosiy from
the tim e step, thereby suggesting that LBGK is capa—
ble of operating at arbirarily high-R eynolds num ber by
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m aking the relaxation tin e su ciently sm all. However,
In this low +viscosity regin e, LBGK su ers from num eri-
calinstabilitiesw hich readily m anifest them selvesas local
blow -ups and spurious oscillations.

Anotherproblem isthe degree ofaccuracy. A n approx—
In ation to the continuous-in-tin e kinetics is not equiva—
lent to an approxin ation of the m acroscopic transport
equation. The uid dynam ics appears as a shgular
Iim i of the Bolzm ann or BGK equation for small
An approxin ation to the corresponding slow m anifold in
the distribution space is constructed by the Chapm an{
Enskog expansion. T his is an asym ptotic expansion, and
higher B umett) temm scould have singularities. An alter—
native approach to asym ptotic expansion w ith \di usive
scaling" instead of \convective scaling” in the C hapm an {
Enskog expansion) was developed in @] in order to ob—
tain the ncom pressible N avier{ Stokes equations directly
from kinetics.

Tt appears that the relaxation tin e of the overrelax-
ation schem e to the slow hydrodynam ic m anifold m ay
be quite Jarge for am all viscosity: treiax =)

=@ ) (see below, in Sec[IIl). Som e estin ates of long
relaxation timn e for LBGK at large Reynolds num ber are
fund earlier in [5€]. So, instead of fast relaxation to
a slow m anifold in continuous-in-tin e kinetics, we could
meet a slow relaxation to a uid dynam ics m anifold in
the chain of discrete LBM steps.

O ur approach is based on two ideas: the Ehrenfests’
coarsegraining E, @, @] and the m ethod of di eren—
tial approxim ation of di erence equations @, @]. The
background know ledge necessary to discuss the LBM in
this m anner is presented in Sect.[d. In this section, we
answ er the question: how to provide second-order accu—
racy ofthe LBM m ethods for uid dynam ics m odelling?
W e prove the necessary and su cient conditions for this
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accuracy. It requires a special connection between the
distrdbution f; and the hydrodynam ic variables. There
is only one degree of freedom for the choice of f;, if the
hydrodynam ic elds are given. M oreover, the LBM w ith
overrelaxation can provide approxin ation of the m acro—
scopic equation even when it does not approxin ate the
continuous-in-tin e m icroscopic kinetics.

This approach suggests several sources of num erical
Instabilities in the LBM and allow s several recipes for
stabilisation. A geom etric background for this analysis
providesam anifold that isa tra fctory g ofthe quasiequi-
Ibrim m anifold due to free- ight. W e callthism anifold
the invariant In (of nonequilibrium states). It was in—
troduced in RS]and studied further in R4,127,128]. Com —
m on to each stabilisation recipe is the desire to stay uni-
om Iy close to the aforem entioned m anifold (Sect.[IH).

In Sect.[IV], n addition to two LBM accuracy tests,
a numerical sinulation of a 1D shock tube and the
unsteady 2D - ow around a square—cylinder using the
present stabilised LBM arepresented. Forthe later prob—
Jem , the sin ulation quantitatively validates the experi-
m entally obtained Strouhal{R eynolds relationship up to
Re = 0O (10000). This extends previous LBM studies of
this problem where the relationship had only been suc—
cessfiilly validated up to Re= O (1000) [1,14].

Sect. [V] contains som e concluding rem arks as well as
practical recom m endations for LBM realisations.

W e use operatornotation that allow susto present gen—
eralresults in com pact form . The only de nition we have
to recallhere isthe (G ateaux) di erential: the di erential
ofamap J (f) at a point £ isa linear operator O £J)s,
de ned by amule: 0 £J)g,g= 2 (J (Fo+ "g))n-g.

II. BACKGROUND

a. M icroscopic and m acroscopic variables. Let us
descrlbe the main elem ents of the LBM construction.
The rst element is a m icroscopic description, a single—
particle distrbution function f x;v), where x is the
space vector, and v isvelocity. Ifvelocity space is approx—
Inated by a nite set fvig, then the distrbution is ap—
groxjm ated by a measure with nite support, £ (x;v)

;fi (v ). In that case, the m icroscopic description
isthe nitedin ensional vector-finction f; (X).

T he second m ain elem ent is the m acroscopic descrip—
tion. This is a set of m acroscopic vector elds that
are usually some moments of the distrbution finc-
tion. The m ain exam ple gives the hydrodynam ic elds
E@ens:ity{m om entum {energy density): fn;nu;Egx) =

fl;v;v?=2gf (x;v)dv. But this is not an cbligatory
choice. Ifwe would lke to solve by LBM m ethods the
G rad equations [31, 149] or som e extended them ody-—
nam ic equations [3€], we should extend the list of m o—
ments (ut, at the sam e tin ¢, we should be ready to In—
troduce m ore discrete velocities for a proper description
of these extended m om ent system s).

In general, we use the notation £ for the m icroscopic

state, and M for the m acroscopic state. T he vectorM is
a linear function of £f: M = m (f).

b. Equilbrium . For any allowabl valie of M an
\equilbrium " distribution should be given : am icroscopic
state f; . It should satisfy the obvious, but in portant
dentity of selfconsistency:

m@E,)=M; 2)
or in di erential form

m@Oyfy) 1; ie,m (Ov fy)a) a: 3)
Thestate f;, isnota properthem odynam icequilbbrium ,
but a conditional one under the constraintm (£) = M .
T hereforewe callit a quasiequilibrium (othernam es, such
as local equilbrium , conditional equilbrium , generalised
canonical state or pseudoequilbrium are also in use).

For the quasiequilbrium f, , an equilbration opera-
tion is the profction of the distrbution £ into the
corresponding quasiequilbrium state: (€)= £, )"

In the fully physical situation w ith continuous veloc—
ity space, the quasiequilbbrium f;, isde ned asa condi-
tional entropy m axin izer by a solution of the optim isa—
tion problem :

SE)! max;m (£)=M ; (4)

where S (f) is an entropy functional.

T he choice of entropy is am biguous; generally, we can
start from a concave fiinctional of the form

Z

S(f)= s(f ®;v;))f x;v;t)dxdv 5)

w ith a concave fiinction of one variable s(f). The choice
by default is s(f) = Inf, which gives the classical
Bolzm ann{G bbs{Shannon BG S) entropy.

For discrete velocity space, there exist som e extra m o—
m ent conditions on the equilbbrium construction: in ad-
dition to [2) som e higher m om ents of a discrete equilib—
rium should be the sam e as for the continuous one. This
is necessary to provide the properm acroscopic equations
forM . Existence of entropy for the entropic equilbbriim
de nition {4) whilst 1l 1ing higher m om ent conditions
could be In contradiction, and a special choice of velocity
set m ay be necessary (for a very recent exam ple of such
research form ultispeed lattices see [17]) . A nother choice
is to refuse to dealw ith the entropic de nition of equi-
Ibriim [@) and assum e that there w illbe no perpetuum
m obilke of the second kind. This extends the possibility
for approxim ation, but creates som e risk of nonphysical
behavior of the m odel. For a detailed discussion of the
H theorem for LBM we refer the readers to [b4].

Som e of the follow ing results depend on the entropic
de niion of equilbrium , but som e do not. W e always
point out if results are \entropy { free" .



c. Free ight. In the LBM construction the other
m aln elem ents are: the free— ight transform ation and the
collision. There are m any m odels of collisions, but the
free— ight equation is always the sam e

Qf

— 4+ v f=0; 6)
ot X (
with exact solution f (x;v;t) = f& vt;v;0), or for
discrete velocities,
oL | £,= 0 )
Vi i= Ys
et x

fix;t) = fix  wt;0). Free- ight conserves any entropy
of the orm [J). In general, we can start from any dy-—
nam ics. For application of the entropic form alism , this
dynam ics should conserve entropy. Let this kinetic equa—
tion be

df . g

ot Je (£): ®)
Forour considerations, the free— ight equation w illbe the
m ain exam ple of the conservative kinetics 8.

Thephase ow . frkinetic equation [B) is a shift in
tin e that transform s f () Into £ (p + t). For free— ight,

cfx;v) ! fx vt;v).

Rem ark. W e work wih dynam ical system s de ned
by partial di erential equations. Strictly speaking, this
m eans that the proper boundary conditions are xed.
In order to separate the discussion of equation from a
boundary condition problem , lt us In agine a system
w ith periodic boundary conditions (eg., on a torus), ora
system w ith equilbrium boundary conditions at in nity.

d. Ehrenfests’ solver of second-order accuracy for the
N avier{Stokes equations. Here we present a generali-
sation of a well known resul. Let us study the ol
low ing process (@n example of the Ehrenfests’ chain
2,124, 130], a sin flar result gives the optim al predic—
tion approach [L€]): free— ght ortime  { equilbration
{ free- ight ortine  { equilbration {
process, the hydrodynam ic elds approxin ate the solu—
tion of the (com pressible) N avier{Stokes equation w ih
viscosity 5, where ¢ is the them al velocity for
one degree of freedom . T he error of one step of this ap—
proxim ation has the order O ( 3). An exact expression
for the transport equation that is approxin ated by this
process In the general sittuation (or arbitrary initial ki~
netics, velocity set and for any set ofm om ents) is:

dM
a5 m (Je(fy )+ Em (O edcE))e, £ )i )
where ¢ isthe defect of invariance of the quasiequi-

Ibrium m anifold:

g, = Jclfy )

" Dy (fy Jm T (B )); 10)

and is the di erence between the vector- eld J. and its
progction on to the quasiequilbrium m anifold. This re—
sul is entropy-free.

. Durhng this The dynam ic viscosity in [IT)) is

The rst termm in the right hand side of (9) { the
quasiequilbrium approxim ation { consists ofm om ents of
df=dt com puted at the quasiequilbrium point. For free—

ight, hydrodynam ic elds and M axwell equilbria this
term gives the Euler equations. The second temm in—
cludes the action of the di erential D ¢J. (f)fM on the
defect of invariance ¢, (for free- ight [§), this di er-
ential is just v x, Pr the discrete version [ this
is the vectorcoluimn v ). These term s always ap—
pear in the Chapm an{Enskog expansion. For free- ight,
hydrodynam ic elds and M axwell equilbria they give
the N avier{Stokes equations for a m onatom ic gas w ith
PrandtlnumberPr= 1:

@_n 3 X Qqu;) .
@t @X'l
@au) _ X @@Oucu) 1 E@P
Qt s Qx; m @xy
1X @ Quk = Quy .
S =< kdivu
2m @x; @x; @xx 3
GE X eEw) 1% ePw)
@t @x; m @x;
5k X @ eT
22m? | @x; @x;
11)

where m is particle m ass, kg is Bolzm ann’s constant,
P = nky T isidealgaspressure, T iskinetic tem perature,
and the underlined tem s are the resuls of the coarse-
graining additional to the quasiequilbriuim approxin a—
tion.

A 11 com putations are straightforw ard exercises (di er—
entialcalculus and G aussian integrals for com putation of
the m om ents, m , In the continuous case). M ore details
of these com putations are presented in 2€8].
= snkgT. Tt isuse-
ful to com pare this om ula to the m ean-freepath the-
ory that gives = oinkgT, where 5 is the collision
tine (the tine for the m ean-freepath). A cocording to
these form ulas, we get the follow ing interpretation ofthe
cocarsegrainingtine forthisexample: = 2.

For any particular choice of discrete velocity set fvig
and ofequilbbrium f, the calculation could givedi erent
equations, but the general form ula [@) rem ainsthe sam e.
T he connection betw een discretization and viscosiy was
also studied in [51]. Let us prove the general form ula [9).

W e are looking for a m acroscopic system that is ap—
proxin ated by the Ehrenfests’ chain. Let us look for
m acroscopic equations of the form

™ ™) 12)
dt
wih the phase ow : M () = M (0). The trans-

form ation should coincide with the transfom ation



M T m( (f . The m atch-

ing condition is

)) up to second-order in

m( ()= ™M ) frevery M and given 3)
T his condition is the equation for the m acroscopic vector
edd M ). The solution ofthisequation isa function of

= M ; ). Fora su cintly snooth m icroscopic
vector eld J. (f) and entropy S (f) i iseasy to nd the
Taylorexpansion of ™ ; ) in powersof . Letus nd
the rsttwotemms: ™M ; )= o™ )+ 1 ™M)+ o().

Up to second-order in ~ the m atching condition [[3) is

2
m [Je(fy ) +m (Oedcf))e, e Gy )))7

2

= M) + 1M)°+ Ou 00 (oM )—:
a4)
From this condition Imm ediately follow s:
oM ) =m JcEy ));
s)

1M )= ém (O edcE)e, g, )i
where ¢ isthe defect of nvariance [I0). Thuswe nd
that the m acroscopic equation in the rst approxin ation
is [@).

e. The Chapm an{Enskog expansion for the gener-
alissd BGK equation. Here we present the Chapm an{
Enskog m ethod for a class of generalised m odel equa—
tions. This class includes the welkknown BGK kinetic
equation, aswellasm any other m odel equations R€].

A s a starting point we take a form al kinetic equation
w ith a an all param eter

af _ 1 .
E_J(f) =JdcE)+ —-( (&) £): (Le)
T he term (f) £ isnonlinearbecause ofthe nonlinear
dependency of (f£) = fm € onm (£).

W e would lke to nd a reduced description valid for
the m acroscopic variablesM . Thism eans, at least, that
we are looking for an Invariant m anifold param eterised
byM , f = fy ,that satis es the invariance equation:

Owu fiu ) T (Ey )= J(Ey ): a7

T he invariance equation m eans that the tin e deriva—
tive of £ calculated through the tim e derivative of M
M- = m (J(fy ))) by the chain rule coincides w ith the
true tin e derivative J (f). This is the central equation
for m odel reduction theory and applications. The rst
generalresulsabout existence and regularity of solutions
to [[7) were obtained by Lyapunov 43] (see, eg., the re—
view in R8]). Forthe kinetic equation [18) the invariance
equation has the form
)i

1
Owm fw ) e En ))) = T )+ — (y 18)

because of the selfconsistency identity [2), [3).

D ue to the presence ofthe an allparam eter in J (f),
the zeroth approxin ation to fy is the quasiequilbbrium
Let us ook for fy in the

(0) )
fM + @J +

1.From [[8) we inm ediately nd:

approxin ation: fb,ﬁo) = fy .
form of a power serdes: fy =
m (£) = 0 ork

£ = 3.6 ou £ e G ETN = g (9

It is very natural that the st temm of the Chapm an{
Enskog expansion fr the m odelequation [16) is jist the
defect of invariance for the quasiequilbrium [I0).

T he corresponding rst-order in approxin ation for
the m acroscopic equations is:

%_ Je (£ + Je (£ :
= =m0, )+ m (DT, g, ):

M

@0)

W e should recallthatm ( ¢ )= 0.Thelasttem in [I8)
vanishes in the m acroscopicprofction forallorders. T he
only di erence between (20) and [9) isthe coe cient 1/2
bebre i [@).

f. D eooupling of tim e step and viscosity: how to pro-—
vide second-order accuracy? In the Ehrenfests’ chain
\free- ight { equilibration {
each link is a quasiequilbrium state: the chain starts
from fM (O),then,aﬁerftee— ight, equilbrates into fM Y
etc. The viscosity coe cient in ([9) is proportional to
Let us choose another starting point ff in order to de-
couple tin e step and viscosity and preserve the second-—
order accuracy of approxim ation. W e would lke to get
equation [d) wih a chain tine step = h. Analogously
to [[4) and [I5), we obtain the m acroscopic equation

& m Je Gy N+m (O £Ic(f))g, (& %)+ ©=2) £,
(21)
under the condition that fl\,sI £, = 0 (). The nial
poinnt
s 1
£ =f b g tolb) @2)

provides the required viscosity. This is a su cient con—
dition for the second-order accuracy of the approxin a—
tion. O foourse, the selfconsistency dentity m (£ ) = M
should be valid exactly, as [2) is. This starting distribu-
tion is a linear com bination ofthe quasiequilbriim state
and the st Chapm an{Enskog approxin ation.

T he necessary and su cient condition for second-order
accuracy of the approxin ation is:

1
m  OJc(f))g, (£ £+ E(h )g, ) =ohb)
23)
@ ith the selfconsistency dentity m (£ ) = M ). This

m eans, that the di erence between left and right hand
sides of [22)) should have zero m om ents and give zero
Inputs in ocbservable m acroscopic uxes.

, with

" the starting point of

)i



Hence, the condition of second-order accuracy signif-
jcantly restricts the possble niial point for free— ight.
T his result is also entropy-free.

A ny construction of collisions should keep the system s
starting free— ight stepsnear the points £ given by [22)
and [23). The conditions [22) and [23) for second-order
accuracy ofthe transport equation approxin ation do not
depend on a speci ¢ collision m odel, they are valid for
m ostm odi cations ofthe LBM and LBGK that use free—

ight asam ain step.

Various multistep approxin ations give m ore freedom
of choice for the initial state. For the construction of
such approxin ations below , the follow Ing m ean viscosity
kmma is inportant: if the transform ations § :M !
tineh (shit intineh) and = ; with second-orderac-
curacy in h, then the superposition ' & b approx-
in ates the phase ow for {9) or tine kh (shift .n tine
kh) orthe average viscosity =1 (1+ « 4w ith the
sam e order of accuracy. T he proof is by straightforw ard
m ultiple applications of Taylor's fomula.

g. Entropic formula orDy (f, ). Amongthemany
bene ts of them odynam ics for stability analysis there
are som e technical issues too. T he di erential of equilib—
rum Dy (f, ) appears in m any expressions, for exam ple
E)l m), m), @)r m) and m) . ]:Ethe quasjeql.lﬂjb—
rium is de ned by the solution of the optim isation prob—
lem [@), then

D%S fMlmT m D%S MlmT : 24)
This operator is constructed from the vector m , the
transposed vectorm T and the second di erential of en—
tropy. The inverse Hessian @?S=Qf;@f;) ® is especially
simple for the BGS entropy, it is just f; ;5. The for-
mula [24) was st obtained in [48] (or an in portant
particular case; for fiirther references see 28]).

h. Invariant In. AIlthe points (f, ) belong to
a m anifold that is a tra fctory g of the quasiequilborium
m anifld due to the conservative dynam ics [8) (in hydro—
dynam ic applications this is the free— ight dynam ics ().
W e call this m aniold the invariant In (of nonequilib—
rium states). Ik was Introduced in R5] and studied fur-
ther in R4,127,128]. T he defect of nvariance ¢ [0 is
tangent to g at thepoint f; , and belongs to the intersec-
tion ofthis tangent space w ith kerm . T his intersection is
onedin ensional. T his m eans that the direction of £,
is selected from the tangent space to g by the condition:
derivative ofM in this direction is zero.

A point f on the invariant In g is naturally param —
eterdised by M ;t): £ = gy ;c, where M = m (f) is the
value of the m acroscopic variables, and t = t(f) is the
tin e shift from a quasiequilbrium state: ¢ (f) s a
quasiequilbrium state for som e (other) valie ofM . By
de nition, the action of  on the second coordinate of
Oy ;x Issinple: ¢(@u; )= o4 ox+ .Tothe rstorderin
t

DMfM =

Gip=f ttog 25)

and 4 ;o f; - The quasiequilbriim m anifold divides
gintotwoparts,g=q [ g [ a ,whereq = fgy ,cjt<
0g, v = fau ;+Jt > 0Og, and g is the quasiequilbrium
manifold: g = fou ;0= ffy, g.

T here is an in portant tem poral involution ofthe Im :

Ir @ e) = Qv ; ¢ (26)

Dueto [22), oray ;. and a given tin e step h the trans—
formationM 7 m ( y (@ ;+)) approxin ates the solution
of @) with = 2t+ h for the iniial conditionsM and
tin e step h w ith second-order accuracy n h. Hence, due
to the m ean viscosity lemm a, the two-step transfom a—
tion

M7 m@r(nl(nGn)))) @7

approxin ates the solution of [@) with = 0 (the Eulr
equations) for the initial conditions M and tine step h
w ith second-order accuracy in h. This is true for any t,
hence, for any starting point on the invariant In wih
the given value ofM .

To approxin ate the solution of [d) with nonzero ,we
need an Incom plete involution:

L @ue)=d; ¢ et (28)

For = l,wehaveI} = I; and or = 1=2, I, ° is

Just the proction onto the quasiequilbriim m anifold:

I;:Z @ ) = (G ;t) = G ;0. A fter som e initial steps,

the follow ing sequence gives a second-order In tim e step h

approxin ation of [@) with = (1 )h= , 1=2 1:
Mp=m (I n)"c;): 29)

To prove this statem ent we consider a transform ation of
the second coordinate In oy 4, by Iy n:

#n+1 = @ 1)@+ h): (30)
This transfom ation has a xed point # = h @
)= Yand #, = # + ( 1} @ 1} forsome . If
1 is am all then relaxation m ay be very slow : #,
# 4+ (1) exp( 2n( )), and relaxation requires
1=2@1 )) steps. If#, = # + o) then the sequence

M, 29 approxinates @) with =h 2%3= @ )h=
and second-order accuracy In the tine step h. The xed
polntsau ;# coincidew ith the restartpointsfy, +# ¢
22) nthe rstordern# = G )=2, and them iddle
points# + h=2 ofthe free- Ight Jmpsay # T N o4 +n
approxin ate the rst-order Chapm an{Enskog m anifold
fu t 3 ¢

For the entropic description of quasiequilbrium , we
can connect tin e with entropy and introduce entropic
coordinates. For each M and positive s from some In—
terval 0 < s < & there exist two numbers t ™ ;s)
€t ™M;s)> 0,t M ;s)< 0) such that

S;t mj))=S(E ) s (31)



Thenumberst ooincide to the rstorder: t, = t +
oft ).

W e de ne the entropic involution Ig as a transfom a-
tion ofqg:

Is @Qu;e )= Qu it (32)
T he introduction of incom plete entropic nvolution Iy is
also obvious (see 24]).

Entropic involution Is coincidesw ith the tem poralin—
volution Ir, up to second-order in the deviation from
quasiequilbrium state £ (f). Hence, In the vicin—
ity of quasiequilbrium there is no signi cant di erence
between these operations, and all statem ents about the
tem poral nvolution are valid for the entropic involution
w ith the sam e level of accuracy.

For the transfer from free- ight w ith tem poral or en—
tropic involution to the standard LBGK m odelswem ust
transfer from dynam ics and involution on g to the whole
space of states. Instead of I, or I; the transfom ation

I, :£7 )+ @ n( ) £ (33)
isused. For = 1, I is a mirmor re ection in the
quasiequiliorium state (£), and br = 1=2, I&zz is
the pro fction onto the quasiequilbrium m anifold. If, for
a given fy = qy ;, the sequence [29) gives a second-order
in tin e step h approxin ation of [d), then the sequence

Mny=m (T, »)"fo) (34)
also gives a second-order approxim ation to the same
equationwih = (1 Yh= . Thischain isthe standard
LBGK model

Entropic LBGK (ELBGK) methods [8,124,142,/54] dif-
for only in the de nition of (33): or = 1 it should
conserve entropy, and in generalhas the follow Ing fom :
£+ £ (35)
with £= (1 £+ (f). Thenumber = (f) is
chosen so that a constant entropy condition is satis ed:
S()= S (). ForLBGK [B3), = 2.

O foourse, com putation of I, ismuch easier than that
of I, Iy or I; : it is not necessary to ollow exactly the
m anifold g and to solve the nonlinear constant entropy
condition equation. For an appropriate initial condition
from g (ot su clently close to g ), two steps of LBGK
w ith I, give the sam e second-orderaccuracy as 29 .But
a long chain of such stepscan lad far from the quasiequi-
Ibrim m anifold and even from q. Here, we see stability
problem s arising. For close to 1, the one-step transfor-
mation I, » inthechain [34) aln ost conservesdistances
betw een m icroscopic distribbutions, hence, we cannot ex—
pect fast exponentialdecay ofany m ode, and this system
is near the boundary of Lyapunov stability.

i. Does LBGK with overrelaxation collisions approx—
In ate the BGK equation? The BGK equation as well
as its discrete velocity version [I) has a direction of fast
contraction (f) f£. The discrete chan [B4) wih
close to 1 hasnothing sin ilar. H ence, the approxin ation
of a genuine BGK solution by an LBGK chain m ay be
possbl only ifboth the BGK and the LBGK chah tra—
“ectories belong to a slow m anifold with high accuracy.
This in plies signi cant restrictions on initial data and
on the dynam ics of the approxin ated solution, aswellas
fast relaxation ofthe LBGK chain to the slow m anifold.

T he usualTaylor series based argum ents from [32] are
valid for h . Ifwe assume h , (e in the
notation of [32]) then Egn. (10) of BZ] transform s (in
ournotation) into £ x + vh;v;t+ h) = £, &+ vh;v;t+
h)+O0()withM = m (fx + vh;v;t+ h)). That is,
f&;vit+ h)= £, &;v;t+ h)+ O ( ). A ccording to this
formula, £ should alm ost be at quasiequilbriim after a
tine step h , with som e correction term s of order

. This rstorder in correction is, of course, the st
tem of the Chapm an{Enskog expansion [L9): fM(l) =

£, Wih possblerroroforderO ( h)). Thisisavery
naturalresul for an approxin ation ofthe BGK solution,
especially in light ofthe C hapm an {E nskog expansion [L4,
32], but i isnot the LBM schem e w ith overrelaxation.

T he standard elem ent in the proof of second-order ac—
curacy ofthe BGK equation approxin ation by an LBG K
chain uses the estim ation of an integral: fortime step h
we obtain from [Il) the exact identity

Z tin
fi x + vih;t+ h)= — Eim () &)
t

£ &x;2))dt;

(36)
w here fi;rn ) () is the quasiequilbrium state that cor-
resoonds to the hydrodynam ic eldsm (£ x;t9). Then
one could apply the trapezoid rule for integration to the
right-hand side of [36). T he error of the trapezoid rule
has the order 0 3):

Zt+h 3

0y 40_ D 0
QE)dt= - ®+ Q&+ h)) —0Q();

¢ 2 12
where 2 k;t+ h] is a priordi unknown point. But for
the singularly perturbed system [I), the second deriva—
tive of the tem £, ., &) £ (x;t’) on the right hand
side of [Bd) could be of order 1= ¢, and the whole er—
ror estin ate is O (3= 3). This isnot small orh >
For backward or forward In tin e estin ates of the inte-
gral [38), errors have the order O h?= ?). Hence, for
overrelaxation with h this reasoning is not appli-
cable. M any sin pl exam ples of quantitative and quali-
tative errors of this approxin ation for a shgularly per—
turbed system could be obtained by analysis ofa sinple
system oftwoequations:x= 1 ( (y) x),y= &;y)or
various and . There are exam ples of slow relaxation
(instead of fast), of blow-up instead of relaxation or of
spurious oscillations, etc.

Hence, one cannot state that LBGK w ih overrelax—
ation collisions approxin ates solutionsofthe BGK equa-—



tion. N evertheless, it can do another Pb: it can approxi-
m ate solutionsofthem acroscopic transport equation. A s
dem onstrated w ithin this section, the LBGK chan [34),
after som e Initial relaxation period, provides a second—
order approxin ation to the transport equation, if it goes
close to the nvariant In up to the order O h?) (this
initial relaxation period m ay have the order O %= )).
In other words, it gives the required second-order ap-—
proxim ation for the m acroscopic transport equation un—
der som e stability conditions.

III. STABILITY AND STABILISATION
A . Instabilities

J. Positivity loss. First of all, if £ is far from the
quasiequilbbrium , the state I, (£) [33) m ay be nonphysi-
cal. The positivity conditions (positivity of probabilities
or populations) m ay be violated. Form ulti-and In nie—
din ensionalproblem s it is necessary to specify what one
m eansby far. In the previous section, £ isthewhole state
w hich Includes the states ofall sites ofthe Jattice. A llthe
Involution operators w ith classical entropies are de ned
for lattice sites independently. V iolation of positivity at
one site m akes the whole state nonphysical. Hence, we
should use here the Y, -nomn : close states are close uni-
fom Iy, at all sites.

k. Large deviations. The second problem is nonlin—
earity: for accuracy estin ates we always use the as—
sum ption that £ is su ciently close to quasiequilbriim .
Far from the quasiequilbriim m anifold these estin ates
do not work because of nonlinearity ( rst of all, the
quasiequilbrium distribution, f;, , depends nonlinearly
on M and hence the proction operator, , is nonlin-—
ear). Agaln we need to keep the states not far from the
quasiequilbrium m anifold.

1 D irectional instability. The third problem isa di-
rectional instability that can a ect accuracy: the vector
£ (f) can deviate far from the tangent to g Fig.[).
Hence, we should not only keep £ close to the quasiequi-
Ibrium , but also guarantee an allness of the angle be-
tween the direction f (f) and tangent space to g.

One could rely on the stability of this direction, but
we fail to prove this in any generalcase. T he directional
Instability changes the structure ofdissipation tem s: the
accuracy decreases to the rstorder in time step h and
signi cant uctuationsofthe P randtlnum ber and viscos—
iy, etc. may occur. This carries a danger even w thout
blow -ups; one could conceivably be relying on nonreliable
com putational results.

m . D irection of neutral stability. Further, there ex—
ists a neutral stability of all described approxim ations
that causes one-step oscillations: a an all shift of £ In the
direction of £, does not relax back or = 1, and its
relaxation is slow for 1 (for sm all viscosity). This
e ect is dem onstrated for a chain ofm irror re ections In
Fig.[2.

Invariant film
Free flight steps

Overrelaxation steps

FIG .1:D irectionalinstability : after several iterations the tra—
“Bctory is not tangent to the lnvariant Im with the required
accuracy.

FIG . 2: Neutral stability and one-step oscillations In a se—
quence of re ections. Bold dotted line { a perturbed m otion,
{ direction of neutral stability.

B . D issipative recipes for stabilisation

n. Positivity ruk. There is a sin pl recipe or pos—
tivity preservation [L1, [56]: to substitute nonpositive
I, (f) x) by the closest nonnegative state that belongs
to the straight line

n o
fx)+ @ ) E&®)J 2R 37

de ned by the two points, f x) and its corresponding
quasiequilbrium state. T his operation is to be applied
point-w ise, at the points of the lattice w here the positiv—
ity is violated. The coe cient dependson x too. Let

us call this recipe the positivity ruke F ig.[3); it preserves
positivity ofpopulations and probabilities, but can a ect
the accuracy of approxin ation. The sam e rule is neces—
sary or ELBGK [35) when a positive \m irror state" £
w ith the sam e entropy as £ doesnot existson the straight
lIne [37).

T he positivity rule saves the existence of positive so—
Iutions, but a ects dissipation because the result of the
adjasted collision is closer to quasiequilbrium . There
is a fam ily of m ethods that m odify collisions at som e
points by additional shift in the direction of quasiequi-
lbrium . The positivity rule represents the m Inin alnec—
essary m odi cation. It is reasonable to always use this
rule or LBM f(asa \salvation rulk").

0. Ehrenfests’ regularisation. To discuss m ethods
w ith additionaldissipation, the entropic approach is very
convenient. Let entropy S (f) be de ned for each popu-—
lation vector £ = (f;) (elow, we use the sam e ltter S



Positivity fixation

Positivity domain

£+ 2B-D( )

FIG . 3: Positivity rule in action. The m otions stops at the
positivity boundary.

for localin-space entropy, and hope that the context w i1l
m ake this notation clear). W e assum e that the global
entropy isa sum of localentropies for all sites. T he local
nonequilbrium entropy is

S(E)=S((E ) S(f); 38)

where £ is the corresponding local quasiequilbrium at
the sam e point.

The Ehrenfests’ regularisation [L1, |12] provides \en—
tropy trimm ing": we m onior local deviation of £ from
the corresponding quasiequilbriim , and when S (£;x)
exceeds a pre—speci ed threshold value , perform local
Ehrenfests’ steps to the corresponding equilbrium . So
that the Ehrenfests’ steps are not allow ed to degrade the
accuracy of LBGK it ispertinent to select the k sitesw ith
highest S > . The a posterioriestim ates ofadded dis—
sipation could easily be perform ed by analysis of entropy
production in Ehrenfests’ steps. Num erical experin ents
show (see, eg., [11,/14] and Sect.[I]) that even a sm all
num ber of such steps drastically im proves stability.

To avoid the change of accuracy order \on average",
the num ber of sites w ith this step should be O N »=L)
whereN isthe totalnumber of sites,  isthe step ofthe
space discretization and L is the m acroscopic character—
istic length. But this rough estim ate ofaccuracy in aver—
age m ight be destroyed by concentrations of E hrenfests’
steps in the m ost nonequilbriim areas, for exam ple, In
boundary layers. In that case, instead of the total num —
berofsitesN in theestinateO N ,=L) we should take
the num ber of sites in a speci c region [59]. The e ects
of concentration could be easily analysed a posteriori.

p. Entropic steps for nonentropic equilboria. If the
approxin ate discrete equilbriim £ is nonentropic, we
canuse Sk ()= &% () nstead of S (f), where S
is the K ulback entropy. T his entropy,

X £

filn i (39)

1

Sk (£) =

i

gives the physically reasonable entropic distance from

equilbrim , if the supposed continuum system has the
classical BG S entropy. In them odynam ics, the Kulk-
back entropy belongs to the fam ily of M assieu {P lanck {
K ram ers functions (canonical or grand canonical poten—
tials). O ne can use [39) in the construction ofE hrenfests’
regularisation for any choice of discrete equilborium .

W e have ntroduced tw o procedures: the positivity rule
and Ehrenfests’ reqularisation. Both im prove stabiliy,
reduce nonequilbrium entropy, and, hence, nonequilbb—
rium uxes. The proper context for discussion of such
procedures are the ux-lim iters n nite di erence and

nie volum e methods. Here we refer to the classi-
cal ux-corrected transport FCT) algorithm [10] that
strictly m aintains positivity, and to is further develop—
ments [9,[43,155].

d. Smooth lim iters of nonequilbbriuim entropy. The
positivity rule and Ehrenfests’ regularisation provide
rare, Intense and localised corrections. O f course, it
is easy and also com putationally cheap to organize
m ore gentle transform ationsw ith sm ooth shifts ofhigher
nonequilbriim statesto equilbbrium . T he follow ing requ—
larisation transfom ation distributes its action an oothly:

£7T £+ (SE)NE £ ): (40)

T he choice ofthe function ishighly am biguous, for ex—
ampl, = 1=01+ S *)forsome > 0,k> 0. There
are two signi cantly di erent choices: (1) ensemble-
Independent (ie., the value of depends on the lo—
calvaluie of S only) and (i) ensem ble-dependent , for
exam ple

1+ (S=(E(s8)) * 72

1+ (S=(E(S)) &

where E ( S) is the average value of S in the com pu-
tational area, k 1 and & 1. Tt is easy to select
an ensem bledependent w ith controloftotaladditional
dissipation.

r. ELBGK oollisions as a smooth lm iter. On the
basis on num erical tests, the authors of [(b4] clain that
the positivity rule provides the sam e resuls (in the sense
of stability and absence/presence of spurious oscillations)
asthe ELBGK models, but ELBGK provides better ac-
curacy.

For the form alde nition of ELBGK (39) our tests do
not support clain s that ELBGK erases spurious oscik-
lations (see Sect.[IV] below). Sim ilar cbservations for
Burgers equation has been reported In [1]. W e under—
stand this situation in the follow ing way. T he entropic
m ethod consists of at least three com ponents:

1. entropic quasiequilbrium de ned by entropy m ax—
in isation;

2. entropy balanced collisions [39) that have to pro—
vide proper entropy balance;

3.a method for the solution of the transcendental
equation S (f)= S () to nd = (f) ;n (35).

Tt appears that the rst two iem s do not a ect spuri-
ous oscillations at all, if we solve equation for (£) wih
high accuracy. A dditionalviscosity could, potentially, be
added by use of explicit analytic formulas for (£). In
order not to decrease entropy, the errors in these form u-
las always increase dissipation. This can be interpreted



as a hidden transform ation of the form
coe cientsof also depend on £

Compared to ux lin iters, nonequilbriim entropy lin —
Iters have a great bene t: by summ ation of all entropy
changes we can estin ate the am ount of additional dissi-
pation the lim iters introduce into the system .

[20), where the

C . N on-dissipative recipes for stabilisation

s. M icroscopic error and macrosmopic accuracy.
The nvariant In g isan invariantm anifold for the free—
ight transform ation and for the tem poral and entropic
involutions. T he linear lnvolution Iy, aswellas the EL—
BGK involution Iy , transform sa point £ 2 g into a point
fPwith £ = & + olf (£)), ie., the vector
f £ is\aln ost tangent" to g, and the distance from £°
to g has the order O f £)k?).

Hence, ifthe initial state belongs to g, and the distance
from quasiequilbrium is small enough ( O ()), then
during several steps the LBGK chain will rem ain near g
with deviation O (f). M oreover, because errors pro—
duced by collisions (deviations from q) have zero m acro—
soopic pro ction, the corresponding m acroscopic error In
M during several steps w ill rem ain of order 0 ().

To dem onstrate this, suppose the error n £, £, is
of order 0 (h¥), and m ( £) = 0, then ©r snooth elds
after a free— ight step an error of higher order appears
in the m acroscopic variablesM :m ( , ( £))= O GF' 1),
becausem ( h( £) =m ((n 1(f))and , 1=
O (). The last estim ate requires sn oothness.

This sin ple statem ent is usefiil for the error analysis
we perform . W e shallcall i the Imm a of higher m acro—
soopic accuracy: a m icroscopic error of order O (h*) in—
duces, after a tim e step h, a m acroscopic error of order
O (**1), ifthe eld ofm acroscopic uxes is su ciently
an all here, the m icroscopic error m eans the error that
has zero m acroscopic pro fgction).

t. Restarts and approxim ation of £, T he prob—
lem of nondissipative LBM stabilisation we Interpret as
a problm of appropriate restart from a point that is
su ciently close to the mvariant In. Ifh = and
collisions retum the state to quasiequilbriim , then the
state belongs to g for all tim e w ith high accuracy. For
h€& ,fomulas for restarting are also available: one can
choose between [22) and, more exibly, (23). Neverthe—
less, m any questions rem ain. Firstly, what should one
take for g, 7 T his vector has a straightforward di er—
entialde nition (I0) (etusalso recallthat ¢ isthe

rst Chapm an{E nskog nonequilbbrium correction to the
distribbution fiinction [[9)). But num ericaldi erentiation
could violate the exact-in-space free— ight transfom ation
and local collisions. T here exists a rather accurate cen—
traldi erence approxin ation of ¢ on the basis of free-
ight:

¢, )0 m%); (1)

w here

H,
o Y

( n(fy) ( nEy)))i

1
£ =( ny) ( n@Ey )N:

h
T here are no errorsofthe rst-orderin (41). T he orward
( ; ) and backward ( , ) approxin ations are one or—

der lessaccurate. T he com putation of £, isofthesam e
com putationalcostasan LBGK step, hence, ifweuse the
restart ormula 22) w ith centraldi erence evaluation of

£, [4dl), then the com putational cost increases three
tin es (@pproxin ately) . N on-locality of collisions (restart
from the distrbution £ [22) wih a nonlocal expres-
sion for £, ) sooils the main LBM idea of exact linear
free— ight and local collisions: nonlocality is linear and
exact, nonlnearity is local [53]) . O nem ight also consider
the inclusion ofother nite di erence representations for

£, Into explict LBM schem es. The consequences of
this com bination should be investigated.

u. Coupkd steps with quasiequilibbriitm ends. The
mean viscosity lemma allows us to combine di erent
starting points in order to obtain the necessary m acro-—
scopic equations. From this lemma, it follows that
the follow ing construction of two coupled steps with
restart from quasiequilbrium approxin ates the m acro-—
scopic equation [d) with second-order accuracy in tim e
step h.

Let us take f; asthe initial state w ith given M , then
evolve the state by 1, apply the incom plete tem poral
involution I, 28), again evolveby ,,and nally proict
by onto the quasiequilbrium m anifold:

M T M%°=m( (@ (@I @2

Tt Pllows from the restart ®mula [22) and the mean
viscosity lemm a that this step gives a second-order in
tim e h approxim ation to the shift in tin e 2h for [@) with
= 2@1 Yh, 1=2 1. Now, lt us replace I
by the much sin pler transform ation of LBGK collisions

I, B3:
M TM "=m( (n@(nE)INN: 43)

A cocording to the lemm a of higher m acroscopic accu—

QE-manifold

FIG . 4: The schem e of coupled steps [43)).

racy this step Fig.[d) also gives a second-order in tin e



h approxin ation to the shift in tine 2h for @) wih
= 2@1 Yyh, 1=2 1. The replacem ent of I
by I, introduces an error in f that is of order O (h?),
but both transform ations conserve the value of m acro—
soopic variables exactly. Hence (due to the lemma of
higher m acroscopic accuracy) the resulting error of cou—
pled steps [43) in them acroscopic variablesM  is of order
0 (h3 ). Thism eansthat them ethod has second-orderac—
curacy.
Letusenum erate them acroscopic statesin [@3): M ¢ =
M ,Mi,=m( () andM; =M  The shift from
M, toM ;_, approxin ates the shift in tineh for [@) wih
= h. Ifwe would lke to m odel [@) w ih h, then
= h means relatively very high viscosity. The step
from M ;_, to M ; has to nom alize viscosity to the re—
quested am allvalue (com pare to antidi usion in [9,110]).
The antidi usion problem necessarily appears in m ost
CFD approachesto sinulation owsw ih high-Reynolds
num bers. Another fam ous exam ple of such a problm
is the ltering-de ltering problem in large eddy sinula—
tion LES) [BZ]. The antidi usion In the coupled steps
is produced by physical uxes (py free— ight) and pre—
serves positivity. The coupled step is a transform ation
My7 M; and takestime 2h. Them iddle point M ;_, is
an auxiliary state only.

Let us enum erate the m icroscopic states In [43): £ =

fyr f,= n ) E, = (E_), fio= L),
fl,=f,+ 0 VB2 £, 6 n(El,) f1 =
(£ )= £y 1,whereM 1=m (f ). Here, n them ddle

of the step, we have 4 points: a free— ight shift of the
initial state (f;,_,), the corresponding quasiequilioriim

(£)_,), the m irror inage (fi-,) of the point f,_, with
respect to the centre £)_, and the state (f_,) that is

the in age of £._, after hom othety w ith centre f10:2 and

1=2
coe cient 2 1.

For smooth elds, the tine shift , retums fi_, to
the quasiequilbriim m anifold w ith possible error of or-
der O h?). For entropic equilbria, the nonequilibrium
entropy of the state 1, (fi_,) is oforder O (*). This is
an entropic estin ate of the accuracy ofantidi usion: the
nonequilbriim entropy of £f1_, could be estim ated from
below as C M )h?, where C M ) > 0 does not depend
on h. The problem of antidi usion can be stated as an
In plicit stepping problem : nd a point £ such that

m ) =M; ( (n )= 0: (44)

This antidi usion problkem is a proper two-point bound-
ary value problem . In a nite-din ensional space the rst
condition inclidesN independent equations wWhere N is
the num ber of independent m acroscopic variables), the
second allow s N degrees of freedom , because the values
ofthem acroscopic variables at that end arenot xed and

n () could be any point on the quasiequilbbrium m ani-
f©ld). Shooting m ethods for the solution of this problem
looks quite sim ple:

10

M ethod A,
fiv1= &+ (n&) n ()7 45)
M ethod B,
fhv1 = n( (n@E))
(46)
+ fiy ( nC Cn@EN):

M ethod A is: shoot from the previous approxin ation,
fnl by hr pIO}ECt onto quaszquﬂjbIjuml ( h(f;,)),
and then correction of f;; by the nalpoint digplacem ent,

( nED)) n (£). The value ofM does not change,
becausem ( ( hE)))=m ( »n E)).

M ethod B is: shoot from the previous approxin ation,
i, by 1n, progct onto quasiequilbrium , shoot badck—
wardsby  n,and then correction ofM using quasiequi-
Ibria (plus the quasiequilbrium with required value of
M , and m inus one w ith current value ofM ).

T he initial approxim ation could be fi_,, and n here is
the num ber of iteration. Due to the lemma of higher
m acroscopic accuracy, each ieration [@3) or [4d) in-
creases the order of accuracy (see also the num erical test
in Sec.[IV]).

The shooting method A [43) better m eets the m ain
LBM idea: each change ofm acroscopic variable is due to
a free— ight step (because free- ight In LBM isexact), all
other operations e ect nonequilbrium com ponent of the
distrdbbution only. The correction of M in the shooting
m ethod B [46) violates this requirem ent.

T he idea that allm acroscopic changes are pro gctions
of free— ight plays, for the proposed LBM antidi usion,
the sam e role asthem onotonicity condition forFCT [LA].
In particular, free— ight never violates positivity.

Ifwea nd solution £to the antidi usion problem w ith
M =M, thenwecan take f/_, = £),+ (1 )€
£),),andM 1 =m ( y (f_,)). But even exact solutions

of [44) can cause stability problem s: the entropy of £
ocould be less than the entropy of £, _,, and blow -up could
appear. A palliative solution is to perform an entropic
step:to nd suchthatS () ,+ (£ £.,))=S(._,),
then use £/, = £, + @ ) € f£,). Even for
nonentropic equilbria it is possble to use the K ulback
entropy [39) ©r com parison of distrbutions with the
sam e value of the m acroscopic variables. M oreover, the
quadratic approxin ation to [39) will not violate second—
order accuracy, and does not require the solution of a
transcendental equation.

T he viscosity coe clent is proportionalto  and sig—
ni cantly depends on the chain construction: for the se—

quence P9) wehave = (1 Yh= , and for the sequence
ofsteps [43) =2 )h.Foramalll the later gives

around two tin es larger viscosity (@nd for realisation of
the sam e viscosity we m ust take this into account).

How can the coupled steps method [43) fail? The
m ethod collects allthe high order errors into dissipation.



W hen the high-order errors accum ulated in dissipation
becom e com patible w ith the second-order tem s, the ob—
servable viscosiy signi cantly increases. In our num eri
caltests this catastrophe occurs w hen the hydrodynam ic

elds change signi cantly on 2-3 grid steps x (the char-
acteristic wave length 3%). The catastrophe point
is the sam e for the plain coupled steps [43) and for the
m ethods w ith iterative corrections [45) or [4d). T he ap-—
propriate accuracy requires & 10 .. On theotherhand,
thism ethod is a good solver for problem sw ith shocks (in
com parison w ith standard LBGK and ELBGK ) and pro—
duces shock waves w ith very narrow fronts and aln ost
w ithout G bbs e ect. So, for su ciently smooth elds
it should dem onstrate second-order accuracy, and in the
vicinity of steep velocity derivatives it increases viscosiy
and produces arti cial dissipation. Hence, this recipe is
nondissipative n the m ain order only.

Them ahn technicaltask in \stabilisation foraccuracy”
is to keep the system su ciently close to the invariant

In . Roughly speaking, we should correct the m icro—
scopic state £ In orderto keep it close to the nvariant Im
orto the tangent straight Iine ff, + £, J 2 Rg,where
M = m (f).Butthegeneralaccuracy condition [23) gives
much m ore freedom : the restart point should retum to
the Invariant In in profctionson the m acroscopic vari-
ables and their uxesonly. A variant of such reqularisa—
tion was de facto proposed and successfully tested In 44].
In the sin plest realisation of such approaches a problem
of \ghost" variables [53] can arise: when we change the
restart [22)) to [23), neither m om ents, nor uxes change.
The di erence is a \ghost" vector. At the next step, the
Introduced ghost com ponent could a ect uxes, and at
the follow ing steps the coupling betw een ghost variables
and m acroscopic m om ents em erges. A dditional relax-—
ation tim esm ay be adjisted to suppress these nonhydro—
dynam ic ghost variables 20].

v. Comprom ise between nonequilibrium m em ory and
restart rules. Fom ulas [22) and [23) prescribe a choice
of restart states fj . Allmemory from previous evolu—
tion is In the m acroscopic state, M , only. There is no
m icroscopic (or, alematively, nonequilbrium ) m em ory.
E ects of nonequilbriim m em ory for LBM are not yet
well studied. For LBGK w ith overrelaxation, these ef-
fects increase when approaches 1 because relaxation
tin e decreases. W e can formulate a hypothesis: ob-
served sub-grid properties of various LBG K realisations
and m odi cations for high-R eynolds num ber are due to
nonequilbrium m em ory e ects.

In order to nd a com prom ise between the restart re—
quirem ents [22), [23) and nonequilbriim m em ory ex—
istence we can propose to choose directions In concor-
dance with [22)), [23), where the nonequilbrium entropy

eld (38) does not change in the restart procedure. If
after a free— ight step we have a distrbution £ and nd
a corresponding restart state £° ¢, due to a gbbalrule,
then for each grid point x we can restart from a point
£, et (x)(fnf(f) @n(f)),where x) > 0 isa solu—
tion of the constant local nonequilbrium entropy equa—
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tion S (£, o) &)+ &)ES o &) £ o &)= S(EX).
This fam ily of m ethods allow s a m ininm al nonequilibbrium
m em ory { them em ory about localentropic distance from
quasiequilbbrium .

IV. NUMERICAL EXPERIM ENT
A . Velocities and equilibria

To oconclude this paper we report two num erical ex—
perin ents conducted to dem onstrate the perform ance of
som e of the proposed LBM stabilisation recipes from
Sect.[II.

W e choose velocity setsw ith entropic equilbria and an
H —theorem in order to com pare allm ethods in a uniform
setting.

In 1D, we use a lattice with gspacing and tin e step

= 1 and a discrete velocity set fvy ;v ;v3g = £0; 1;1g
so that them odelconsists of static, left—and right-m oving
populations only. The subscript i denotes population
(not lattice site num ber) and f;, £, and f3 denote the
static, left— and right-m oving populations, respectively.
Theentropy isS = H ,wih

H = f; bg(f;=4) + £, log(f2) + f5log(f3);

(see, eg., [41]) and, for this entropy, the local quasiequi-
Ibrium state £ is available explicitly:

2n p——
f1=? 2 1+ 3u? ;
n Pp—
f2=€ Bu 1)+2 1+ 3u?;
n Pp——
£ = s Bu+1) 2 1+ 3u?;
w here
X 1X
n = fi; us= — vify:
n

In 2D , the realisation of LBGK thatweusew illem ploy
a uniform 9-speed square lattice w ith discrete velocities
fviji= 0;1;:::8g:vp = 0,vi= (cos((i 1) =2);sh (@@
1) =2)) Pr i = 1;2;3;4, v = 2(os(@ 5% +
Z);sjn((i S5+ 7)) for i= 5;6;7;8. The numbering

northeast, northwest, southwest and southeast-m oving

populations, respectively. A susual, the quasiequilbriim

state, £ , can be uniguely determ ined by m axin ising an

entropy functional

* abg =,
i 409 W H

i

S(£)=

i

sub ct to the constraints of conservation of m ass and

mom entum [3]:

q—

¥ a 1+ 3uf ™"

f. = nW i 2

=1

JE—— ZUj +
1+ 3u§
1y
@7)



Here, the httice weights, W ;, are given lattice-speci c
constants: W o = 4=9, W 1;2;3;4 = 1=9 and W 5;6;7;8 —
1=36. The m acroscopic variables are given by the ex—
pressions

X X

fi; isur) = vifi:

i i

S

A sweare advised in Sect.[IT], in allofthe experin ents,
we In plem ent the positivity rule.

B . Shock tube

The 1D shock tube for a com pressble isotherm al uid
is a standard benchm ark test for hydrodynam ic codes.
O ur com putationaldom ain willbe the interval 0;1] and
w e discretize this intervalw ith 801 uniform ly spaced lat—
tice sites. W e choose the Initial density ratio as 12 so
that orx 400wesestn= 1l0elsewesstn= 05.

w. Basic test: LBGK, ELBGK and Coupkd steps.
W ewill xthekiem aticviscosity ofthe uidat = 10 °
W e should take = 1=2 + 1) 1 2 forLBGK and
ELBGK (W ith orw ithout the E hrenfests’ reqularisation).
W hereas, or the coupled step regularisation, we should
take =1 .

T he governing equations for LBGK are

L+ vijt+ )= £ i+ @ E &) f&iY):
48)

ForELBGK [33) the goveming equations are:

fik+ v+ 1) = @ f D+ Lk (@9)

wih £ = (1 )£+ £ . As previously mentioned,
the param eter, , is chosen to satisfy a constant entropy
condition. T his Involves nding the nontrivial root ofthe
equation

S (@ £+ £)=S(f): (50)

Tnaccuracy in the solution ofthis equation can Introduce
arti cial viscosity. To soke (50) num erically we em ploy
a robust routine based on bisection. The root is solved
to an accuracy of 10 '® and we always ensure that the
retumed value of doesnot lead to a num erical entropy
decrease. W e stipulate that if, at som e site, no nontriv—
ial root of [B0) exists we w ill em ploy the positivity rule
nstead.

T he goveming equations for the coupled step reqular-
isation of LBG K altemates between classic LBGK steps
and equilbration:

fix+ vi;t+ 1)
f; ®;0;
f, &0+ @2

N sep 0dd,

1) E &it) £&it)iNgep even,

1)

whereN g, is the cum ulative totalnum ber of tim e steps
taken in the sin ulation. For coupled steps, only the re—
sul of a couple of steps has clear physicalm eaning: this
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couple transform s £; (x;t) that appears at the beginning
ofan odd step to f; x;t) that appears at the beginning
of the next odd step.

0.4 -0.1
0 0.5 1 0 0.5 1
T x
14 0.3
1708 \ - 0.2
3 0.1 :
0.6 . —
C) . 0
0.4 -0.1
0 0.5 1 0 0.5 1
T X
FIG. 5: Density and velocity pro ke of the 12 isother-

m al shock tube sinulation after 400 time steps using (@)
LBGK [48); ) ELBGK [49); () coupled step regularisa—
tion [5Il); T this exam ple, no negative population are pro—
duced by any of the m ethods so the positivity rule is redun-
dant. For ELBGK in this exam ple, [B0) always has a non-
trivial root.

A swe can see, the choice betw een the tw o collision for-
mulasLBGK [48) or ELBGK [49) doesnot a ect spuri-
ous oscillation. But it should be m entioned that the en—
tropic m ethod consists of not only the collision form ula,
but, what is In portant, includes the provision of special
choices of quasiequilbrium that could In prove stability
(see, eg., [IL7]). The coupled steps produce alm ost no
sourious oscillations. This seem s to be nice, but in such
cases i is necessary to m onitor the am ount of arti cial
dissipation and to m easure the viscosity provided by the
m ethod (see below).

x. Ehrenfests’ regularisation. For the realisation of
the Ehrenfests’ regularisation of LBGK, which is in—
tended to keep states uniform Iy close to the quasiequi-
Horim m anifold, we should m onitor nonequilbbriim en—
tropy S ([38) at every lattice site throughout the sin —
ulation. If a prespeci ed threshold value  is exceeded,
then an Ehrenfests’ step is taken at the corresponding
site. N ow , the goveming equations becom e:

fix+ vi;t+ 1)
f; X0+ @
£, &i0);

1) x;0
otherw ise,

fix;0)); S ’

(52)



Furthem ore, so that the Ehrenfests’ steps are not al-
low ed to degrade the accuracy ofLBGK it ispertinent to
select the k sites with highest S > . The a posteriori
estin ates of added dissipation could easily be perform ed
by analysis of entropy production in Ehrenfests’ steps.

11 0.3
1708 \ u0.2 3
0.1 .
a — 0
0.4 -0.1
0 0.5 1 0 0.5 1
T T
1 0.3
0.2 ¢
n0.8 \ U X
% 0.1 x
06 —/ ]
0.4 b) ] 0 2
0 0.5 1 "0 0.5 1
x T

FIG. 6: Density and velocity pro ke of the 12 isothem al
shock tube sin ulation after 400 tin e steps using E hrenfests’
regularisation [52) with () &; ) = (4;10°); ) &; ) =
4;10 *). Sites where Ehrenfests’ steps are em ployed are in—
dicated by crosses. C om pare to F ig.[5a.

n 0.8
0.6
0.4

n 0.8

400

200 400

FIG.7: LBGK [48) regularised w ith Ehrenfests’ steps [52).
D ensity pro l of the 12 isothem al shock tube sin ulation
and Ehrenfests’ steps histogram after 400 tim e steps using
the tolerances @) ; )= (1 ;10°); ©) &k; )= (1 ;10%);
© &; )= (1 ;10°). Sites where Ehrenfests’ steps are em —
ployed are indicated by crosses. C om pare to F ig.[5ha.

In the exam ple in Fig.[d, we have considered xed tol
erances of (k; )= (4;10 %) and k; )= (4;10 *) only.
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0.6 .
0.4 a) 0
"0 0.5 1 0 200 400
x t
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n0.8 ES
% 2
0.6
b) p—
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x t
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FIG.8: LBGK [48) regularised w ith Ehrenfests’ steps [52).
D ensity pro ke of the 12 isothem al shock tube sin ulation
and Ehrenfests’ steps histogram after 400 tim e steps using
the tolerances (a) k; )= (1;10%); ®) &; )= (4;10%); (©
(; )= (8;10"). Siteswhere Ehrenfests’ steps are em ployed
are indicated by crosses. C om pare to F ig.[5a.

W e reiterate that it is im portant for Ehrenfests’ steps
to be employed at only a sm all share of sites. To ik
lustrate, in Fig.[7 we have allowed k to be unbounded
and ket vary.As decreases, the num ber ofE hrenfests’
steps quickly begihsto grow (asshown in the accom pany-
Ing histogram s) and excessive and unnecessary sn ooth—
Ing is observed at the shock. T he second-order accuracy
of LBGK is corrupted. Th Fig.[§, we have kept  xed at

= 10 * and instead ket k vary. W e observe that even
an allvalues ofk (€g. k= 1) dram atically in proves the
stability of LBGK .

C . A ccuracy of coupled steps

Coupled steps [43)) give the sin plest second {order ac—
curate stabilization of LBG K . Stabilization is guaranteed
by collection of all errors into dissipative term s. But this
m onotone collection of errors could increase the higher
order term s In viscosity. Hence, it seem s to be necessary
to analyze not only order of errors, but their values too.

For accuracy analysis of coupled steps we are inter—
ested in the error in the antidi usion step (44). We
analyse one coupled step for = 1. The motion
starts from a quasiequilbrim f, = £, , then a free-

ight step £,_, = 1 (fy ), after that a sinple re ec-

tion fi., = Ij (f,_,) with respect to the quasiequilib—

" 0 _ " .
rium centre f1=2 = (f1=2), agaln a free— ight step,
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FIG. 9: (@) The % estinate of m iddle point displace-
ment [B3): for coupled steps [43) (diam onds), one (trian—
gles), two (squares) and three (dots) shooting iterations [44);
() The % estin ate of nonequilbrity of the nalpoint (54):
or coupled steps [@3) (diam onds), one (triangles), two (stars)
and three (squares) shooting iterations [46]).

f;, = 1 (fi-2), and nally a profction onto quasiequi-
Horium , £, = (£ ).

In the st oftwo accuracy tests, two types of errors

are to be studied. The m dddle point displacem ent is

s = kEL, ( n(E Nk=kf, £_k: (53)
To estin ate nonequilbrity ofthe nalpoint £f; (ie. ad—
ditional dissipation introduced by last profction in the
coupled step) we should com pare the di erence f; f
to the di erence at them ddle point £,_, f_,. Letus
Introduce

es= kf;  fK'=kf_, £_k%: (54)

Th our tests Fig.[d) we use the %, nom .

W e take the 1D 3-velociy m odelw ith entropic equilbb—
ria. O ur com putationaldom ain w illbe the interval ;1]
which we discretize wih 1001 uniform ly spaced lattice
sites. T he initial condition isn (x;0) = 1+ 02sin 2 ! x),
ux;0)= 0loos 2 !x) and we em ploy periodic bound—
ary conditions. W e com pute a single coupled step for

T he solution £ to the antidi usion problem could be
corrected by the shooting iterations [45) and [@8). The
corresponding errors form ethod B [46) are also presented
nFig[d. Weuse ogiand g, Ori= 1;2;:::, to denote
each subsequent shooting of [53) and [54), respectively.

14

W e observe that the nonequilbrity estin ate, s,
blow sup around the wavelength 1=! 3x. Sinultane-
ously, them iddle point displacem ent s hasvalue around
uniy at the sam e point. W e do not plt the resuls for
larger values of ! as the sim ulation has becom e m ean—
ingless and num erical aliasing will now decrease these
errors. The sam e critical point is observed for each sub-
sequent shooting as well. For this problem , the shooting
procedure is dem onstrated to be e ective forwavelengths
1=! . 10 4.

For the second accuracy test we propose a sin ple test
to measure the observable viscosity of a coupled step
(and LBGK) sinulation. W e take the 2D isothemm al
9—-relocity m odel w ith entropic equilbria. Our com pu-—
tational dom ain w ill a square which we discretize w ith
L+ 1) L + 1) uniform Iy spaced points and periodic
boundary conditions. The Initialcondition isn (x;y) = 1,
u; X;y) = 0 and uz x;y) = uosih @ x=L), with up =
005. The exact velociy solution to this problem is an
exponentialdecay ofthe initial condition: u; (x;y;t) = O,
uz X;yit) = woexp( wt=Rel))sh @ x=L), where

is som e constant and Re = Re( ) = uygL= ( ) is the
Reynolds num ber ofthe ow . Here, () isthe the-
oretical viscosity ofthe uid: =1 for the coupled

steps [@3) and = (1= 1)=2 HrLBGK .

Now, we sinulate the ow over L=v; tin e steps and
m easure the constant from the num erical solution. W e
do this for both LBGK and the coupled steps [43) for

= 100 and rL = 200. The resulks  ig.[10) show us
that for coupled steps (@nd r LBGK to a much lesser
extent) the observed viscosity is higher than the theoret—
ical estim ate, hence the ocbserved Re is Iower than the
estin ate. In particular, the lower+resolution (L = 100)
coupled steps sin ulation diverges from LBGK at around
Re = 500. The two tin es higherresolution (L = 200)
sin ulations are close to around Re = O (1000), after
w hich there begins to be a considerable increase in the
observable viscosity (as explained w ithin Sect.[IIIC]).

D . Flow around a square—cylinder

The unsteady ow around a squarecylinder has been
w dely experin entally investigated in the literature (see,
eg. [19,146,157]). The com putational set up for the ow
isas ollow s. A squarecylinder of side length L, initially
at rest, is nmersed in a constant ow In a rectangular
channel of length 30L and height 25L. The cylinder is
place on the centre line In the y-direction resulting In a
blockage ratio 0f4% . T he centre ofthe cylinder is placed
at a distance 105L from the inlt. The freestream ve-
Iocity is xed at 1 ;v1 ) = (0:05;0) (in lattice units)
for all sin ulations.

O n thenorth and south channelw allsa freeslip bound-
ary condition is imposed (see, eg. [B3]). At the inlt,
the Inward pointing velocities are replaced wih their
quasiequilbriim valies corregoonding to the free-stream
velocity. At the outlet, the Inward pointing velocities
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FIG . 10: Num erically com puted value of versus Reynolds
num ber for 2D accuracy test: LBGK wih L = 100 dia—
m onds); coupled steps [43) with L = 100 (triangles); LBGK
with L = 200 (stars); coupled steps [43) with L = 200
(squares) .

are replaced w ith theirassociated quasiequilbriuim valies
corresponding to the velocity and density of the penulti-
m ate row of the lattice.

y. M axwellboundary condition. Theboundary con—
dition on the cylinder that we prefer is the di usive
M axwell boundary condition (see, eg., [L3]), which was

rst applied to LBM in [2]. T he essence of the condition
is that populations reaching a boundary are re ected,
proportional to equilbriim , such that m assbalance (in
the buk) and detailtbalance are achieved. W e w ill de—
scribbe two possible realisations of the boundary condi-
tion { tin edelayed and instantaneous re ection ofequili-
brated populations. In both instances, in m ediately prior
to the advection of populations, only those populations
pointing in to the uid at a boundary site are updated.
Boundary sites do not undergo the collisional step that
the bulk of the sites are sub fcted to.

To illustrate, consider the situation of a wall, aligned
w ith the lattice, m oving w ith velociy uy, 1 and w ith out—
ward pointing nom alto the wallpointing in the positive
y-direction (this is the situation on the north wallofthe
squarecylinderw ith u,,n = 0). The tin edelayed re ec—
tion in plem entation of the di usive M axwell boundary
condition at a boundary site (x;y) on this wall consists
of the update

fi kjyit+ 1) =

£, Uwan)s i= 2;5;6;

w ih

£ &iyit) + £ &iyit + £ iyt

fg Uyan) + f5 Uy an) + fg Uy am1) '

W hereas for the instantaneous re ection in plem entation
we should use for

f,v+ Lo+ £+ v+ Lo+ f5x

£, Gyan) + £5 Qyan) + £ Qyan)

Liy+ L9,
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O bserve that, because density is a linear factor of the
equilbria [47), the density of the wall is lnconsequential
In the boundary condition and can therefore be taken as
uniy for convenience.

W e point out that, although both realisations agree
In the continuum lim it, the tin edelayed In plem entation
does not acocom plish m assbalance. T herefore, instanta—
neous re ection is preferred and w illbe the In plem enta—
tion that we em ploy in the present exam pl.

Finally, it is instructive to illustrate the situation for
a boundary site (x;y) on a comer of the square—cylinder,
say the north-west comer. T he (nstantaneous re ection)
update is then

fi&yit+ 1) = £ Quan); i= 2;3;5;6;7;
where
= 0= wallr
0o = Hik Liyy;H+ & xiy+ 1;0
+Hx Liy L+ f&x+ Liy+ 1;0
tfex Lyt 1;0);
wall = Tp Qwan) + f5 Qyan)

+ f5 Uy an) + fe (Uyan) + £ Qyan):

z. Strouhal{Reynolds relhtionship. As a test of the
Ehrenfests’ reqularisation [52)), a serdes of sinulations,
allw ith characteristic length xed at L = 20, were con—
ducted over a range ofReynolds numbersRe= Lu; =
T he param eter pair ; ), which controlthe Ehrenfests’
steps tolerances, are xed at (L=2;10 3).

W e are interested in com puting the Strouhal{R eynolds
relationship. T he Strouhalnumber St is a din ensionless
m easure of the vortex shedding frequency in the wake of
one side of the cylinder: St= Lf,=u; ;where f, is the
shedding frequency.

For our com putational set up, the vortex shedding fre—
quency is com puted using the ollow Ing algorithm ic tech—
nigque. Firstly, the x-com ponent of velocity is recorded
during the simulation over t;.x = 1250L=u; time
steps. The monioring points is positioned at coordi-
nates (4L; 2L) (assum ing the origin is at the centre of
the cylinder) . N ext, the dom inant frequency is extracted
from the nal25% ofthe signalusing the discrete Fourier
transform . The m onitoring point is purposefilly placed
su ciently downstream and away from the centre line
so that only the in uence of one side of the cylinder is
recorded.

The com puted Strouhal{Reynolds relationship using
the Ehrenfests’ reqularisation of LBGK is shown in
Fig.[Id. The sinulation com pares well with O kajm a’s
data from wind tunnel and water tank experim ent [46].
T he present sin ulation extends previous LBM studies of
this problem [1,14] which have been able to quantitively
captured the relationship up to Re = 0 (1000). Fig.[Idl
also show s the ELBGK simulation results from []. Fur-
them ore, the com putational dom ain was xed for all
the present com putations, wih the smallest value of
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FIG . 1l: Variation of Strouhal number St as a function of
Reynolds. Dots are Okajim a’s experim ental data [4€] (the
data has been digitally extracted from the origihal paper).
D iam onds are the Ehrenfests’ reqularisation of LBGK and
the squares are the ELBGK sinulation from [l].

the kinem atic viscosity attained beng = 5 10° at
Re= 20000. It isworth m entioning that, for this charac—
teristic length, LBGK exhibits num erical divergence at
around Re = 1000. W e estin ate that, for the present
set up, the com putationaldom ain would require at least
O (107) lattice sites for the kinem atic viscosity to be large
enough for LBGK to converge at Re = 20000. This is
com pared w ith O (10%) sites for the present sin ulation.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have analysed LBM as a discrete dy—
nam ical system generated In distribution space by free—
ight or tine + = h and involution (tem poral or en—
tropic, or just a standard LBGK re ection that approx-—
In ates these involutions w ih second-order accuracy).
D issipation is produced by superposition of this involu—
tion wih a hom othety wih centre in quasiequilbbriim
and coe cient 2 1.

T ra ectories of this discrete dynam ical system are pro—
Ected on to the space of m acroscopic variables, hydro—
dynam ic elds, for exam ple. The projction of a tine
step ofthe LBM dynam ics in distribution space approxi-
m ates a tin e shift for a m acroscopic transport equation.
W e represent the general form of this equation [9d), and
provide necessary and su cient conditions for this ap—
proxim ation to be of second-order accuracy in the tim e
step h [22), 23). This analysis includes conditions on
the free— ight Initial state, and does not depend on the
particular collision m odel.

Tt is necessary to stress that for free— ight the space
discretization is exact (introduces no errors), if the set of
velocities consists of autom orphism s of the grid.

Tt seem snaturalto discussthe LBM discretedynam ical
system as an approxin ate solution to the kinetic equa-
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tion, for exam ple, to the BGK kinetics with a discrete
veloctty set [I). W ith this kinetic equation we introduce
onemore tine scale, . Forh > (overrelaxation) the
discrete LBM does not give a second-order in tin e step
h approxin ation to the continuous-in-tin e equation [I).
This is obvious by com parison of \fast" direction relax—
ation tines: + is fr [[) and h=2Q ) A=
for discrete dynam ics (see also [B8]). Nevertheless, the
\m acroscopic shadow " of the discrete LBM w ith overre—
laxation approxim ates the m acroscopic transport equa—
tion w ith second-order in tin e step h accuracy under the
conditions [22) and [23).

W e have presented the m ain m echanian s of observed
LBM instabilities:

1. posittivity loss due to high local deviation from
quasiequilbrium ;

2. appearance of neutral stability in som e directions
in the zero viscosity lim it;

3. directional instability.

W e have found three m ethods of stability preservation.
Two ofthem , the positivity rule and the E hrenfests’ reg—
ularisation, are \salvation" (or \SO S") operations. T hey
preserve the system from positivity loss or from the lo—
calblow -ups, but Introduce arti cial dissipation and it
is necessary to control the num ber of sites where these
steps are applied. In order to preserve the second-order
of LBM accuracy, In average, at least, it is worthwhike
to perform these steps on only a sm all num ber of sites;
the num ber of sites should not behigherthan O N »=L),
whereN isthe totalnum berofsites, L isthem acroscopic
characteristic length and  isthe lattice step. M oreover,
because these stepshave a tendency to concentrate in the
m ost nonequilbrium regions (poundary layers, shock lay—
ers, etc.), instead of the totalnum ber of sites one can use
an estin ate of the num ber of sites in this region.

T he positivity rule and the Ehrenfests’ reqularisation
arem em bers ofa w ide fam ily of \nonequilbrium entropy
lin iters" that will play the sam e rol, for LBM , as the

ux lim iters play for nie di erence, nite volum e and

nite elem ent m ethods. W e have described this fam ily
and explained how to use entropy estin ates for nonen-
tropic equilbria. T he great bene t ofthe LBM m ethods
is that the dissipation added by lim iters could easily be
estin ated a posterioriby sum m arising the entropy pro—
duction.

Som e practical recom m endation for use of nonequilib—
rium entropy lim iters are as follow s:

there exists a huge freedom in the construction of
these Ilim iters;

for any In portant class of problem s a soeci c opti-
m al lim iter could be found;

one of the sin plest and com putationally cheapest
nonequilbriim entropy lin iters is the Ehrenfests’
regularisation with equilbration at k sites w ith



highest nonequilbrium entropy S >  (the k; )-

rlke);
the positivity rule should always be In plem ented.

T he developed restart m ethods (Sec.[IIIC]) (including
coupled steps w ith quasiequilbriim ends) could provide
second-order accuracy, but destroy them em ory of LBM .
This memory emerges In LBM w ith overrelaxation be-
cause of slow relaxation ofnonequilbbrium degreesof free—
dom (there isno such m em ory In the continuous-n-tim e
kinetic equation w ith fast relaxation to the nvariant slow
Chapm an{Enskogm anifold). Now , we have no theory of
thism em ory but can suggest a hypothesis that thism em -
ory is responsble for the LBM sub-grid properties. A
com prom ise between m em ory and stability is proposed:
one can use the directions of restart to precondition col-
lisions, and keep the m em ory in the value ofthe eld of
local nonequilbriim entropy S (or, for system s w ith
nonentropic equilbria, in the value of the corresponding
K ulback entropies [39)). Fom ally, this preconditioning
generates a m atrix collision m odel B3] wih a speci c
choice ofm atrix: in these m odels, the collision m atrix is
a superposition ofprofction (preconditioner), involition
and hom othety. A retum from the sin plest LBGK colli-
sion to m atrix m odels has been intensively discussed re—
cently in developm ent ofthem ultirelaxation tine M RT)
models (for exam ple, 21, 135], see also 4] for m atrix
m odels for m odelling of nonisotropic advection-di usion
problem s, and (4] Por regularisation m atrix m odels for
stabilisation at high-R eynolds num bers).

For second-order m ethods w ith overrelaxation, ade—
quate second-order boundary conditions have to be de-
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veloped. W ithout such conditions either additional dis—
sipation or instabilities appear in boundary layers. The
proposed scham es should now be put through the whole
fam ily of tests In order to nd their place In the fam ily
ofthe LBM m ethods.

R ecently, several approaches to stable LBM m odelling
ofhigh-Reynoldsnum ber ow son coarse grids have been
reported R1,123,[38]. Now it is necessary to understand
better the m echanian s of the LBM sub-grid properties,
and to create the theory that allow s us to prove the ac—
curacy of LBM for underresolved turbulence m odelling.
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