
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
61

14
44

v3
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
ta

t-
m

ec
h]

  1
9 

Ja
n 

20
07

Stability and stabilisation ofthe

lattice B oltzm ann m ethod

M agic steps and salvation operations

R.A.Brownlee,� A.N.G orban, and J.Levesley
Departm ent of M athem atics, University ofLeicester, Leicester LE1 7RH, UK

W e revisit the classical stability versus accuracy dilem m a for the lattice Boltzm ann m ethods

(LBM ).O ur goal is a stable m ethod of second-order accuracy for 
uid dynam ics based on the

lattice Bhatnager{G ross{K rook m ethod (LBG K ).

TheLBG K schem ecan berecognised asa discretedynam icalsystem generated by free-
ightand

entropic involution. In this fram ework the stability and accuracy analysis are m ore natural. W e

�nd the necessary and su�cientconditionsforsecond-orderaccurate 
uid dynam icsm odelling. In

particular,it is proven that in order to guarantee second-order accuracy the distribution should

belong to a distinguished surface { the invariant �lm (up to second-order in the tim e step). This

surface isthe trajectory ofthe (quasi)equilibrium distribution surface underfree-
ight.

The m ain instability m echanism s are identi�ed. The sim plest recipes for stabilisation add no

arti�cialdissipation (up to second-order) and provide second-order accuracy ofthe m ethod. Two

otherprescriptionsadd som e arti�cialdissipation locally and preventthe system from lossofposi-

tivity and localblow-up.D em onstration oftheproposed stableLBG K schem esareprovided by the

num ericalsim ulation ofa 1D shock tube and the unsteady 2D -
ow around a square-cylinderup to

Reynoldsnum berO (10000).

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

A lattice Boltzm ann m ethod (LBM ) is a discrete ve-

locity m ethod in which a 
uid is described by associat-

ing,with each velocity vi,a single-particle distribution

function fi = fi(x;t)which isevolved by advection and

interaction on a �xed com putationallattice.

The m ethod has been proposed as a discretization of

Boltzm ann’s kinetic equation (for an introduction and

historicreview see[53]).Furtherm ore,thecollision oper-

atorcan be alluringly sim pli�ed,asisthe case with the

Bhatnager{G ross{K rook (BG K ) operator [6], whereby

collisionsaredescribed by a single-tim erelaxation to lo-

calequilibria f�i:

@fi

@t
+ vi� r fi =

1

�
(f�i � fi): (1)

Thephysicallyreasonablechoiceforf�i isasentropym ax-

im izers, although other choices of equilibria are often

preferred [53]. The localequilibria f�i depend nonlin-

early on the hydrodynam ic m om ents (density,m om en-

tum , etc.). These m om ents are linear functions offi,

hence (1) is a nonlinear equation. For sm all �, the

Chapm an{Enskog approxim ation [14]reduces(1)to the

com pressibleNavier{Stokesequation [53]with kinem atic

viscosity � � �c21,where c1 is the therm alvelocity for

onedegreeoffreedom .

The overrelaxation discretization of (1) (see,e.g.,[5,

16,33,39,40,53])isknown asLBG K ,and allowsoneto

choosea tim estep �t � �.Thisdecouplesviscosity from

the tim e step,thereby suggesting that LBG K is capa-

ble ofoperating atarbitrarily high-Reynoldsnum berby
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m aking the relaxation tim e su�ciently sm all. However,

in thislow-viscosity regim e,LBG K su�ersfrom num eri-

calinstabilitieswhich readilym anifestthem selvesaslocal

blow-upsand spuriousoscillations.

Anotherproblem isthedegreeofaccuracy.An approx-

im ation to the continuous-in-tim ekineticsisnotequiva-

lent to an approxim ation ofthe m acroscopic transport

equation. The 
uid dynam ics appears as a singular

lim it of the Boltzm ann or BG K equation for sm all�.

An approxim ation to thecorresponding slow m anifold in

the distribution space is constructed by the Chapm an{

Enskogexpansion.Thisisan asym ptoticexpansion,and

higher(Burnett)term scouldhavesingularities.An alter-

nativeapproach toasym ptoticexpansion (with \di�usive

scaling"instead of\convectivescaling"in theChapm an{

Enskog expansion)wasdeveloped in [37]in orderto ob-

tain theincom pressibleNavier{Stokesequationsdirectly

from kinetics.

It appears that the relaxation tim e ofthe overrelax-

ation schem e to the slow hydrodynam ic m anifold m ay

be quite large for sm allviscosity: trelax � c21�
2
t=(2�) �

�2t=(2�)(see below,in Sec.III). Som e estim atesoflong

relaxation tim eforLBG K atlargeReynoldsnum berare

found earlier in [58]. So, instead offast relaxation to

a slow m anifold in continuous-in-tim ekinetics,we could

m eet a slow relaxation to a 
uid dynam ics m anifold in

the chain ofdiscrete LBM steps.

O ur approach is based on two ideas: the Ehrenfests’

coarse-graining [22,24,30]and the m ethod ofdi�eren-

tialapproxim ation ofdi�erence equations[34,50]. The

background knowledge necessary to discussthe LBM in

thism annerispresented in Sect.II. In thissection,we

answerthe question:how to provide second-orderaccu-

racy ofthe LBM m ethodsfor
uid dynam icsm odelling?

W eprovethenecessary and su�cientconditionsforthis

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611444v3
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accuracy. It requires a specialconnection between the

distribution fi and the hydrodynam ic variables. There

isonly one degree offreedom forthe choice offi,ifthe

hydrodynam ic�eldsaregiven.M oreover,theLBM with

overrelaxation can provide approxim ation ofthe m acro-

scopic equation even when itdoes notapproxim ate the

continuous-in-tim em icroscopickinetics.

This approach suggests severalsources of num erical

instabilities in the LBM and allows severalrecipes for

stabilisation. A geom etric background for this analysis

providesam anifold thatisatrajectoryqofthequasiequi-

librium m anifold dueto free-
ight.W ecallthism anifold

the invariant�lm (ofnonequilibrium states). Itwasin-

troduced in [25]and studied furtherin [24,27,28].Com -

m on to each stabilisation recipeisthedesireto stay uni-

form ly closeto the aforem entioned m anifold (Sect.III).

In Sect.IV,in addition to two LBM accuracy tests,

a num erical sim ulation of a 1D shock tube and the

unsteady 2D-
ow around a square-cylinder using the

presentstabilised LBM arepresented.Forthelaterprob-

lem ,the sim ulation quantitatively validates the experi-

m entally obtained Strouhal{Reynoldsrelationship up to

Re = O (10000). This extends previousLBM studies of

this problem where the relationship had only been suc-

cessfully validated up to Re= O (1000)[1,4].

Sect.V contains som e concluding rem arks as wellas

practicalrecom m endationsforLBM realisations.

W euseoperatornotation thatallowsustopresentgen-

eralresultsin com pactform .Theonly de�nition wehave

torecallhereisthe(G âteaux)di�erential:thedi�erential

ofa m ap J(f)ata pointf0 isa linearoperator(D fJ)f0
de�ned by a rule:(D fJ)f0g =

d

d"
(J(f0 + "g))"= 0.

II. B A C K G R O U N D

a. M icroscopic and m acroscopic variables. Let us

describe the m ain elem ents of the LBM construction.

The �rst elem ent is a m icroscopic description,a single-

particle distribution function f(x;v), where x is the

spacevector,and v isvelocity.Ifvelocityspaceisapprox-

im ated by a �nite setfvig,then the distribution is ap-

proxim ated by a m easure with �nite support,f(x;v)�P

i
fi�(v � vi).In thatcase,them icroscopicdescription

isthe �nite-dim ensionalvector-function fi(x).

The second m ain elem entis the m acroscopic descrip-

tion. This is a set of m acroscopic vector �elds that

are usually som e m om ents of the distribution func-

tion. The m ain exam ple gives the hydrodynam ic �elds

(density{m om entum {energy density): fn;nu;Eg(x) =R
f1;v;v2=2gf(x;v)dv. But this is not an obligatory

choice. Ifwe would like to solve by LBM m ethods the

G rad equations [31, 49] or som e extended therm ody-

nam ic equations [36],we should extend the list ofm o-

m ents(but,atthe sam e tim e,weshould be ready to in-

troduce m ore discrete velocitiesfora properdescription

oftheseextended m om entsystem s).

In general,we use the notation f forthe m icroscopic

state,and M forthem acroscopicstate.ThevectorM is

a linearfunction off:M = m (f).

b. Equilibrium . For any allowable value of M an

\equilibrium "distributionshould begiven:am icroscopic

state f�M . It should satisfy the obvious,but im portant

identity ofself-consistency:

m (f�M )= M ; (2)

orin di�erentialform

m (D M f
�

M )� 1; i.e.,m ((DM f
�

M )a)� a: (3)

Thestatef�M isnotapropertherm odynam icequilibrium ,

but a conditionalone under the constraintm (f) = M .

Thereforewecallitaquasiequilibrium (othernam es,such

aslocalequilibrium ,conditionalequilibrium ,generalised

canonicalstate orpseudoequilibrium arealso in use).

For the quasiequilibrium f�M ,an equilibration opera-

tion is the projection � � ofthe distribution f into the

corresponding quasiequilibrium state:� �(f)= f�
m (f)

.

In the fully physicalsituation with continuous veloc-

ity space,the quasiequilibrium f�M isde�ned asa condi-

tionalentropy m axim izerby a solution ofthe optim isa-

tion problem :

S(f)! m ax;m (f)= M ; (4)

whereS(f)isan entropy functional.

The choiceofentropy isam biguous;generally,we can

startfrom a concavefunctionalofthe form

S(f)=

Z

s(f(x;v;t))f(x;v;t)dxdv (5)

with a concavefunction ofonevariables(f).Thechoice

by default is s(f) = � lnf, which gives the classical

Boltzm ann{G ibbs{Shannon (BG S)entropy.

Fordiscretevelocity space,thereexistsom eextra m o-

m entconditionson the equilibrium construction:in ad-

dition to (2)som e higherm om entsofa discrete equilib-

rium should bethesam easforthecontinuousone.This

isnecessary to providetheproperm acroscopicequations

forM .Existenceofentropy fortheentropicequilibrium

de�nition (4)whilstful�lling higherm om entconditions

could bein contradiction,and a specialchoiceofvelocity

setm ay be necessary (fora very recentexam ple ofsuch

research form ultispeed latticessee[17]).Anotherchoice

is to refuse to dealwith the entropic de�nition ofequi-

librium (4)and assum ethattherewillbeno perpetuum

m obile ofthe second kind. This extends the possibility

forapproxim ation,butcreatessom e risk ofnonphysical

behaviorofthe m odel. For a detailed discussion ofthe

H -theorem forLBM wereferthe readersto [54].

Som e ofthe following results depend on the entropic

de�nition ofequilibrium ,but som e do not. W e always

pointoutifresultsare\entropy{free".
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c. Free 
ight. In the LBM construction the other

m ain elem entsare:thefree-
ighttransform ation and the

collision. There are m any m odels ofcollisions,but the

free-
ightequation isalwaysthe sam e

@f

@t
+ v � rxf = 0; (6)

with exact solution f(x;v;t) = f(x � vt;v;0), or for

discretevelocities,

@fi

@t
+ vi� rxfi = 0; (7)

fi(x;t)= fi(x� vit;0).Free-
ightconservesanyentropy

ofthe form (5). In general,we can start from any dy-

nam ics. For application ofthe entropic form alism ,this

dynam icsshould conserveentropy.Letthiskineticequa-

tion be

df

dt
= Jc(f): (8)

Forourconsiderations,thefree-
ightequation willbethe

m ain exam pleofthe conservativekinetics(8).

Thephase
ow � t forkineticequation (8)isa shiftin

tim ethattransform sf(t0)into f(t0 + t).Forfree-
ight,

� t :f(x;v)! f(x � vt;v).

Rem ark. W e work with dynam ical system s de�ned

by partialdi�erentialequations. Strictly speaking,this

m eans that the proper boundary conditions are �xed.

In order to separate the discussion ofequation from a

boundary condition problem , let us im agine a system

with periodicboundary conditions(e.g.,on atorus),ora

system with equilibrium boundary conditionsatin�nity.

d. Ehrenfests’solverofsecond-orderaccuracy forthe

Navier{Stokes equations. Here we present a generali-

sation of a well known result. Let us study the fol-

lowing process (an exam ple of the Ehrenfests’ chain

[22, 24, 30], a sim ilar result gives the optim alpredic-

tion approach [18]):free-
ightfortim e � { equilibration

{ free-
ightfortim e � { equilibration { � � � .During this

process,the hydrodynam ic �elds approxim ate the solu-

tion ofthe (com pressible) Navier{Stokes equation with

viscosity � � �

2
c21,where c1 is the therm alvelocity for

one degree offreedom .The errorofone step ofthisap-

proxim ation has the order O (�3). An exact expression

forthe transportequation thatisapproxim ated by this

processin the generalsituation (forarbitrary initialki-

netics,velocity setand forany setofm om ents)is:

dM

dt
= m (Jc(f

�

M ))+
�

2
m ((D fJc(f))f�

M
� f�

M
); (9)

where � f�
M
isthe defectofinvariance ofthe quasiequi-

librium m anifold:

� f�
M
= Jc(f

�

M )� DM (f�M )m (Jc(f
�

M )); (10)

and isthe di�erence between the vector-�eld Jc and its

projection on to the quasiequilibrium m anifold.Thisre-

sultisentropy-free.

The �rst term in the right hand side of (9) { the

quasiequilibrium approxim ation { consistsofm om entsof

df=dtcom puted atthequasiequilibrium point.Forfree-


ight,hydrodynam ic �elds and M axwellequilibria this

term gives the Euler equations. The second term in-

cludes the action ofthe di�erentialD fJc(f)f�
M

on the

defect ofinvariance � f�
M

(for free-
ight (6),this di�er-

entialis just � v � rx,for the discrete version (7) this

isthe vector-colum n � vi� rx). These term salwaysap-

pearin the Chapm an{Enskog expansion.Forfree-
ight,

hydrodynam ic �elds and M axwell equilibria they give

the Navier{Stokes equations for a m onatom ic gas with

Prandtlnum berPr= 1:

@n

@t
= �

X

i

@(nui)

@xi
;

@(nuk)

@t
= �

X

i

@(nukui)

@xi
�

1

m

@P

@xk

+
�

2

1

m

X

i

@

@xi

�

P

�
@uk

@xi
+

@ui

@xk
�
2

3
�kidivu

��

;

@E

@t
= �

X

i

@(Eui)

@xi
�

1

m

X

i

@(P ui)

@xi

+
�

2

5kB

2m 2

X

i

@

@xi

�

P
@T

@xi

�

;

(11)

where m is particle m ass,kB is Boltzm ann’s constant,

P = nkB T isidealgaspressure,T iskinetictem perature,

and the underlined term s are the results ofthe coarse-

graining additionalto the quasiequilibrium approxim a-

tion.

Allcom putationsarestraightforward exercises(di�er-

entialcalculusand G aussian integralsforcom putation of

the m om ents,m ,in the continuous case). M ore details

ofthese com putationsarepresented in [28].

Thedynam icviscosity in (11)is� = �

2
nkB T.Itisuse-

fulto com pare this form ula to the m ean-free-path the-

ory that gives � = �colnkB T,where �col is the collision

tim e (the tim e for the m ean-free-path). According to

theseform ulas,wegetthefollowing interpretation ofthe

coarse-graining tim e � forthisexam ple:� = 2�col.

Forany particularchoice ofdiscrete velocity setfvig

and ofequilibrium f�M thecalculation could givedi�erent

equations,butthegeneralform ula (9)rem ainsthesam e.

Theconnection between discretization and viscosity was

alsostudied in [51].Letusprovethegeneralform ula(9).

W e are looking for a m acroscopic system that is ap-

proxim ated by the Ehrenfests’chain. Let us look for

m acroscopicequationsofthe form

dM

dt
= 	(M ) (12)

with the phase 
ow � t: M (t) = �tM (0). The trans-

form ation �� should coincide with the transform ation
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M 7! m (� �(f
�

M ))up to second-orderin �. The m atch-

ing condition is

m (� �(f
�

M ))= ��(M ) forevery M and given �: (13)

Thiscondition istheequation forthem acroscopicvector

�eld 	(M ).Thesolution ofthisequation isa function of

�: 	 = 	(M ;�). For a su�ciently sm ooth m icroscopic

vector�eld Jc(f)and entropy S(f)itiseasy to �nd the

Taylorexpansion of	(M ;�)in powersof�.Letus�nd

the�rsttwo term s:	(M ;�)= 	 0(M )+ �	1(M )+ o(�).

Up to second-orderin � the m atching condition (13)is

m (Jc(f
�

M ))� + m ((DfJc(f))f�
M
(Jc(f

�

M )))
�2

2

= 	 0(M )� + 	1(M )�2 + (D M 	 0(M ))(	 0(M ))
�2

2
:

(14)

From thiscondition im m ediately follows:

	 0(M )= m (Jc(f
�

M ));

	 1(M )=
1

2
m ((D fJc(f))f�

M
� f�

M
);

(15)

where� f�
M
isthedefectofinvariance(10).Thuswe�nd

thatthem acroscopicequation in the�rstapproxim ation

is(9).

e. The Chapm an{Enskog expansion for the gener-

alised BGK equation. Here we present the Chapm an{

Enskog m ethod for a class of generalised m odelequa-

tions. This class includes the well-known BG K kinetic

equation,aswellasm any otherm odelequations[26].

Asa starting pointwe take a form alkinetic equation

with a sm allparam eter�

df

dt
= J(f):= Jc(f)+

1

�
(� �(f)� f): (16)

Theterm � �(f)� f isnonlinearbecauseofthenonlinear

dependency of� �(f)= f�
m (f)

on m (f).

W e would like to �nd a reduced description valid for

the m acroscopicvariablesM .Thism eans,atleast,that

we are looking for an invariant m anifold param eterised

by M ,f = fM ,thatsatis�esthe invariance equation:

(D M fM )(m (J(fM )))= J(fM ): (17)

The invariance equation m eans that the tim e deriva-

tive of f calculated through the tim e derivative of M

( _M = m (J(fM ))) by the chain rule coincides with the

true tim e derivative J(f). This is the centralequation

for m odelreduction theory and applications. The �rst

generalresultsaboutexistenceand regularityofsolutions

to (17)wereobtained by Lyapunov [45](see,e.g.,there-

view in [28]).Forthekineticequation (16)theinvariance

equation hasthe form

(D M fM )(m (Jc(fM )))= Jc(fM )+
1

�
(f�M � fM ); (18)

becauseoftheself-consistency identity (2),(3).

Dueto the presenceofthesm allparam eter� in J(f),

the zeroth approxim ation to fM isthe quasiequilibrium

approxim ation: f
(0)

M = f�M . Let us look for fM in the

form ofa power series: fM = f
(0)

M
+ �f

(1)

M
+ � � � ,with

m (f
(k)

M )= 0 fork � 1.From (18)weim m ediately �nd:

f
(1)

M
= Jc(f

(0)

M
)� (DM f

(0)

M
)(m (Jc(f

(0)

M
)))= � f�

M
: (19)

It is very naturalthat the �rst term ofthe Chapm an{

Enskog expansion forthem odelequation (16)isjustthe

defectofinvarianceforthe quasiequilibrium (10).

The corresponding �rst-order in � approxim ation for

the m acroscopicequationsis:

dM

dt
= m (Jc(f

�

M ))+ �m ((DfJc(f))f�
M
� f�

M
): (20)

W eshould recallthatm (� f�
M
)= 0.Thelastterm in (18)

vanishesin them acroscopicprojection forallorders.The

only di�erencebetween (20)and (9)isthecoe�cient1/2

before� in (9).

f. Decoupling oftim e step and viscosity: how to pro-

vide second-order accuracy? In the Ehrenfests’ chain

\free-
ight { equilibration { � � � " the starting point of

each link is a quasiequilibrium state: the chain starts

from f�
M (0)

,then,afterfree-
ight,equilibratesintof�
M (�)

,

etc. The viscosity coe�cientin (9)isproportionalto �.

Letuschoose anotherstarting pointfsM in orderto de-

couple tim e step and viscosity and preserve the second-

orderaccuracy ofapproxim ation. W e would like to get

equation (9)with a chain tim e step �t = h.Analogously

to (14)and (15),we obtain the m acroscopicequation

dM

dt
= m (Jc(f

�

M ))+ m ((D fJc(f))f�
M
((fsM � f

�

M )+ (h=2)� f�
M
));

(21)

under the condition thatfsM � f�M = O (h). The initial

point

fsM = f�M �
1

2
(h � �)�f�

M
+ o(h) (22)

providesthe required viscosity. This is a su�cientcon-

dition for the second-order accuracy ofthe approxim a-

tion.O fcourse,theself-consistencyidentitym (fsM )= M

should be valid exactly,as(2)is.Thisstarting distribu-

tion isa linearcom bination ofthequasiequilibrium state

and the �rstChapm an{Enskog approxim ation.

Thenecessaryand su�cientcondition forsecond-order

accuracy ofthe approxim ation is:

m

�

(D fJc(f))f�
M
(fsM � f

�

M +
1

2
(h � �)�f�

M
)

�

= o(h)

(23)

(with the self-consistency identity m (fsM ) = 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

inputsin observablem acroscopic
uxes.
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Hence,the condition ofsecond-order accuracy signif-

icantly restricts the possible initialpoint for free-
ight.

Thisresultisalso entropy-free.

Any construction ofcollisionsshould keep thesystem ’s

startingfree-
ightstepsnearthepointsfsM given by (22)

and (23).The conditions(22)and (23)forsecond-order

accuracy ofthetransportequation approxim ation donot

depend on a speci�c collision m odel,they are valid for

m ostm odi�cationsoftheLBM and LBG K thatusefree-


ightasa m ain step.

Various m ultistep approxim ations give m ore freedom

ofchoice for the initialstate. For the construction of

such approxim ationsbelow,thefollowing m ean viscosity

lem m a is im portant: ifthe transform ations 
h
i :M !

M 0,i= 1;:::;k,approxim ate the phase 
ow for(9)for

tim eh (shiftin tim eh)and � = �i with second-orderac-

curacy in h,then the superposition 
h
1


h
2 � � � 
h

k approx-

im ates the phase 
ow for (9) for tim e kh (shift in tim e

kh)fortheaverageviscosity � = 1

k
(�1+ � � � + �k)with the

sam e orderofaccuracy.The proofisby straightforward

m ultiple applicationsofTaylor’sform ula.

g. Entropicform ula forD M (f�M ). Am ongthem any

bene�ts oftherm odynam ics for stability analysis there

aresom etechnicalissuestoo.Thedi�erentialofequilib-

rium D M (f�M )appearsin m any expressions,forexam ple

(3),(10),(14),(15),(17) and (18). Ifthe quasiequilib-

rium isde�ned by thesolution oftheoptim isation prob-

lem (4),then

D M f�M =
�
D 2
fS
�� 1

f�
M

m T
�

m
�
D 2
fS
�� 1

f�
M

m T
�� 1

: (24)

This operator is constructed from the vector m , the

transposed vectorm T and the second di�erentialofen-

tropy. The inverse Hessian (@2S=@fi@fj)
� 1 isespecially

sim ple for the BG S entropy,it is just fi�ij. The for-

m ula (24) was �rst obtained in [48](for an im portant

particularcase;forfurtherreferencessee[28]).

h. Invariant�lm . Allthe points � t(f
�

M ) belong to

a m anifold thatisa trajectory q ofthe quasiequilibrium

m anifold dueto theconservativedynam ics(8)(in hydro-

dynam icapplicationsthisisthefree-
ightdynam ics(6).

W e callthis m anifold the invariant�lm (ofnonequilib-

rium states). Itwasintroduced in [25]and studied fur-

therin [24,27,28].Thedefectofinvariance� f�
M
(10)is

tangenttoqatthepointf�M ,and belongstotheintersec-

tion ofthistangentspacewith kerm .Thisintersection is

one-dim ensional. Thism eansthatthe direction of� f�
M

isselected from the tangentspaceto q by the condition:

derivativeofM in thisdirection iszero.

A pointf on the invariant�lm q isnaturally param -

eterised by (M ;t): f = qM ;t,where M = m (f) is the

value ofthe m acroscopic variables,and t = t(f) is the

tim e shift from a quasiequilibrium state: � � t(f) is a

quasiequilibrium state forsom e (other)value ofM . By

de�nition,the action of� t on the second coordinate of

qM ;t issim ple:� t(qM ;�)= qM 0;t+ �.To the �rst-orderin

t,

qM ;t = f�M + t� f�
M
; (25)

and qM ;0 � f�M . The quasiequilibrium m anifold divides

q into two parts,q= q� [ q0[ q+ ,whereq� = fqM ;tjt<

0g,q+ = fqM ;tjt > 0g,and q0 is the quasiequilibrium

m anifold:q0 = fqM ;0g= ff�M g.

Thereisan im portanttem poralinvolution ofthe �lm :

IT (qM ;t)= qM ;� t: (26)

Dueto(22),forqM ;t and agiven tim estep h thetrans-

form ation M 7! m (� h(qM ;t))approxim atesthe solution

of(9)with � = 2t+ h forthe initialconditionsM and

tim estep h with second-orderaccuracy in h.Hence,due

to the m ean viscosity lem m a,the two-step transform a-

tion

M 7! m (IT (� h(IT (� h(qM ;t))))) (27)

approxim atesthe solution of(9) with � = 0 (the Euler

equations)for the initialconditions M and tim e step h

with second-orderaccuracy in h. Thisistrue forany t,

hence,for any starting point on the invariant�lm with

the given valueofM .

To approxim atethesolution of(9)with nonzero �,we

need an incom plete involution:

I
�

T (qM ;t)= qM ;� (2�� 1)t: (28)

For � = 1,we have I1T = IT and for � = 1=2,I
1=2

T is

just the projection onto the quasiequilibrium m anifold:

I
1=2

T (qM ;t)= � �(qM ;t)= qM ;0. After som e initialsteps,

thefollowingsequencegivesasecond-orderin tim estep h

approxim ation of(9)with � = (1� �)h=�,1=2� � � 1:

M n = m ((I
�

T
� h)

nqM ;t): (29)

To provethisstatem entweconsidera transform ation of

the second coordinatein qM ;#n
by I

�

T � h:

#n+ 1 = � (2� � 1)(#n + h): (30)

This transform ation has a �xed point #� = � h(2� �

1)=(2�)and #n = #� + (� 1)n(2� � 1)n� for som e �. If

1� � is sm allthen relaxation m ay be very slow: #n �

#� + (� 1)n� exp(� 2n(1� �)),and relaxation requires�

1=(2(1� �))steps.If#n = #� + o(h)then the sequence

M n (29)approxim ates(9)with � = h� 2j#�j= (1� �)h=�

and second-orderaccuracy in the tim estep h.The�xed

pointsqM ;#� coincidewith therestartpointsf�M + #�� f�
M

(22)in the�rstorderin #� = � (h� �)=2,and them iddle

points#�+ h=2ofthefree-
ightjum psqM ;#� 7! qM 0;#�+ h

approxim ate the �rst-order Chapm an{Enskog m anifold

f�M + �

2
� f�

M
.

For the entropic description of quasiequilibrium , we

can connect tim e with entropy and introduce entropic

coordinates. For each M and positive s from som e in-

terval 0 < s < & there exist two num bers t� (M ;s)

(t+ (M ;s)> 0,t� (M ;s)< 0)such that

S(qM ;t� (M ;s))= S(f�M )� s: (31)
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The num berst� coincide to the �rst-order:t+ = � t� +

o(t� ).

W e de�ne the entropic involution IS asa transform a-

tion ofq:

IS(qM ;t� )= qM ;t� : (32)

The introduction ofincom pleteentropicinvolution I
�

S is

also obvious(see[24]).

Entropicinvolution IS coincideswith thetem poralin-

volution IT , up to second-order in the deviation from

quasiequilibrium state f � ��(f). Hence,in the vicin-

ity ofquasiequilibrium there is no signi�cant di�erence

between these operations,and allstatem ents aboutthe

tem poralinvolution are valid forthe entropic involution

with the sam elevelofaccuracy.

Forthe transferfrom free-
ightwith tem poraloren-

tropicinvolution to thestandard LBG K m odelswem ust

transferfrom dynam icsand involution on q to thewhole

spaceofstates.Instead ofI
�

T
orI

�

S
the transform ation

I
�

0 :f 7! � �(f)+ (2� � 1)(��(f)� f) (33)

is used. For � = 1, I10 is a m irror re
ection in the

quasiequilibrium state � �(f),and for � = 1=2,I
1=2

0 is

theprojection ontothequasiequilibrium m anifold.If,for

a given f0 = qM ;t,thesequence(29)givesa second-order

in tim e step h approxim ation of(9),then the sequence

M n = m ((I
�

0 � h)
nf0) (34)

also gives a second-order approxim ation to the sam e

equation with � = (1� �)h=� .Thischain isthestandard

LBG K m odel.

EntropicLBG K (ELBG K )m ethods[8,24,42,54]dif-

fer only in the de�nition of (33): for � = 1 it should

conserveentropy,and in generalhasthe following form :

I
�

E (f)= (1� �)f + �~f; (35)

with ~f = (1� �)f + ���(f). The num ber� = �(f) is

chosen so thata constantentropy condition issatis�ed:

S(f)= S(~f).ForLBG K (33),� = 2.

O fcourse,com putation ofI
�

0 ism uch easierthan that

ofI
�

T ,I
�

S orI
�

E :itisnotnecessary to follow exactly the

m anifold q and to solve the nonlinear constant entropy

condition equation. Foran appropriate initialcondition

from q (notsu�ciently close to q 0),two stepsofLBG K

with I
�

0 givethesam esecond-orderaccuracyas(29).But

alongchain ofsuch stepscan lead farfrom thequasiequi-

librium m anifold and even from q.Here,weseestability

problem sarising.For� closeto 1,theone-step transfor-

m ation I
�

0 � h in thechain (34)alm ostconservesdistances

between m icroscopicdistributions,hence,we cannotex-

pectfastexponentialdecay ofany m ode,and thissystem

isnearthe boundary ofLyapunov stability.

i. DoesLBGK with overrelaxation collisions approx-

im ate the BGK equation? The BG K equation as well

asitsdiscrete velocity version (1)hasa direction offast

contraction � �(f)� f. The discrete chain (34) with �

closeto 1 hasnothing sim ilar.Hence,theapproxim ation

ofa genuine BG K solution by an LBG K chain m ay be

possibleonly ifboth theBG K and theLBG K chain tra-

jectories belong to a slow m anifold with high accuracy.

This im plies signi�cant restrictions on initialdata and

on thedynam icsoftheapproxim ated solution,aswellas

fastrelaxation ofthe LBG K chain to the slow m anifold.

TheusualTaylorseriesbased argum entsfrom [32]are

valid for h � �. Ifwe assum e h � �,(�t � � in the

notation of[32]) then Eqn.(10) of[32]transform s (in

ournotation)into f(x + vh;v;t+ h)= f�M (x + vh;v;t+

h)+ O (�) with M = m (f(x + vh;v;t+ h)). That is,

f(x;v;t+ h)= f�M (x;v;t+ h)+ O (�).According to this

form ula,f should alm ostbe atquasiequilibrium aftera

tim e step h � �,with som e correction term s oforder

�. This�rst-orderin � correction is,ofcourse,the �rst

term ofthe Chapm an{Enskog expansion (19): �f
(1)

M
=

��f�
M
(with possibleerroroforderO (�h)).Thisisavery

naturalresultforan approxim ation oftheBG K solution,

especiallyin lightoftheChapm an{Enskogexpansion [14,

32],butitisnotthe LBM schem ewith overrelaxation.

Thestandard elem entin theproofofsecond-orderac-

curacy oftheBG K equation approxim ation by an LBG K

chain usesthe estim ation ofan integral:fortim e step h

weobtain from (1)the exactidentity

fi(x + vih;t+ h)=
1

�

Z t+ h

t

(f�i;m (f)(x)� fi(x;t
0))dt0;

(36)

where f�
i;m (f)

(x) is the quasiequilibrium state that cor-

responds to the hydrodynam ic �elds m (f(x;t0)). Then

onecould apply the trapezoid ruleforintegration to the

right-hand side of(36). The errorofthe trapezoid rule

hasthe orderO (h3):

Z t+ h

t

Q (t0)dt0=
h

2
(Q (t)+ Q (t+ h))�

h3

12
�Q (t0);

where t0 2 [t;t+ h]is a prioriunknown point. But for

the singularly perturbed system (1),the second deriva-

tive ofthe term f�
i;m (f)

(x)� fi(x;t
0) on the righthand

side of (36) could be oforder 1=�2,and the whole er-

ror estim ate is O (h3=�3). This is not sm allfor h > �.

For backward or forward in tim e estim ates ofthe inte-

gral(36), errors have the order O (h2=�2). Hence, for

overrelaxation with h � � this reasoning is not appli-

cable. M any sim ple exam plesofquantitative and quali-

tative errorsofthis approxim ation for a singularly per-

turbed system could be obtained by analysisofa sim ple

system oftwoequations: _x = 1

�
(�(y)� x),_y =  (x;y)for

various� and  . There are exam plesofslow relaxation

(instead offast),ofblow-up instead ofrelaxation or of

spuriousoscillations,etc.

Hence,one cannot state that LBG K with overrelax-

ation collisionsapproxim atessolutionsoftheBG K equa-
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tion.Nevertheless,itcan do anotherjob:itcan approxi-

m atesolutionsofthem acroscopictransportequation.As

dem onstrated within thissection,the LBG K chain (34),

after som e initialrelaxation period,provides a second-

orderapproxim ation to thetransportequation,ifitgoes

close to the invariant �lm up to the order O (h2) (this

initialrelaxation period m ay have the order O (h2=�)).

In other words, it gives the required second-order ap-

proxim ation forthe m acroscopictransportequation un-

dersom estability conditions.

III. STA B ILIT Y A N D STA B ILISA T IO N

A . Instabilities

j. Positivity loss. First ofall,iff is far from the

quasiequilibrium ,thestateI
�

0 (f)(33)m ay benonphysi-

cal.The positivity conditions(positivity ofprobabilities

orpopulations)m ay beviolated.Form ulti-and in�nite-

dim ensionalproblem sitisnecessary to specify whatone

m eansbyfar.In theprevioussection,f isthewholestate

which includesthestatesofallsitesofthelattice.Allthe

involution operatorswith classicalentropiesare de�ned

forlattice sitesindependently. Violation ofpositivity at

one site m akes the whole state nonphysical. Hence,we

should use here the ‘1 -norm :close statesare close uni-

form ly,atallsites.

k. Large deviations. The second problem isnonlin-

earity: for accuracy estim ates we always use the as-

sum ption thatf issu�ciently closeto quasiequilibrium .

Far from the quasiequilibrium m anifold these estim ates

do not work because of nonlinearity (�rst of all, the

quasiequilibrium distribution,f�M , depends nonlinearly

on M and hence the projection operator,� �,isnonlin-

ear). Again we need to keep the statesnotfarfrom the

quasiequilibrium m anifold.

l. Directionalinstability. Thethird problem isa di-

rectionalinstability thatcan a�ectaccuracy:the vector

f� ��(f)can deviatefarfrom thetangentto q (Fig.1).

Hence,weshould notonly keep f closeto thequasiequi-

librium , but also guarantee sm allness ofthe angle be-

tween the direction f � ��(f)and tangentspaceto q.

O ne could rely on the stability ofthis direction,but

wefailto provethisin any generalcase.Thedirectional

instabilitychangesthestructureofdissipation term s:the

accuracy decreasesto the �rst-orderin tim e step h and

signi�cant
uctuationsofthePrandtlnum berand viscos-

ity,etc. m ay occur. Thiscarriesa dangereven without

blow-ups;onecould conceivablyberelyingon nonreliable

com putationalresults.

m . Direction ofneutralstability. Further,there ex-

ists a neutralstability ofalldescribed approxim ations

thatcausesone-step oscillations:a sm allshiftoff in the

direction of� f�
M
doesnotrelax back for� = 1,and its

relaxation is slow for � � 1 (for sm allviscosity). This

e�ectisdem onstrated fora chain ofm irrorre
ectionsin

Fig.2.

Invariant film
Free flight steps 

Overrelaxation steps

QE manifold

FIG .1:D irectionalinstability:afterseveraliterationsthetra-

jectory isnottangentto the invariant�lm with the required

accuracy.

FIG .2: Neutralstability and one-step oscillations in a se-

quenceofre
ections.Bold dotted line { a perturbed m otion,

� { direction ofneutralstability.

B . D issipative recipes for stabilisation

n. Positivity rule. There isa sim ple recipe forpos-

itivity preservation [11, 56]: to substitute nonpositive

I
�

0 (f)(x) by the closest nonnegative state that belongs

to the straightline

n

�f(x)+ (1� �)��(f(x))j� 2 R

o

(37)

de�ned by the two points,f(x) and its corresponding

quasiequilibrium state. This operation is to be applied

point-wise,atthepointsofthelatticewherethepositiv-

ity isviolated. The coe�cient� dependson x too. Let

uscallthisrecipethepositivity rule (Fig.3);itpreserves

positivity ofpopulationsand probabilities,butcan a�ect

the accuracy ofapproxim ation. The sam e rule isneces-

sary for ELBG K (35) when a positive \m irrorstate" ~f

with thesam eentropyasf doesnotexistson thestraight

line (37).

The positivity rule savesthe existence ofpositive so-

lutions,buta�ectsdissipation because the resultofthe

adjusted collision is closer to quasiequilibrium . There

is a fam ily of m ethods that m odify collisions at som e

points by additionalshift in the direction ofquasiequi-

librium .The positivity rule representsthe m inim alnec-

essary m odi�cation. It is reasonable to alwaysuse this

ruleforLBM (asa \salvation rule").

o. Ehrenfests’ regularisation. To discuss m ethods

with additionaldissipation,theentropicapproach isvery

convenient. Letentropy S(f)be de�ned foreach popu-

lation vectorf = (fi) (below,we use the sam e letterS
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f *

f1

f *+(2 -1)(f *-f1)

Positivity domain 

Positivity fixation 

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

positivity boundary.

forlocal-in-spaceentropy,and hopethatthecontextwill

m ake this notation clear). W e assum e that the global

entropy isa sum oflocalentropiesforallsites.Thelocal

nonequilibrium entropy is

�S(f)= S(f �)� S(f); (38)

where f� isthe corresponding localquasiequilibrium at

the sam epoint.

The Ehrenfests’ regularisation [11, 12]provides \en-

tropy trim m ing": we m onitor localdeviation off from

the corresponding quasiequilibrium ,and when �S(f;x)

exceeds a pre-speci�ed threshold value �,perform local

Ehrenfests’steps to the corresponding equilibrium . So

thattheEhrenfests’stepsarenotallowed to degradethe

accuracyofLBG K itispertinenttoselectthek siteswith

highest�S > �.Thea posterioriestim atesofadded dis-

sipation could easily beperform ed by analysisofentropy

production in Ehrenfests’steps. Num ericalexperim ents

show (see,e.g.,[11,12]and Sect.IV)thateven a sm all

num berofsuch stepsdrastically im provesstability.

To avoid the change ofaccuracy order \on average",

the num berofsiteswith thisstep should be O (N �x=L)

whereN isthetotalnum berofsites,�x isthestep ofthe

space discretization and L isthe m acroscopiccharacter-

isticlength.Butthisrough estim ateofaccuracy in aver-

age m ightbe destroyed by concentrationsofEhrenfests’

steps in the m ostnonequilibrium areas,for exam ple,in

boundary layers.In thatcase,instead ofthe totalnum -

berofsitesN in theestim ateO (N �x=L)weshould take

the num berofsitesin a speci�c region [59]. The e�ects

ofconcentration could be easily analysed a posteriori.

p. Entropic steps for nonentropic equilibria. Ifthe

approxim ate discrete equilibrium f� is nonentropic,we

can use �S K (f)= � SK (f)instead of�S(f),where S K

isthe K ullback entropy.Thisentropy,

SK (f)= �
X

i

filn

�
fi

f�i

�

; (39)

gives the physically reasonable entropic distance from

equilibrium ,ifthe supposed continuum system has the

classicalBG S entropy. In therm odynam ics, the K ull-

back entropy belongs to the fam ily ofM assieu{Planck{

K ram ersfunctions(canonicalorgrand canonicalpoten-

tials).O necan use(39)in theconstruction ofEhrenfests’

regularisation forany choiceofdiscreteequilibrium .

W ehaveintroduced twoprocedures:thepositivityrule

and Ehrenfests’regularisation. Both im prove stability,

reduce nonequilibrium entropy,and,hence,nonequilib-

rium 
uxes. The proper context for discussion ofsuch

procedures are the 
ux-lim iters in �nite di�erence and

�nite volum e m ethods. Here we refer to the classi-

cal
ux-corrected transport (FCT) algorithm [10]that

strictly m aintainspositivity,and to its further develop-

m ents[9,43,55].

q. Sm ooth lim iters ofnonequilibrium 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 oregentletransform ationswith sm ooth shiftsofhigher

nonequilibrium statestoequilibrium .Thefollowingregu-

larisation transform ation distributesitsaction sm oothly:

f 7! f
� + �(�S(f))(f � f

�): (40)

Thechoiceofthefunction � ishighly am biguous,forex-

am ple,� = 1=(1+ ��S k)forsom e � > 0,k > 0.There

are two signi�cantly di�erent choices: (i) ensem ble-

independent � (i.e.,the value of� depends on the lo-

calvalueof�S only)and (ii)ensem ble-dependent�,for

exam ple

� =
1+ (�S=(�E(�S))) k� 1=2

1+ (�S=(�E(�S))) k

where E(�S)isthe average value of�S in the com pu-

tationalarea, k � 1 and � & 1. It is easy to select

an ensem ble-dependent� with controloftotaladditional

dissipation.

r. ELBGK collisions as a sm ooth lim iter. O n the

basis on num ericaltests,the authors of[56]claim that

thepositivity ruleprovidesthesam eresults(in thesense

ofstability and absence/presenceofspuriousoscillations)

asthe ELBG K m odels,butELBG K providesbetterac-

curacy.

Forthe form alde�nition ofELBG K (35)ourtestsdo

not support claim s that ELBG K erases spurious oscil-

lations (see Sect. IV below). Sim ilar observations for

Burgers equation has been reported in [7]. W e under-

stand this situation in the following way. The entropic

m ethod consistsofatleastthreecom ponents:

1.entropicquasiequilibrium de�ned by entropy m ax-

im isation;

2.entropy balanced collisions (35) that have to pro-

vide properentropy balance;

3.a m ethod for the solution of the transcendental

equation S(f)= S(~f)to �nd � = �(f)in (35).

It appears that the �rst two item s do not a�ect spuri-

ousoscillationsatall,ifwe solveequation for�(f)with

high accuracy.Additionalviscosity could,potentially,be

added by use ofexplicit analytic form ulas for �(f). In

ordernotto decreaseentropy,the errorsin these form u-

lasalwaysincrease dissipation. This can be interpreted
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as a hidden transform ation ofthe form (40),where the

coe�cientsof� also depend on f �.

Com paredto
uxlim iters,nonequilibrium entropylim -

iters have a greatbene�t: by sum m ation ofallentropy

changeswe can estim ate the am ountofadditionaldissi-

pation the lim itersintroduceinto the system .

C . N on-dissipative recipes for stabilisation

s. M icroscopic error and m acroscopic accuracy.

Theinvariant�lm q isan invariantm anifold forthefree-


ighttransform ation and forthe tem poraland entropic

involutions.The linearinvolution I0,aswellasthe EL-

BG K involution IE ,transform sapointf 2 qintoapoint

f0with f � f0= �� � � (f)+ o(f � ��(f)),i.e.,thevector

f� f0is\alm osttangent" to q,and thedistancefrom f0

to q hasthe orderO (kf � ��(f)k2).

Hence,iftheinitialstatebelongstoq,and thedistance

from quasiequilibrium is sm allenough (� O (h)), then

during severalstepsthe LBG K chain willrem ain nearq

with deviation � O (h2). M oreover,because errorspro-

duced by collisions(deviationsfrom q)havezero m acro-

scopicprojection,thecorrespondingm acroscopicerrorin

M during severalstepswillrem ain oforderO (h3).

To dem onstrate this, suppose the error in f, �f, is

oforder O (hk),and m (�f) = 0,then for sm ooth �elds

after a free-
ight step an error ofhigher order appears

in the m acroscopicvariablesM :m (� h(�f))= O (hk+ 1),

because m (� h(�f)) = m ((�h � 1)(�f)) and �h � 1 =

O (h).Thelastestim aterequiressm oothness.

This sim ple statem ent is usefulfor the error analysis

weperform .W eshallcallitthelem m a ofhigher m acro-

scopic accuracy: a m icroscopic erroroforder O (hk) in-

duces,aftera tim e step h,a m acroscopic erroroforder

O (hk+ 1),ifthe �eld ofm acroscopic 
uxesissu�ciently

sm all(here,the m icroscopic errorm eans the errorthat

haszero m acroscopicprojection).

t. Restarts and approxim ation of � f�
M
. The prob-

lem ofnondissipative LBM stabilisation we interpretas

a problem of appropriate restart from a point that is

su�ciently close to the invariant �lm . If h = � and

collisionsreturn the state to quasiequilibrium ,then the

state belongs to q for alltim e with high accuracy. For

h 6= �,form ulasforrestarting arealso available:onecan

choose between (22)and,m ore 
exibly,(23). Neverthe-

less,m any questions rem ain. Firstly,what should one

take for� f�
M
? Thisvectorhasa straightforward di�er-

entialde�nition (10)(letusalso recallthat��f�
M
isthe

�rstChapm an{Enskog nonequilibrium correction to the

distribution function (19)).Butnum ericaldi�erentiation

could violatetheexact-in-spacefree-
ighttransform ation

and localcollisions. There existsa ratheraccurate cen-

traldi�erenceapproxim ation of� f�
M
on thebasisoffree-


ight:

� f�
M
=
1

2
(� +

f�
M

+ � �

f�
M

)+ O (h2); (41)

where

�
+

f�
M

=
1

h
(� h(f

�

M )� ��(� h(f
�

M )));

� �

f�
M

= �
1

h
(� � h(f

�

M )� ��(� � h(f
�

M ))):

Therearenoerrorsofthe�rst-orderin (41).Theforward

(�
+

f�
M

)and backward (�
�

f�
M

)approxim ationsare one or-

derlessaccurate.Thecom putation of� �

f�
M

isofthesam e

com putationalcostasan LBG K step,hence,ifweusethe

restartform ula (22)with centraldi�erenceevaluation of

� f�
M

(41),then the com putationalcost increases three

tim es(approxim ately).Non-locality ofcollisions(restart

from the distribution fsM (22) with a nonlocalexpres-

sion for� f�
M
)spoilsthe m ain LBM idea ofexactlinear

free-
ight and localcollisions: nonlocality is linear and

exact,nonlinearity islocal[53]).O nem ightalsoconsider

theinclusion ofother�nitedi�erencerepresentationsfor

� f�
M

into explicit LBM schem es. The consequences of

thiscom bination should be investigated.

u. Coupled steps with quasiequilibrium ends. The

m ean viscosity lem m a allows us to com bine di�erent

starting points in order to obtain the necessary m acro-

scopic equations. From this lem m a, it follows that

the following construction of two coupled steps with

restart from quasiequilibrium approxim ates the m acro-

scopic equation (9) with second-order accuracy in tim e

step h.

Letustakef�M astheinitialstatewith given M ,then

evolve the state by � h,apply the incom plete tem poral

involutionI
�

T
(28),againevolveby� h,and�nallyproject

by � � onto the quasiequilibrium m anifold:

M 7! M 0= m (� �(� h(I
�

T (� h(f
�

M ))))): (42)

It follows from the restart form ula (22) and the m ean

viscosity lem m a that this step gives a second-order in

tim eh approxim ation to theshiftin tim e2h for(9)with

� = 2(1 � �)h,1=2 � � � 1. Now,let us replace I
�

T

by the m uch sim plertransform ation ofLBG K collisions

I
�

0 (33):

M 7! M 0= m (� �(� h(I
�

0 (� h(f
�

M ))))): (43)

According to the lem m a of higher m acroscopic accu-

*

QE-manifold0I

0I

FIG .4:The schem e ofcoupled steps(43).

racy thisstep (Fig.4)also givesa second-orderin tim e
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h approxim ation to the shift in tim e 2h for (9) with

� = 2(1 � �)h,1=2 � � � 1. The replacem ent ofI
�

T

by I
�

0 introduces an error in f that is oforder O (h2),

but both transform ations conserve the value ofm acro-

scopic variables exactly. Hence (due to the lem m a of

higherm acroscopicaccuracy)the resulting errorofcou-

pled steps(43)in them acroscopicvariablesM isoforder

O (h3).Thism eansthatthem ethod hassecond-orderac-

curacy.

Letusenum eratethem acroscopicstatesin (43):M 0 =

M ,M 1=2 = m (� h(f
�

M )) and M 1 = M 0. The shift from

M 0 to M 1=2 approxim atestheshiftin tim eh for(9)with

� = h. Ifwe would like to m odel(9)with � � h,then

� = h m eans relatively very high viscosity. The step

from M 1=2 to M 1 has to norm alize viscosity to the re-

quested sm allvalue(com pareto antidi�usion in [9,10]).

The antidi�usion problem necessarily appears in m ost

CFD approachesto sim ulation 
owswith high-Reynolds

num bers. Another fam ous exam ple ofsuch a problem

is the �ltering-de�ltering problem in large eddy sim ula-

tion (LES) [52]. The antidi�usion in the coupled steps

is produced by physical
uxes (by free-
ight) and pre-

serves positivity. The coupled step is a transform ation

M 0 7! M 1 and takestim e 2h.The m iddle pointM 1=2 is

an auxiliary state only.

Letusenum eratethe m icroscopicstatesin (43):f0 =

f�M ,f
�

1=2
= � h(f

�

M ),f0
1=2

= � �(f
�

1=2
), ~f1=2 = I10(f

�

1=2
),

f
+

1=2
= f0

1=2
+ (1� �)(~f1=2 � f0

1=2
),f�1 = � h(f

+

1=2
)f1 =

� �(f
�

1 )= f�M 1
,whereM 1 = m (f

�

1 ).Here,in them iddle

ofthe step,we have 4 points: a free-
ight shift ofthe

initialstate (f
�

1=2
), the corresponding quasiequilibrium

(f0
1=2

), the m irror im age (~f1=2) of the point f�
1=2

with

respect to the centre f0
1=2

,and the state (f
+

1=2
) that is

the im age off�
1=2

after hom othety with centre f0
1=2

and

coe�cient2� � 1.

For sm ooth �elds,the tim e shift � h returns ~f1=2 to

the quasiequilibrium m anifold with possible errorofor-

der O (h2). For entropic equilibria,the nonequilibrium

entropy ofthe state � h(~f1=2)isoforderO (h
4). Thisis

an entropicestim ateoftheaccuracy ofantidi�usion:the

nonequilibrium entropy of ~f1=2 could be estim ated from

below as C (M )h2, where C (M ) > 0 does not depend

on h. The problem ofantidi�usion can be stated asan

im plicitstepping problem :�nd a point ~f such that

m (~f)= M ; (� �
� 1)(�h(~f))= 0: (44)

Thisantidi�usion problem isa propertwo-pointbound-

ary valueproblem .In a �nite-dim ensionalspacethe�rst

condition includesN independentequations(whereN is

the num ber ofindependent m acroscopic variables),the

second allowsN degreesoffreedom ,because the values

ofthem acroscopicvariablesatthatend arenot�xed and

� h(~f)could beany pointon thequasiequilibrium m ani-

fold).Shooting m ethodsforthesolution ofthisproblem

looksquitesim ple:

� M ethod A,

~fn+ 1 = ~fn + � �(� h(~fn))� �h(~fn); (45)

� M ethod B,

~fn+ 1 = � � h(�
�(� h(~fn)))

+ f�M � ��(� � h(�
�(� h(~fn)))):

(46)

M ethod A is:shootfrom the previousapproxim ation,
~fn,by � h,project onto quasiequilibrium ,� �(� h(~fn)),

and then correction of~fn by the�nalpointdisplacem ent,

� �(� h(~fn))� �h(~fn).The valueofM doesnotchange,

becausem (� �(� h(~fn)))= m (� h(~fn)).

M ethod B is:shootfrom the previousapproxim ation,
~fn, by � h, project onto quasiequilibrium , shoot back-

wardsby � � h,and then correction ofM usingquasiequi-

libria (plus the quasiequilibrium with required value of

M ,and m inusonewith currentvalue ofM ).

Theinitialapproxim ation could be ~f1=2,and n hereis

the num ber ofiteration. Due to the lem m a ofhigher

m acroscopic accuracy, each iteration (45) or (46) in-

creasestheorderofaccuracy (seealso thenum ericaltest

in Sec.IV).

The shooting m ethod A (45) better m eets the m ain

LBM idea:each changeofm acroscopicvariableisdueto

afree-
ightstep (becausefree-
ightin LBM isexact),all

otheroperationse�ectnonequilibrium com ponentofthe

distribution only. The correction ofM in the shooting

m ethod B (46)violatesthisrequirem ent.

The idea thatallm acroscopicchangesareprojections

offree-
ightplays,forthe proposed LBM antidi�usion,

thesam eroleasthem onotonicitycondition forFCT [10].

In particular,free-
ightneverviolatespositivity.

Ifwea�nd solution ~f totheantidi�usion problem with

M = M 1=2,then we can take f+
1=2

= f0
1=2

+ (1� �)(~f �

f0
1=2

),and M 1 = m (� h(f
+

1=2
)). Buteven exactsolutions

of (44) can cause stability problem s: the entropy of ~f

could belessthan theentropy off
�

1=2
,and blow-up could

appear. A palliative solution is to perform an entropic

step:to�nd � such thatS(f0
1=2

+ �(~f� f0
1=2

))= S(f
�

1=2
),

then use f
+

1=2
= f0

1=2
+ (1 � �)�(~f � f0

1=2
). Even for

nonentropic equilibria itispossible to use the K ullback

entropy (39) for com parison of distributions with the

sam e value ofthe m acroscopic variables. M oreover,the

quadraticapproxim ation to (39)willnotviolatesecond-

order accuracy,and does not require the solution ofa

transcendentalequation.

The viscosity coe�cientis proportionalto � and sig-

ni�cantly dependson the chain construction:forthe se-

quence(29)wehave� = (1� �)h=�,and forthesequence

ofsteps(43)� = 2(1� �)h.Forsm all1� � thelatergives

around two tim eslargerviscosity (and forrealisation of

the sam eviscosity wem usttakethisinto account).

How can the coupled steps m ethod (43) fail? The

m ethod collectsallthehigh ordererrorsinto dissipation.
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W hen the high-order errors accum ulated in dissipation

becom ecom patiblewith thesecond-orderterm s,theob-

servable viscosity signi�cantly increases. In ournum eri-

calteststhiscatastropheoccurswhen thehydrodynam ic

�eldschangesigni�cantly on 2-3 grid steps�x (the char-

acteristic wave length � � 3�x). The catastrophe point

isthe sam e forthe plain coupled steps(43)and forthe

m ethodswith iterativecorrections(45)or(46).The ap-

propriateaccuracyrequires� & 10�x.O ntheotherhand,

thism ethod isagood solverforproblem swith shocks(in

com parison with standard LBG K and ELBG K )and pro-

duces shock waves with very narrow fronts and alm ost

without G ibbs e�ect. So,for su�ciently sm ooth �elds

itshould dem onstratesecond-orderaccuracy,and in the

vicinity ofsteep velocity derivativesitincreasesviscosity

and producesarti�cialdissipation. Hence,thisrecipe is

nondissipativein the m ain orderonly.

Them ain technicaltask in \stabilisation foraccuracy"

is to keep the system su�ciently close to the invariant

�lm . Roughly speaking,we should correct the m icro-

scopicstatef in ordertokeepitclosetotheinvariant�lm

ortothetangentstraightlineff�M + �� f�
M
j� 2 Rg,where

M = m (f).Butthegeneralaccuracycondition (23)gives

m uch m ore freedom : the restartpoint should return to

theinvariant�lm in projectionson them acroscopicvari-

ablesand their
uxesonly.A variantofsuch regularisa-

tion wasdefactoproposed and successfully tested in [44].

In the sim plestrealisation ofsuch approachesa problem

of\ghost" variables[53]can arise: when we change the

restart(22)to (23),neitherm om ents,nor
uxeschange.

Thedi�erence isa \ghost" vector.Atthe nextstep,the

introduced ghost com ponent could a�ect 
uxes,and at

the following stepsthe coupling between ghostvariables

and m acroscopic m om ents em erges. Additional relax-

ation tim esm ay beadjusted to suppressthesenonhydro-

dynam icghostvariables[20].

v. Com prom ise between nonequilibrium m em ory and

restartrules. Form ulas(22)and (23)prescribea choice

ofrestart states fsM . Allm em ory from previous evolu-

tion is in the m acroscopic state,M ,only. There is no

m icroscopic (or,alternatively,nonequilibrium ) m em ory.

E�ects ofnonequilibrium m em ory for LBM are not yet

wellstudied. For LBG K with overrelaxation,these ef-

fects increase when � approaches 1 because relaxation

tim e decreases. W e can form ulate a hypothesis: ob-

served sub-grid propertiesofvariousLBG K realisations

and m odi�cationsforhigh-Reynoldsnum berare due to

nonequilibrium m em ory e�ects.

In orderto �nd a com prom ise between the restartre-

quirem ents (22),(23) and nonequilibrium m em ory ex-

istence we can propose to choose directions in concor-

dancewith (22),(23),wherethenonequilibrium entropy

�eld (38) does not change in the restart procedure. If

aftera free-
ightstep we havea distribution f and �nd

a corresponding restartstate fs
m (f)

due to a globalrule,

then for each grid point x we can restart from a point

f�
m (f)

+ �(x)(fs
m (f)

� f�
m (f)

),where �(x)> 0 is a solu-

tion ofthe constantlocalnonequilibrium entropy equa-

tion S(f�
m (f)

(x)+ �(x)(fs
m (f)

(x)� f�
m (f)

(x)))= S(f(x)).

Thisfam ily ofm ethodsallowsa m inim alnonequilibrium

m em ory{them em oryaboutlocalentropicdistancefrom

quasiequilibrium .

IV . N U M ER IC A L EX P ER IM EN T

A . V elocities and equilibria

To conclude this paper we report two num ericalex-

perim entsconducted to dem onstratethe perform anceof

som e of the proposed LBM stabilisation recipes from

Sect.III.

W echoosevelocity setswith entropicequilibriaand an

H -theorem in orderto com pareallm ethodsin a uniform

setting.

In 1D,we use a lattice with spacing and tim e step

h = 1 and a discretevelocity setfv1;v2;v3g := f0;� 1;1g

sothatthem odelconsistsofstatic,left-andright-m oving

populations only. The subscript i denotes population

(not lattice site num ber) and f1,f2 and f3 denote the

static,left- and right-m oving populations,respectively.

Theentropy isS = � H ,with

H = f1 log(f1=4)+ f2 log(f2)+ f3 log(f3);

(see,e.g.,[41])and,forthisentropy,thelocalquasiequi-

librium statef� isavailableexplicitly:

f
�

1 =
2n

3

�
2�

p
1+ 3u2

�
;

f
�

2 =
n

6

�
(3u � 1)+ 2

p
1+ 3u2

�
;

f
�

3 = �
n

6

�
(3u + 1)� 2

p
1+ 3u2

�
;

where

n :=
X

i

fi; u :=
1

n

X

i

vifi:

In 2D,therealisation ofLBG K thatweusewillem ploy

a uniform 9-speed square lattice with discrete velocities

fviji= 0;1;:::8g:v0 = 0,vi = (cos((i� 1)�=2);sin((i�

1)�=2)) for i = 1;2;3;4, vi =
p
2(cos((i� 5)�

2
+

�

4
);sin((i� 5)�

2
+ �

4
)) for i= 5;6;7;8. The num bering

f0,f1;:::;f8 are forthe static,east,north,west,south,

northeast, northwest, southwest and southeast-m oving

populations,respectively.Asusual,thequasiequilibrium

state,f�,can be uniquely determ ined by m axim ising an

entropy functional

S(f)= �
X

i

filog

�
fi

W i

�

;

subject to the constraints ofconservation ofm ass and

m om entum [3]:

f�i = nW i

2Y

j= 1

�

2�

q

1+ 3u2j

�
 
2uj +

q

1+ 3u2j

1� uj

! vi;j

:

(47)
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Here, the lattice weights, W i, are given lattice-speci�c

constants: W 0 = 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

n :=
X

i

fi; (u1;u2):=
1

n

X

i

vifi:

Asweareadvised in Sect.III,in alloftheexperim ents,

weim plem entthe positivity rule.

B . Shock tube

The1D shock tubefora com pressibleisotherm al
uid

is a standard benchm ark test for hydrodynam ic codes.

O urcom putationaldom ain willbetheinterval[0;1]and

wediscretizethisintervalwith 801 uniform ly spaced lat-

tice sites. W e choose the initialdensity ratio as 1:2 so

thatforx � 400 we setn = 1:0 else wesetn = 0:5.

w. Basic test: LBGK, ELBGK and Coupled steps.

W ewill�xthekinem aticviscosityofthe
uid at� = 10� 9

W e should take � = 1=(2� + 1)� 1� 2� forLBG K and

ELBG K (with orwithouttheEhrenfests’regularisation).

W hereas,forthe coupled step regularisation,we should

take� = 1� �.

The governing equationsforLBG K are

fi(x + vi;t+ 1)= f�i(x;t)+ (2� � 1)(f�i(x;t)� fi(x;t)):

(48)

ForELBG K (35)the governing equationsare:

fi(x + vi;t+ 1)= (1� �)f�i(x;t)+ � ~fi(x;t); (49)

with ~f = (1 � �)f + �f�. As previously m entioned,

theparam eter,�,ischosen to satisfy a constantentropy

condition.Thisinvolves�ndingthenontrivialrootofthe

equation

S((1� �)f + �f�)= S(f): (50)

Inaccuracy in thesolution ofthisequation can introduce

arti�cialviscosity. To solve (50)num erically we em ploy

a robustroutine based on bisection. The rootissolved

to an accuracy of10� 15 and we alwaysensure that the

returned valueof� doesnotlead to a num ericalentropy

decrease. W e stipulate thatif,atsom e site,no nontriv-

ialrootof(50)existswe willem ploy the positivity rule

instead.

The governing equationsforthe coupled step regular-

isation ofLBG K alternatesbetween classicLBG K steps

and equilibration:

fi(x + vi;t+ 1)

=

�
f�i(x;t); N step odd,

f�i(x;t)+ (2� � 1)(f�i(x;t)� fi(x;t));N step even,

(51)

whereN step isthecum ulativetotalnum beroftim esteps

taken in the sim ulation. Forcoupled steps,only the re-

sultofa coupleofstepshasclearphysicalm eaning:this

coupletransform sf�i(x;t)thatappearsatthebeginning

ofan odd step to f�i(x;t)thatappearsatthe beginning

ofthe nextodd step.
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FIG . 5: D ensity and velocity pro�le of the 1:2 isother-

m al shock tube sim ulation after 400 tim e steps using (a)

LBG K (48); (b) ELBG K (49); (e) coupled step regularisa-

tion (51);In this exam ple,no negative population are pro-

duced by any ofthe m ethodsso the positivity rule isredun-

dant. For ELBG K in this exam ple,(50) always has a non-

trivialroot.

Aswecan see,thechoicebetween thetwocollision for-

m ulasLBG K (48)orELBG K (49)doesnota�ectspuri-

ousoscillation.Butitshould be m entioned thatthe en-

tropic m ethod consistsofnotonly the collision form ula,

but,whatisim portant,includesthe provision ofspecial

choicesofquasiequilibrium that could im prove stability

(see,e.g.,[17]). The coupled steps produce alm ost no

spuriousoscillations.Thisseem sto be nice,butin such

casesit is necessary to m onitor the am ountofarti�cial

dissipation and to m easuretheviscosity provided by the

m ethod (seebelow).

x. Ehrenfests’regularisation. For the realisation of

the Ehrenfests’ regularisation of LBG K , which is in-

tended to keep states uniform ly close to the quasiequi-

librium m anifold,we should m onitornonequilibrium en-

tropy �S (38)atevery lattice site throughoutthe sim -

ulation. Ifa pre-speci�ed threshold value � isexceeded,

then an Ehrenfests’step is taken at the corresponding

site.Now,the governing equationsbecom e:

fi(x + vi;t+ 1)

=

�
f�i(x;t)+ (2� � 1)(f�i(x;t)� fi(x;t));�S � �,

f�i(x;t); otherwise,

(52)
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Furtherm ore,so thatthe Ehrenfests’stepsare notal-

lowed todegradetheaccuracy ofLBG K itispertinentto

selectthe k siteswith highest�S > �.The a posteriori

estim atesofadded dissipation could easily beperform ed

by analysisofentropy production in Ehrenfests’steps.
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FIG . 6: D ensity and velocity pro�le of the 1:2 isotherm al

shock tube sim ulation after 400 tim e stepsusing Ehrenfests’

regularisation (52) with (a) (k;�) = (4;10
�3
); (b) (k;�) =

(4;10
�4
). Siteswhere Ehrenfests’stepsare em ployed are in-

dicated by crosses.Com pare to Fig.5a.
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FIG .7: LBG K (48) regularised with Ehrenfests’steps (52).

D ensity pro�le of the 1:2 isotherm alshock tube sim ulation

and Ehrenfests’steps histogram after 400 tim e steps using

the tolerances (a)(k;�)= (1 ;10�3 );(b)(k;�)= (1 ;10�4 );

(c)(k;�)= (1 ;10
�5
). Siteswhere Ehrenfests’stepsare em -

ployed are indicated by crosses.Com pare to Fig.5a.

In theexam plein Fig.6,wehaveconsidered �xed tol-

erancesof(k;�)= (4;10� 3)and (k;�)= (4;10� 4)only.
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FIG .8: LBG K (48) regularised with Ehrenfests’steps (52).

D ensity pro�le ofthe 1:2 isotherm alshock tube sim ulation

and Ehrenfests’steps histogram after 400 tim e steps using

thetolerances(a)(k;�)= (1;10
�4
);(b)(k;�)= (4;10

�4
);(c)

(k;�)= (8;10
�4
).SiteswhereEhrenfests’stepsareem ployed

are indicated by crosses.Com pare to Fig.5a.

W e reiterate that it is im portant for Ehrenfests’steps

to be em ployed at only a sm allshare of sites. To il-

lustrate,in Fig.7 we have allowed k to be unbounded

and let� vary.As� decreases,thenum berofEhrenfests’

stepsquicklybeginstogrow (asshown in theaccom pany-

ing histogram s)and excessive and unnecessary sm ooth-

ing isobserved atthe shock.The second-orderaccuracy

ofLBG K iscorrupted.In Fig.8,wehavekept� �xed at

� = 10� 4 and instead letk vary. W e observe thateven

sm allvaluesofk (e.g.,k = 1)dram atically im provesthe

stability ofLBG K .

C . A ccuracy ofcoupled steps

Coupled steps(43)give the sim plestsecond{orderac-

curatestabilization ofLBG K .Stabilization isguaranteed

by collection ofallerrorsinto dissipativeterm s.Butthis

m onotone collection oferrors could increase the higher

orderterm sin viscosity.Hence,itseem sto benecessary

to analyzenotonly orderoferrors,buttheirvaluestoo.

For accuracy analysis ofcoupled steps we are inter-

ested in the error in the antidi�usion step (44). W e

analyse one coupled step for � = 1. The m otion

starts from a quasiequilibrium f0 = f�M , then a free-


ight step f
�

1=2
= � h(f

�

M ), after that a sim ple re
ec-

tion ~f1=2 = I10(f
�

1=2
) with respect to the quasiequilib-

rium centre f0
1=2

= � �(f�
1=2

), again a free-
ight step,
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FIG . 9: (a) The ‘2 estim ate of m iddle point displace-

m ent (53): for coupled steps (43) (diam onds), one (trian-

gles),two (squares)and three(dots)shooting iterations(46);

(b)The ‘2 estim ate ofnonequilibrity ofthe �nalpoint(54):

forcoupled steps(43)(diam onds),one(triangles),two (stars)

and three (squares)shooting iterations(46).

f
�

1 = � h(~f1=2),and �nally a projection onto quasiequi-

librium ,f1 = � �(f�1 ).

In the �rstoftwo accuracy tests,two types oferrors

areto be studied.The m iddle pointdisplacem entis

�cs = kf01=2 � ��(� � h(f
�

1 ))k=kf0 � f01=2k: (53)

To estim atenonequilibrity ofthe�nalpointf
�

1 (i.e.,ad-

ditionaldissipation introduced by lastprojection in the

coupled step)we should com pare the di�erence f�1 � f1
to the di�erence atthe m iddle pointf

�

1=2
� f0

1=2
.Letus

introduce

�cs = kf
�

1 � f1k
2=kf

�

1=2
� f01=2k

2: (54)

In ourtests(Fig.9)weusethe ‘2 norm .

W etakethe1D 3-velocitym odelwith entropicequilib-

ria.O urcom putationaldom ain willbetheinterval[0;1]

which we discretize with 1001 uniform ly spaced lattice

sites.Theinitialcondition isn(x;0)= 1+ 0:2sin(2�!x),

u(x;0)= 0:1cos(2�!x)and we em ploy periodic bound-

ary conditions. W e com pute a single coupled step for

frequenciesin the range! = 1;2;:::;1000 (Fig.9).

The solution ~f to the antidi�usion problem could be

corrected by the shooting iterations(45)and (46). The

correspondingerrorsform ethod B (46)arealsopresented

in Fig.9.W euse�cs;iand �cs;i,fori= 1;2;:::,todenote

each subsequentshooting of(53)and (54),respectively.

W e observe that the nonequilibrity estim ate, �cs,

blows-up around the wavelength 1=! � 3�x. Sim ultane-

ously,them iddlepointdisplacem ent�cs hasvaluearound

unity atthe sam e point. W e do notplotthe resultsfor

larger values of! as the sim ulation has becom e m ean-

ingless and num ericalaliasing willnow decrease these

errors.The sam e criticalpointisobserved foreach sub-

sequentshooting aswell.Forthisproblem ,the shooting

procedureisdem onstrated tobee�ectiveforwavelengths

1=! . 10�x.

Forthe second accuracy testweproposea sim ple test

to m easure the observable viscosity of a coupled step

(and LBG K ) sim ulation. W e take the 2D isotherm al

9-velocity m odelwith entropic equilibria. O ur com pu-

tationaldom ain willa square which we discretize with

(L + 1)� (L + 1)uniform ly spaced points and periodic

boundaryconditions.Theinitialcondition isn(x;y)= 1,

u1(x;y) = 0 and u2(x;y) = u0 sin(2�x=L),with u0 =

0:05. The exact velocity solution to this problem is an

exponentialdecay oftheinitialcondition:u1(x;y;t)= 0,

u2(x;y;t) = u0 exp(� �u0t=(ReL))sin(2�x=L),where �

is som e constant and Re = Re(�) = u0L=�(�) is the

Reynoldsnum berofthe 
ow.Here,� = �(�)isthe the-

oreticalviscosity ofthe 
uid:� = 1� � forthe coupled

steps(43)and � = (1=� � 1)=2 forLBG K .

Now,we sim ulate the 
ow over L=v0 tim e steps and

m easuretheconstant� from thenum ericalsolution.W e

do this for both LBG K and the coupled steps (43) for

L = 100 and forL = 200.The results(Fig.10)show us

thatfor coupled steps (and forLBG K to a m uch lesser

extent)theobserved viscosity ishigherthan thetheoret-

icalestim ate,hence the observed Re is lower than the

estim ate. In particular,the lower-resolution (L = 100)

coupled stepssim ulation divergesfrom LBG K ataround

Re = 500. The two tim es higher-resolution (L = 200)

sim ulations are close to around Re = O (1000), after

which there begins to be a considerable increase in the

observableviscosity (asexplained within Sect.IIIC).

D . Flow around a square-cylinder

The unsteady 
ow around a square-cylinderhasbeen

widely experim entally investigated in theliterature(see,

e.g.,[19,46,57]).Thecom putationalsetup forthe
ow

isasfollows.A square-cylinderofsidelength L,initially

atrest,is im m ersed in a constant
ow in a rectangular

channeloflength 30L and height 25L. The cylinder is

place on the centre line in the y-direction resulting in a

blockageratioof4% .Thecentreofthecylinderisplaced

ata distance 10:5L from the inlet. The free-stream ve-

locity is �xed at (u1 ;v1 ) = (0:05;0) (in lattice units)

forallsim ulations.

O nthenorthand southchannelwallsafree-slipbound-

ary condition is im posed (see,e.g.,[53]). At the inlet,

the inward pointing velocities are replaced with their

quasiequilibrium valuescorrespondingto thefree-stream

velocity. At the outlet, the inward pointing velocities
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arereplacedwith theirassociatedquasiequilibrium values

corresponding to thevelocity and density ofthepenulti-

m ate row ofthe lattice.

y. M axwellboundary condition. Theboundary con-

dition on the cylinder that we prefer is the di�usive

M axwellboundary condition (see,e.g.,[15]),which was

�rstapplied to LBM in [2].Theessenceofthecondition

is that populations reaching a boundary are re
ected,

proportionalto equilibrium ,such thatm ass-balance (in

the bulk) and detail-balance are achieved. W e willde-

scribe two possible realisations ofthe boundary condi-

tion {tim e-delayed and instantaneousre
ection ofequili-

brated populations.In both instances,im m ediately prior

to the advection ofpopulations,only those populations

pointing in to the 
uid ata boundary site are updated.

Boundary sites do notundergo the collisionalstep that

the bulk ofthe sitesaresubjected to.

To illustrate,considerthe situation ofa wall,aligned

with thelattice,m ovingwith velocity uwalland with out-

ward pointing norm alto thewallpointing in thepositive

y-direction (thisisthesituation on thenorth wallofthe

square-cylinderwith uwall= 0).Thetim e-delayed re
ec-

tion im plem entation ofthe di�usive M axwellboundary

condition ata boundary site (x;y)on this wallconsists

ofthe update

fi(x;y;t+ 1)= �f
�

i(uwall); i= 2;5;6;

with

� =
f4(x;y;t)+ f7(x;y;t)+ f8(x;y;t)

f�2(uwall)+ f�5(uwall)+ f�6(uwall)
:

W hereasfortheinstantaneousre
ection im plem entation

weshould usefor�:

f4(x;y+ 1;t)+ f7(x + 1;y+ 1;t)+ f8(x � 1;y+ 1;t)

f�2(uwall)+ f�5(uwall)+ f�6(uwall)
:

O bserve that,because density is a linear factor ofthe

equilibria (47),the density ofthe wallisinconsequential

in theboundary condition and can thereforebetaken as

unity forconvenience.

W e point out that, although both realisations agree

in thecontinuum lim it,thetim e-delayed im plem entation

doesnotaccom plish m ass-balance. Therefore,instanta-

neousre
ection ispreferred and willbetheim plem enta-

tion thatwe em ploy in the presentexam ple.

Finally,it is instructive to illustrate the situation for

a boundary site(x;y)on a cornerofthesquare-cylinder,

saythenorth-westcorner.The(instantaneousre
ection)

update isthen

fi(x;y;t+ 1)= �f�i(uwall); i= 2;3;5;6;7;

where

� = �0=�wall;

�0 = f1(x � 1;y;t)+ f4(x;y+ 1;t)

+ f5(x � 1;y� 1;t)+ f7(x + 1;y+ 1;t)

+ f8(x � 1;y+ 1;t);

�wall = f�2(uwall)+ f�3(uwall)

+ f�5(uwall)+ f
�

6(uwall)+ f
�

7(uwall):

z. Strouhal{Reynolds relationship. As a test ofthe

Ehrenfests’regularisation (52), a series of sim ulations,

allwith characteristic length �xed atL = 20,were con-

ducted overa range ofReynoldsnum bersRe= Lu1 =�.

The param eterpair(k;�),which controlthe Ehrenfests’

stepstolerances,are�xed at(L=2;10� 3).

W eareinterested in com putingtheStrouhal{Reynolds

relationship.TheStrouhalnum berStisa dim ensionless

m easureofthevortex shedding frequency in thewakeof

one side ofthe cylinder: St= Lf!=u1 ;where f! isthe

shedding frequency.

Forourcom putationalsetup,thevortex shedding fre-

quency iscom puted usingthefollowingalgorithm ictech-

nique. Firstly,the x-com ponent ofvelocity is recorded

during the sim ulation over tm ax = 1250L=u1 tim e

steps. The m onitoring points is positioned at coordi-

nates(4L;� 2L)(assum ing the origin isatthe centre of

thecylinder).Next,thedom inantfrequency isextracted

from the�nal25% ofthesignalusingthediscreteFourier

transform . The m onitoring pointispurposefully placed

su�ciently downstream and away from the centre line

so that only the in
uence ofone side ofthe cylinder is

recorded.

The com puted Strouhal{Reynolds relationship using

the Ehrenfests’ regularisation of LBG K is shown in

Fig.11. The sim ulation com pares wellwith O kajim a’s

data from wind tunneland watertank experim ent[46].

Thepresentsim ulation extendspreviousLBM studiesof

thisproblem [1,4]which have been able to quantitively

captured the relationship up to Re = O (1000). Fig.11

also showsthe ELBG K sim ulation resultsfrom [1].Fur-

therm ore, the com putationaldom ain was �xed for all

the present com putations, with the sm allest value of
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the kinem atic viscosity attained being � = 5� 10� 5 at

Re= 20000.Itisworth m entioning that,forthischarac-

teristic length,LBG K exhibits num ericaldivergence at

around Re = 1000. W e estim ate that,for the present

setup,thecom putationaldom ain would requireatleast

O (107)latticesitesforthekinem aticviscositytobelarge

enough for LBG K to converge at Re = 20000. This is

com pared with O (105)sitesforthe presentsim ulation.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaper,wehaveanalysed LBM asa discretedy-

nam icalsystem generated in distribution space by free-


ight for tim e �t = h and involution (tem poralor en-

tropic,orjusta standard LBG K re
ection thatapprox-

im ates these involutions with second-order accuracy).

Dissipation is produced by superposition ofthis involu-

tion with a hom othety with centre in quasiequilibrium

and coe�cient2� � 1.

Trajectoriesofthisdiscretedynam icalsystem arepro-

jected on to the space ofm acroscopic variables,hydro-

dynam ic �elds,for exam ple. The projection ofa tim e

step oftheLBM dynam icsin distribution spaceapproxi-

m atesa tim eshiftfora m acroscopictransportequation.

W e representthe generalform ofthis equation (9),and

provide necessary and su�cient conditions for this ap-

proxim ation to be ofsecond-orderaccuracy in the tim e

step h (22),(23). This analysis includes conditions on

the free-
ightinitialstate,and does notdepend on the

particularcollision m odel.

It is necessary to stress that for free-
ight the space

discretization isexact(introducesno errors),ifthesetof

velocitiesconsistsofautom orphism softhe grid.

Itseem snaturaltodiscusstheLBM discretedynam ical

system as an approxim ate solution to the kinetic equa-

tion,for exam ple,to the BG K kinetics with a discrete

velocity set(1).W ith thiskineticequation weintroduce

one m ore tim e scale,�. For h > � (overrelaxation)the

discrete LBM doesnotgive a second-orderin tim e step

h approxim ation to the continuous-in-tim eequation (1).

Thisisobviousby com parison of\fast" direction relax-

ation tim es: it is � for (1) and h=(2(1 � �)) � h2=�

for discrete dynam ics (see also [58]). Nevertheless,the

\m acroscopicshadow" ofthe discrete LBM with overre-

laxation approxim ates the m acroscopic transport equa-

tion with second-orderin tim estep h accuracy underthe

conditions(22)and (23).

W e have presented the m ain m echanism sofobserved

LBM instabilities:

1.positivity loss due to high local deviation from

quasiequilibrium ;

2.appearance ofneutralstability in som e directions

in the zero viscosity lim it;

3.directionalinstability.

W e have found three m ethods ofstability preservation.

Two ofthem ,thepositivity ruleand theEhrenfests’reg-

ularisation,are\salvation"(or\SO S")operations.They

preserve the system from positivity lossor from the lo-

calblow-ups,but introduce arti�cialdissipation and it

is necessary to controlthe num ber ofsites where these

stepsare applied. In orderto preserve the second-order

ofLBM accuracy,in average,at least,it is worthwhile

to perform these steps on only a sm allnum berofsites;

thenum berofsitesshould notbehigherthan O (N �x=L),

whereN isthetotalnum berofsites,L isthem acroscopic

characteristiclength and �x isthelatticestep.M oreover,

becausethesestepshaveatendency toconcentratein the

m ostnonequilibrium regions(boundarylayers,shocklay-

ers,etc.),instead ofthetotalnum berofsitesonecan use

an estim ate ofthe num berofsitesin thisregion.

The positivity rule and the Ehrenfests’regularisation

arem em bersofawidefam ily of\nonequilibrium entropy

lim iters" that willplay the sam e role,for LBM ,as the


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

�nite elem ent m ethods. W e have described this fam ily

and explained how to use entropy estim ates for nonen-

tropicequilibria.Thegreatbene�toftheLBM m ethods

isthatthe dissipation added by lim iterscould easily be

estim ated a posterioriby sum m arising the entropy pro-

duction.

Som epracticalrecom m endation foruse ofnonequilib-

rium entropy lim itersareasfollows:

� there existsa huge freedom in the construction of

these lim iters;

� forany im portantclassofproblem sa speci�copti-

m allim itercould be found;

� one ofthe sim plest and com putationally cheapest

nonequilibrium entropy lim iters is the Ehrenfests’

regularisation with equilibration at k sites with



17

highestnonequilibrium entropy �S > � (the(k;�)-

rule);

� the positivity ruleshould alwaysbe im plem ented.

The developed restartm ethods(Sec.IIIC)(including

coupled stepswith quasiequilibrium ends)could provide

second-orderaccuracy,butdestroy them em ory ofLBM .

This m em ory em erges in LBM with overrelaxation be-

causeofslow relaxation ofnonequilibrium degreesoffree-

dom (thereisno such m em ory in thecontinuous-in-tim e

kineticequation with fastrelaxation totheinvariantslow

Chapm an{Enskogm anifold).Now,wehaveno theory of

thism em ory butcan suggestahypothesisthatthism em -

ory is responsible for the LBM sub-grid properties. A

com prom ise between m em ory and stability isproposed:

onecan use thedirectionsofrestartto precondition col-

lisions,and keep the m em ory in the value ofthe �eld of

localnonequilibrium entropy �S (or,for system s with

nonentropicequilibria,in the value ofthe corresponding

K ullback entropies(39)).Form ally,thispreconditioning

generates a m atrix collision m odel[53]with a speci�c

choiceofm atrix:in these m odels,the collision m atrix is

asuperposition ofprojection (preconditioner),involution

and hom othety.A return from thesim plestLBG K colli-

sion to m atrix m odelshasbeen intensively discussed re-

cently in developm entofthem ultirelaxation tim e(M RT)

m odels (for exam ple,[21, 35], see also [47]for m atrix

m odelsform odelling ofnonisotropic advection-di�usion

problem s,and [44]for regularisation m atrix m odels for

stabilisation athigh-Reynoldsnum bers).

For second-order m ethods with overrelaxation, ade-

quate second-orderboundary conditions have to be de-

veloped. W ithout such conditionseitheradditionaldis-

sipation orinstabilitiesappearin boundary layers. The

proposed schem esshould now be putthrough the whole

fam ily oftestsin orderto �nd theirplace in the fam ily

ofthe LBM m ethods.

Recently,severalapproachesto stableLBM m odelling

ofhigh-Reynoldsnum ber
owson coarsegridshavebeen

reported [21,23,38]. Now itisnecessary to understand

better the m echanism softhe LBM sub-grid properties,

and to create the theory thatallowsusto prove the ac-

curacy ofLBM forunder-resolved turbulencem odelling.
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