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W e present a m echanisticm odel fora New tonian uid called uid particle dynam ics. By analyz—
ing the conocept of \ uid particle" from the point ofview ofa Voronoitessellation ofam olecular uid,
we propose an heuristic derivation of a dissjpative particle dynam ics algorithm that incorporates
shear forces between dissipative particles. The Inclusion of these non-central shear forces requires
the consideration of angular velocities of the dissipative particles in order to com ply w ith the con—
servation ofangularm om entum . It is shown that the equilbbrium statisticalm echanics requirem ent
that the linear and angular velocity elds are G aussian is su cient to construct the random ther—
m al forces betw een dissipative particles. T he proposed algorithm is very sin ilar in structure to the
(isothem al) am oothed particle dynam ics algorithm . In this way, this work represents a generaliza—
tion of sn oothed particle dynam ics that incorporates consistently them al uctuations and exact
angular m om entum conservation. It contains also the dissipative particle dynam ics algorithm as a
specialcase. F nally, the kinetic theory of the dissipative particles is derived and explicit expressions
of the transport coe cients of the uid in tem s of m odel param eters are obtained. This allow s to
discuss resolution issues for the m odel

I. NTRODUCTION

Complex uid system s such as colloidal or polym eric suspensions, m icelles, inm iscble m ixtures, etc. represent a
challenge for conventionalm ethods of sin ulation due to the presence of disparate tin e scales In their dynam ics. T here
is presently a great e ort in developing new technigques of sim ulation that overcom e som e of the di culties ofm icro-
scopic (m olecular dynam ics) and m acroscopic (um erical solution of continuum equations) conventional techniques.

O n onehand, m olculardynam icscapturesallthe detailed dynam ics from tin es scales ofthe orderofatom ic collision
tin es to m acroscopic hydrodynam ic tin es. H owever, In order to explore these large m acroscopic tim es the num ber
of particles required is enom ous. A lthough large scale m olecular dynam ics sin ulations w ith m illions of particles are
currently perform ed one realizes that not all the inform ation generated is actually required or even relevant at the
tin e scales at which rheologicalprocesses n com plex uids take place.

O n the otherhand, from a continuum point ofview the conventionalsolition ofpartialdi erentialequations like the
N avier-Stokes equation encounters di culties due to the cum bersom e treatm ent ofm oving boundary conditions to be
In posed In a system as, forexam ple, a colloidalsuspension. T hese problem s can be alleviated by the use of Lagrangian
descriptions in which the discretizing grid m oves according to the ow . A particularly exciting developm ent has been
the technique of an oothed particle dynam ics (SPD ) which is essentially a discretization by weight fiinctions that
transform s the partial di erential equations of continuum m echanics into ordinary di erential equations [ﬂﬂ] These
equations can be further interpreted as the equations ofm otion for a set of particles interacting w ith prescribbed law s
of force. T he technique thus allow to solve PD E’sw ith m olecular dynam ics codes. A nother advantage ofa Lagrangian
description relies on the fact that no expensive recalculations of the m esh are required as the dynam ics takes care
of it. Sm oothed particle dynam ics has been used for sim ulating astrophysical ow s w ith non-viscous tem s (this was
the originalain of the technique at the early 70’s [])), and very recently in the study of viscous JH] and them al

ow s ,E] In sinple geom etries. It has not been applied to the study of complex uids and this m ay be due, In
part, to the fact that there is no easy In plem entation of Lagrangian uctuating hydrodynam ics m7] wih SPD . Such
In plem entation would be highly desirable In order to study the Brownian realm in which m any of the processes in
com plex uidstakeplace. Tt m ust be noted that the particulate nature ofthe algorithm in SPD produces uctuations
which, from a com putational point of view , are regarded as num erical noise. It is not clear that in the presence of
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viscous tem s this noise satis es the appropriate uctuation-dissipation theorem . A second problem w ith SPD isthat
for viscous problem s the non-central nature of the viscous shear force breaks the conservation of angularm om entum ,
even though the iniial continuum equations are perfectly isotropic and conserve angularm om entum .

In betw een m icroscopic and m acroscopic descriptions, m esoscopic levels of description are gaining attention in order
to address ow problem snh com plex uidsand/orgeom etries. Lattice gas autom ata [E|,E|], Jattice B oltzm ann autom ata
@] or the direct sin ulation M onte C arlo m ethod for dilite gases @] have been usefiiltools in studying hydrodynam ic
problem sin com plex geom etries. For the case ofcolloidalsuspensions, lattioe B oltzm ann techniques represent a serious
com petitor to B row nian dynam ics @] or Stokesian dynam ics @] In that the com putational cost scales linearly w ith
the num ber of colloidalparticles w hereas, as a consequence of the long ranged hydrodynam ic interactions, it increases
w ith the cube of the num ber of particles in the latter techniques E]. A drawback of the lattice approaches is that
the dynam ics is constrained by the lattice. This m akes the consideration of boundary conditions on shaped bodies
cum bersom e.

In the sam e spirit of looking at m esoscopic descriptions, a very appealing idea was introduced by H oogerbrugge
and K oelm an @] In which a coarse grained description of the solvent uid in tem s of disspative particles was
devised. T he technique w as coined dissipative particle dynam ics O PD ) and i isan o —lattice technique that doesnot
su er from the abovem entioned draw backs of Jattice gas and Jattice Boltzm ann sim ulations. DPD consists essentially
on a molecular dynam ics sin ulation in which the force between particles has, In addition to a conservative part,
a dissipative part represented as a Brownian dashpot. This Brownian dashpot dam ps out the relative approaching
velocity between particles and introduces a noise term that keeps the system in them al agitation. The disspative
particles are understood as \droplts" or cluster of m olecules that interact with each other conserving the total
mom entum of the system E,@] T his global conservation law has its local counterpart in the form of a balance
equation for the m om entum density, and the dissipative particles behave hydrodynam ically in the low wave number
and frequency regin e.

DPD has received a substantial theoretical support. It hasbeen shown that the originalD PD algorithm ofRef. E]
hasassociated, undera slight m odi cation, a FokkerP lanck equation w ith G bbsequilbriim states E]. T he extension
to m ulticom ponent system s has also been considered @]. A st principles derivation ofDPD for a ham onic chain
has been presented in @]. T he m acroscopic hydrodynam ic equations have been obtained w ith profgction operator
techniques @]. A very im portant further step has been the form ulation of the kinetic theory for DPD by M arsh,
Backx, and Emst @], which allow s to relate the trangport coe cients in the hydrodynam ic equationsw ith the DPD
m odelparam eters. F inally, the e ect of nie tin e stgpson the equilbriim state ofthe system hasbeen considered in
%]. DPD hasbeen since applied to the study of colloidalsuspensions EE,@],pomus ow [@], polym er suspensions

], and m ulticom ponent ows 1.

In this work we provide a m ore precise m eaning to the concept of \dropkt" or \ uid particke" from a Voronoi
tessellation of physical space. This conogptual fram ew ork allow s to m odel the di erent processes that intervene in
the Interaction between uid particles orm esoscopic clusters ofatom softhe uid. T he outcom e is a generalization of
the algorithm ofDPD that includes shearing forces between the uid particles. T hese forces are non-central and do
not conserve totalangularm om entum . T his enforces the inclusion in them odelofa spin variable w ith a wellkde ned
physicalm eaning for the uid particles. In thisway angularm om entum conservation is restored. W e also investigate
the structure of the random forces that m ust be Included in order to recover a G aussian distrbution of Iinear and
angular velocities for the uid particles (note that the equilbrium uctuations ofthe hydrodynam ic velocity el are
G aussian). The structure of the random forces is postulated after analogy w ith the structure of the random stress
tensor in temm s ofthe W iener process in the uctuating hydrodynam ics theory @].

W e show that the form of the equations of this uid particle m odel at zero tem perature when uctuations are
absent) and w ith no angular variables is identicalto the form ofthe equationsobtained in a sin ple version of sm oothed
particle dynam ics as applied to uid system s. In this sense, this work can be regarded as a generalization of SPD
that Includes uctuations consistent w ith the principles of statistical m echanics and that conserves exactly the total
angularm om entum ofthe system . In otherw ords, the cbtained uid particle algorithm m ay be view ed asa Lagrangian
discretization of the equations of (isothermm al) uctuating hydrodynam ics.

T he paper is structured as follow s. Section IT considers the de nition ofa uid particle in tem s of the Voronoi
tessellation and this serves to m otivate the type of forces and torques between uid particles Introduced in Section
IIT. Section IV presents the equivalent FokkerP lanck equation to the equations ofm otion. This allow s to establish
requirem ents on the m odel param eters in order to have a proper equilbrium distrbution. A summ ary of the m odel
is presented In Section V . Section V I contains the kinetic theory of the m odel in the sin ple case when conservative
forces are absent. T he transport coe cients are com puted and this pem is to discuss its dependence on the num ber
density of uid particles in Section VII.A naldiscussion and conclusions is presented in the last section.



II.FLUID PARTICLES THROUGH VORONOITESSELLATION

In an attem pt to better understand the physicalm eaning ofDPD , we have devised a coarse graining procedure
for a m olecular dynam ics sin ulation of point particles (@tom s) interacting through continuous potentials E]. The
coarsening is perform ed through the Voronoi tessellation that allow s to divide physical space Into a set of non—
overbpping cells that cover all the space In a wellde ned m anner. G iven a discrete set of points (that can be
distributed at random ) the Voronoi tessellation assigns to each point (called \cell center"), that region of space that
surrounds it and that is nearer to this point than to any other point of the set. W ith this tessellation the atom s of
the m olecular dynam ics sin ulation are distributed into clusters around the centers of the Voronoicells. T he practical
way to perform the Voronoitessellation In the sinulation is by com puting the distance of a given atom to all the
center cells and assign that atom to the nearest center. Subsequently, the Voronoi cells are set In m otion according
to the velocity and acceleration of the center ofm ass of the particles that are w thin the cell. In this way, the cells
capture the m otion ofthe uid at m esoscopic scales.

T he Voronoi cells are a well de ned realization of what is loosely regarded n  uid m echanics textbooks as \ uid
particles". W e would lke to know how these uid particles m ove, that is, which explicit law of force between uid
particles would reproduce the actualm otion of the Voronoicells cbserved in the sin ulations. It is apparent that the
num ber of cells is m uch am aller than the number of atom s In the m olecular dynam ics sim ulation, and therefore if
one know s how the clisters m ove, one can try to sim ulate the clusters and capture the m esoscopic behavior of the
underlying liquid w ith m uch less com putationale ort.

For su ciently large clusters, that is, when the typicaldistance , s between cell centers ism uch larger than the
typicaldistance | ic between atom s we expect that the clisters m ove hydrodynam ically. M ore precisely, we consider
the conserved densities
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where M ;P ;E, are the lnstantaneous totalm ass, m om entum and energy, respectively, of the system of particles
that happen to be w ithin the Voronoicell centered at r and V, is the volum e of the cell. O ne also Introduces
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w hich is the nstantaneous velocity of the center ofm ass of the system of particles w ithin the Voronoicellat r.

If, 1) the cells are Jarge enough for the system of particles that are w ithin it to be considered as a them odynam ic
system , and 2) the variations of the conserved quantities from neighbor cells are sn all, then the variables EI) obey the
equations of uctuating hydrodynam ics ﬂ] (see @] for the non-linear case) . T he conserved quantities ) are sub gct
to uctuationsbecause the atom s can enter and go out from the Voronoicells due to their therm alagiation. T he size
of uctuations, that is, the noise am plitude appearing in the equations of uctuatjngrpy_drodynam ics is proportional
to the square root of the nverse of the volum e of the cell, In accordance w ith the 1= N dependence of uctuations
In equilbrium ensem ble theory @]. T herefore, depending on the \resolution" (the num ber of Voronoicells per unit
volum e) used to describe the system , the am plitude of the noise term in the hydrodynam ic equations that govem the
Instantaneous values of the conserved variables w illbe di erent.

Now, one is faced w ith two possbl routes in order to sim ulate the dynam ics of clusters. The rst route is to
consider the conserved discrete variables ) as the state variables and update them according to som e discretized
version of the equations of hydrodynam ics. T his poses som e subtle problem 8 regarding the form ulation of uctuating
hydrodynam ics in a m ovingm esh, In particular w ith the treatm ent ofthe 1= V, singularity. T he second route, which
is the one we llow in this paper, is to postulate the law s of force between cells. D esoite the strong assum ptions
m ade to m odel these forces, the nalexpressions satisfy symm etry requirem ents that ensure that the behavior of the
clusters w ill be, on average, that of real clusters.

A nalword on the angularm om entum is in order. W e have not included in the above set of conserved variables
) the angularm om entum density de ned by



w here we have decom posed the angular m om entum of the system of particles n cell r as the sum of the angular
mom entum of the center ofm ass w ith respect to the origh plus the intrinsic angularm om entum S, of the particles
of the cellw ith respect to the center ofm ass of the cell. W e could, in principle, com pute the inertia tensor I, for the
system ofparticles In cellr and de ne the angular velocity ! , through
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T he reason why the angularm om entum density is usually not considered in the derivation ofN ew tonian hydrody-—
nam ics is because the second contribution in ﬁ) vanishes In the \continuum Il it". T his can be seen by noting that
Sy must scake as a typical size of the cell. In the continuum lin it this typical distance goes to zero and there is no
Intrinsic angularm om entum contrbution. T he situation here is di erent from the case of m olcular uidsw ith spin
@], w here the rotation of the m olecules them selves originates an angular m om entum that does not scale w ith the
size of the cells and produces a nite valie in the continuum lim it.

IIT. M ODELING THE FORCESAND TORQUESBETW EEN FLUID PARTICLES

In this section we form ulate the uid particle m odelunder a set of sin plifying hypothesis. In the real clusters, the
mass is a uctuating quantity as particles can enter and go out from the Voronoicell. A Iso, the shape of the cells
changes as the cellsm ove. However, the rst assum ption is that all clusters are identical, havinga xed massm and

xed isotropic Inertia tensor of m om ent of inertia I. W e assum e that the state of the cluster system is com pltely
characterized by the positions r;, the velocities of the center of m ass v; and the angular velocities ! ;. Note that we
do not include any intemal energy variable and therefore, the resulting algorithm w ill not capture appropriately the
them ale ects that occur In real uids. Thismay be a m nor problem when one is interested only in rheological
properties. A generalization of the m odel incluiding energy conservation hasbeen recently proposed independently in
Refs. Bd1 RJ1.

T he next step is to gsoecify the forces and torques that are responsible or changing the values of the linear and
angular velocities of the clusters. W em odel the forcesbetw een tw o clustersby considering severalheuristic argum ents
about how one expects that the actualVoronoichisters interact w ith each other. In this respect wem ake rsta strong
pairw ise additivity assum ption. In the real system one expects that the force between two clusters (that is between
allthe atom s ofthe rst cluster that are Interacting w ith the atom s of the second cluster) w illdepend in generalnot
only on the state variables of these two clusters but also on the con guration of other neighboring clisters. For the
sake of sin plicity, though, we neglect this collective e ect and assum e that the force between two clusters depends
only on the position and velocities of these two clusters.

T he equations ofm otion are therefore
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where F j5;N ;5 are the force and torque that cluster j exerts on cluster i. W 8 require that the forces satisfy New ton’s

third Jaw, F i3 = F i, In such a way that the total linearm om entum P = ;M v; is a dynam ical invariant, B-= 0.
In addition, we assum e that the torques in ﬁ) are given by
1
Niy=  —ry Fij 6)
2
and one checks Inm ediately that the totalangularm om entum
X
J= rn pit Il 7

is conserved exactly, &= 0.
W e w illm odel the force between clusters according to

Fiyy=F5+ Fi+ Fiy+ Fy ®)

The rstthree contrbutions are determm nistic forces w hereas the last one is random . Let us discuss them separately.



A .D etemm inistic forces

The rst contribution F (i:j to the force is assum ed to arise from a conservative potentialV (r) that depends on the
separation distance betw een clusters. In Ref. E] w e have argued that a plausble de nition ofthispotential is through
the logarithm ofthe radialdistribbution fiinction of cluster centers. T he resulting soft potentialhas a bell-shaped form
and has the virtue that when used as the potential between clusters n a M D sin ulation, it reproduces consistently
the radial distrdbution fiinction of the real clusters (as it has been checked through an actualM D sinulation). Tt
therefore captures the static or equilbbriim properties of the system of clusters. T he physical interpretation of this
force is that it provides the exclided volum e e ect of each cluster. T he center of the cluster (and is center ofm ass)
is usually located \in the m iddle" of the cell and therefore it is not very probable that two cluster centers are closer
to each other than the typical size of the cell.

Tt is clear, though, that this conservative contribution cannot be the only contribution to the force because it does
not capture friction e ects between clusters. T hese friction e ects w ill depend on the velocities between clusters and
w il give rise to dissjpative processes. T he second contrdbution in E) is a friction force that depends on the relative
translational velocities of the clusters i; j w ith positions r;; ry and velocities vi; vy In the follow ing way

Fis= mM 7 () v €)
whereviy = v; vy isthe relative velocity and the din ensionlessm atrix M T (rj3) is the m ost generalm atrix that can
be constructed out ofthe vector rjy = r; 1y, thisis

M T (i) A ()l + B (tij)eies; (10)

where 1 is the unit m atrix, e;5 = ri;=ry; is the unit vector pining the particles, rj; = Ji5Jjand the dim ensionless
functions A (r) and B (r) provide the range of the force. The friction coe cient hasbeen introduced as an overall
factor for convenience and has dim ensions of inverse of tin e. The rst contrdbution to the disspative force @) isin
the direction of the relative velocities and tends to dam p out the di erence between the velocities. It is a shearing
force which is non-central. T he second contribution is directed along the pining line of the particles and dam ps out
the relative approaching m otion of the particles. T he dissipative force in the origihal algorithm ofH oogerbrugge and
Koeln an is obtained with A (r) = 0 ]. Note that the form of the force Ffj is the m ore general expression for a
vector that depends on rj; and is linear in the relative velocities.
W e now discuss the e ects of rotation in the dissipative force. Let us assum e for a m om ent that the clusters i and j

w ere spheres of radius ry;=2 in contact and spinning w ith angular velocities ! ;; ! y w ith no translationalvelocities. W e
would have a relative velocity at the \surface" of the spheres equalto %r-lj (!1+ !5) and it is plausble to associate
a friction force between the spheres proportional (in m atrix sense) to this relative velocity. T herefore, the rotational
contrbution to the dissipative force is of the form

F R = mM R (rij) E
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Again, the din ensionlessm atrix M ® depends only on the vector rij and therefore it m ust have the form
M R (riz) = C (r3)1 + D (ry5)eijesy 12)

where C (r);D (r) are scalar functions. The rst part of the m atrix gives rise to a friction force proportional to the
relative velocity at the \surface" of the spheres. The e ect of this force is twofold. O n one hand, the spinning of a
particle causes translationalm otion onto the neigbouring particles. O n the other, i also causes rotationalm otion In
such a way that tw o neigbouring particles prefer to be w ith opposite angular velocities (in a sort of \engaging" e ect).
T he presence of a third particle frustrates the soinning ofboth particles and, therefore, the globale ect of this force
is to dam p out to zero the angular velocities of the particles. T he second contribution to the force ) is actually
zero because the cross product is perpendicularto ej5. W e retain thisterm just to m aintain the analogy between both
matricesM R i @) andM T in ). Finally, we use the sam e value for 1n @) and in @) because any di erence
can be taken into account through the functions A (r);B (r);C (r);D (r).

Ifweuse, Instead ofthe polar vector representation for the angular velocity, the antisym m etric tensor representation
Sxy= Syx= !, (cyclic), we can write the force in the form

Fii= mM @) G+ $5) 2 a3)

w hich show s explicitly the vectorial nature of the force (this is, F l.ij transform s under rotations as a vector) .



B .R andom forces

The rst three contrbutionsF §;;F [;;F}; to the force between clusters in @ are detem inistic whil the last one is
stochastic. The reason why we introduce a random force is because it is welkknown that whenever a coarse-graining
procedure is perform ed, dissipation and noise arise and both are related through a uctuation-dissipation theorem .
A fter discussing the form of the dissipative forces we w illnow consider the form that the random force should have.

Tngpired by the tensorial structure of the random forces that appear In the uctuating hydrodynam ics theory
E], we expect that the dissipation due to shear has associated a traceless symm etric random m atrix and that the
dissipation due to com pressions has associated a diagonal trace m atrix. By symm etry reasons, we expect that the
noise associated to rotationaldissipation w ill involve an antisym m etric m atrix. T herefore, w e postulate the follow ing

velocity independent random force
—s 1
Fidt= m K (og)dW o+ E(rij)D—‘LIKiW I+ C )i 3y ¢ 14)

where K (r);B (r);C (r) are scalar functions, is a param eter goveming the overallnoise am plitude, and we introduce
the follow ing sym m etric, antisym m etric and traceless sym m etric random m atrices

S

aw 1 =é aw 1 + dW i3
a 1
dw iy = > aw i aw i
S S 1 S
aw 5= aw 3 D—trkiW ij]l 15)

T he overline In a m atrix denotes is traceless part. Here, D is the physicaldin ension of space and dWw i is a m atrix
of independent W iener increm ents which is assum ed to be sym m etric under particle interchange

AW o= AWy 16)

This symm etry w ill ensure m om entum conservation because i3 = Fj. Thematrix dW ;5 is an in nitesinalof
order 1=2, and this is sum m arized in the o m nem otechnical rule

0
dw 0 dW jjo0 = [i5 059+ 150 501 o odt a7
From this stochastic property, one derives straightforw ardly the follow ing rules from the di erent parts in @)
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T hese expressions show that the traceless sym m etric, the trace and the antisym m etric parts are independent stochastic
processes. T he apparently com plex structure of the random force @) is required in order to be consistent w ith the
tensor structure of the dissipative friction forces ﬂ) and @) . This will becom e apparent when considering the
associated FokkerP lanck equation in the next section and requiring that it has a proper equilbriuim ensemble.

D espite of the heuristic argum ents and strong assum ptions m ade in order to m odel the force F ;5 between clusters,
we note that this force is the m ost general force that can be constructed out of the vectors rj;ry;vi;vy;!i; !5 and
that satis es the follow ing properties:

1. It is invariant under translational and G alilean transformm ations and transform s as a vector under rotations.

2. It is linear In the linear and angular velocities. This linearity is required In order to be consistent w ith the
G aussian distrdbution of velocities at equilbrium , as we w ill show later.

3. It satis esNewton’sthird law F 33 = F 4; and, therefore, the totallinearm om entum w illbe a conserved quantity
ofthe system .



IV.FOKKER-PLANCK EQUATION AND EQUILIBRIUM STATE

T he equations of m otion ﬁ) are Langevin equations which in the form of proper stochastic di erential equations
(SDE) becom e

drl = Vidt
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In principle, one should specify which stochastic interpretation (It6 or Stratonovich) m ust be used in these equations

1. N evertheless, both interpretationsproduce the sam e answ ersbecause the random forces are velocity Independent.

A ssociated to the SDE @) there exists a m athem atically equivalent FokkerP lanck equation EPE). The FPE

govems the distrlbbution function (r;v;! ;t) that gives the probability density that the N clusters ofthe system have

speci ed values for the positions, velocities and angular velocities. W e show in the Appendix that the FPE is given
by

Qe (v !0 = .¢ + .7 + LR (r;v; ! ;b 21)

T he operator L.¢ is the usualLiouville operator ofa H am iltonian system interacting w ith conservative orcesF € , this
is,
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Here, them atrix T ;5 is given by
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The steady state solution of equation @), @ = 0, gives the equilbbrium distribution ©?. W e now consider the
conditions under which the steady state solution is the G bbs canonicalensam ble:

1
dgv;!) = Eexpf H @v;!)=kg Tg
!
1 X m I,
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i



where H is the Ham iltonian of the system , V is the potential fiinction that gives rise to the conservative orcesF €,
kg is Boltzm ann’s constant, T is the equilbrium tem perature and Z is the nom alizing partition function. W e note
that the velociy and angularvelocity elds are G aussian variables at equilbrium and, therefore, one expects that the
distrdbution fiinction of the discrete values of theses elds is also G aussian.

The canonical ensem ble is the equilbrium solution for the conservative system , ie. L¢ 4= 0. If in addition the
follow ing equations are satis ed

Li; *¥=0
LY *I=0 @7

then wew illhave L. ®*? = 0 and the G bbsequilbrium ensem blew illbe the unique stationary solution ofthe dynam ics.
Egns. @) w illbe satis ed if

-_= ©8)
2kg T
which is a detailed balance condition, and also
M % (ri5) =M " (i) = T @9)

This is the uctuation-dissipation theorem for the uid particle m odel. W e observe, therefore, that the initial hy—
pothesis for the tensorial structure of the dissipative @), ) and random ) forces w as correct and consistent w ith
equilbbriim statisticalm echanics.

A nalword about an H -theorem is in order. It hasbeen shown in Ref. @] that the originalDPD algorithm hasan
H-theorem that ensures that the equilbrium ensem ble is the nalsolution for whatever niial condition selected. In
them odelpresented in this paper there isalso a functionalof (z) that isa Lyapunov functional. It is not necessary to
prove again that an H-theorem exists for the uid particle m odel, because a generalH -theorem exists for any Fokker-
P lanck equation @]. The only condition is that the di usion m atrix accom panying the second derivative term s of
the FPE is positive (sem i) de nite. However, In the m odel presented in this paper the di usion m atrix is positive
sem ide nite by construction, because the FPE hasbeen cbtained from a SDE . The di usion m atrix is obtained from
the product of two identicalm atrices. T herefore, its eigenvalues are the square of the eigenvalues of these m atrices
and are necessarily positive (Or zero).

V.SUMMARY OF THE FLUID PARTICLE M ODEL
In this section and for the sake of clarity we collect the results presented so far. The uid particle m odel is de ned
by N identicalparticles ofm assm and m om ent of inertia I. T he state of the system is characterized by the positions
ri, velocities vi, and angular velocities !; of each particke. T he forces and torques on the particles are given by

N;= —-— Fy (30)

w here the force that particle j exerts on particle i is given by

_ C T R
Fiy=F§+ Fi+ Fi+ Fy @31)
T he conservative (C ), translational (T ), rotational R ) and random ( ) contributions are given by
c 0
Fij = \ (rij )eij
T
Fiy= mTy W
X5
Fi{j: mTij 73 (!i+!j)
= —s 1
Fidt= ke T m)'° K (ryg)dW o+ B () b Il + Clog)di 5y g (32)



The random bits are de ned in @) and is stochastic properties are given in @) .Here, them atrix T is given by

Ti5= A (ry3)1 + B (rig)eijey (33)
w here
h i
172 2
A (r) = 5 K@)+ C”(r)
h i h i
172 2 1 2 2
B )= 5 K@) C*@) + D_ B“@x) K- (v (34)

T hem odel is thus speci ed by providing the scalar functionsV (r); X (r);B (r);C (r). W e note that the case X' (r) =
C (r) = 0 corresponds to the originalD PD algorithm of H oogerbrugge and K oelm an @E] In this case, the random
force isgiven in tem s ofa single random num ber (the trace), the forces are central and the torques vanish, rendering
the spin variables unnecessary. Note that there is som e freedom In selecting the functions K (r);B (r);C (r) and i
m ight be convenient to take A’ (r) or C (r) equalto zero In order to com pute only four of seven random num bers in
each step ofa sinulation.

The m odel presented in the lJanguage of SDE ism ore appropriate for its direct use in sin ulations. For theoretical
analysis i ism ore convenient to use the corresponding FPE which is given by

@ v;!';= L+ LT+ LR  (@v;!;b) (35)
w here
X @ FC
L¢ = Vi +

@
T _ T R
L _.. v, Liy+ L3
;56 1
X
R _ m ¢ Tij T R
LR = T &L 2 Li + L (36)
i;36 1
H ere, the vector operators are given by
T U . ¢ Ty V-
i3 ij ij m ev:  @vy ij ¥
R ) o] 1, 1. kB_T o] e i . -
L3 T i3 it 5] + I > @!i+@!j Ty Wy 37)

were the Jast equality de nes the two vector ocperators Vi4;W ;5.

VI.KINETIC THEORY

O ne would like to predict the m acroscopic behavior of the uid particle m odel and, in particular, check that this
behavior conform s to the law s of hydrodynam ics (as expected from symm etry considerations) and predict the valie
of the transport coe cients in term s of m odel param eters. T he global conservation law s ofm ass, linear and angular
momentum in the uid particlke m odel have a local counterpart in the form of balance equations. Our ain is to
form ulate these equations of transport w ithin a kinetic theory approach, as has been done by M arsh, Backx, and
E mst recently for the case of the orighal DPD model in Ref. @]. A derivation of the hydrodynam ic equations
w ith a profgction operator technique for the origihalDPD algorithm was presented in Ref. @]. T he pro ctor used
was the M oriprogctor E] and the resulting equations were the linearized equations of hydrodynam ics. By using a
tim e-dependent pro Ector one can obtain the non-linear equations of hydrodynam ics w ith the transport coe cients
expressed In tem s of G reen-K ubo form ulae ]. A t*hough explicit calculations can be perform ed of these G reen—
K ubo form ulae under certain approxin ations ], we adopt in this paper the approach of kinetic theory, allow ing for
a straightforward com parison w ith the results ofRef. @].



A .G eneral rate of change equation

T he starting point is the form ulation of the general rate of change equation for an arbirary function G (z) where z
is a shorthand for the set of all positions, velocities and angular velocities of the N particles of the uid. By using
the FokkerP lanck equation @), we can w rite

7
QG i= dzG (z)@: (z;t)
7
= dzG @) L+ LT+ 1% (1
7

= dz ;) LY+ LT + LR G (@) (38)

w here an Integration by parts is perform ed and the ad pint operators are de ned by

C+
L = Vi

LT = _Vij + W_ij Ly av
1436 1 *
X
m Ty — _ Q
LR = — =2 Ty W+ W o) : (39)
. 2 @l
;361
H ere, the vector operators are given by
ke T @ @
V:.rj Vij + B _—
m  Qvy @vy
r-lj kB T rij @ @
WL = i+ 5]+ - + — 40
by Lot 15] + = TP 40)

to be com pared w ith @).

B .Balance equations

T he conserved density elds are expected to behave hydrodynam ically. T he conserved density elds are the m ass
density (r;t) = mn (r;t), where n (r;t) is the number density eld; the mom entum density (r;t)u (r;t), where
u (r;t) is the velocity eld; and the totalangularm om entum density eld J(r;t) = L (r;8) + S (r;t) where L (r;t) =
r (r;t)u (r;t) is the m acroscopic angular m om entum density and S (r;t) = In (r;t) (r;b) is the intrinsic angular
mom entum density or spin density. Here  (r;t) is the angular velocity eld. T he num ber density, the velocity and
angular velocity elds are de ned by

X
n;t)=h r )i
Xi
nmuEr;t)=h v; @ )i
Xi
nrt @Hh=h !y @€ )i 41)

i

By applying @) to the m ass and m om entum densities @) we obtain the set ofbalance equations

Q¢ = r u
Gk u= r [uu+ ]
42)
where the totalstresstensor = ¥ + €+ P and the kinetic, conservative and dissipative contributions to the

stress tensor are
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¥ = Wi u@)w: u@Eb) @ )i
i
1X 21
¢ =h Firy d @ r;  ry)i
196 i 0
1X %1
P = m ho 3Ty ¢ 2 2d @ ry  rigi 43)
196 i 0

Here,gi5 = vis+ 15 [1i+ ! 32 is the relative velocity at the \surface of contact" of tw o identical spheres separated
a distance rj; . In deriving these equations we have used the identity
Z

d
(r i) r ry)= d — @ i+ ry)
0 d

= r B d @ rit+ ry) 44)
0
W e note that the kinetic and conservative parts to the stress tensor are sym m etric tensors but the dissipative part is
not and therefore we m ust be carefiil w ith the ordering of the Indices. In C artesian com ponents we understand the
m om entum balance equation @) as ollow s (sum m ation over repeated indices is in plied)

Gtu =@ [uu + 1 45)

and the dissipative stress tensor has the form

1X 21
P = mh- rTyygy d @ ry ryi 46)
0

i;96 i

Conceming the angular velocity eld, by using again Eqn. @) on the de nition @) we obtain

X X

., m iy
@n = rh wvy!;y © )i+ — h —

T ij % (r ri)i (47)

i i;96 i

N ote that the rate of change of the spin S = In cannot be expressed entirely as the gradient ofa ux. This is
a re ection that the intrinsic angular m om entum S is not a conserved quantity. In the sam e way, the m acroscopic
angularmomentum L = r u is not conserved either, as can be appreciated by taking the cross product of the
m om entum balance equation @) w ith the position vector r, this is

@L= r r(uu+ )
= r@Lu+r y+ 2 B (48)

where 2 isthe antisym m etric part of the stress tensor (expressed here as an axialvector, thisis ? = 1
w here is the Levi€ wia symbol). If the stress tensor is symm etric (ie. its antisym m etric part is zero) the
m acroscopic angularm om entum is conserved. In the uid particle m odel the non-central nature of the forces in plies
that the antisym m etric part of the stress tensor is not zero. A ctually, it is given by (as an axial vector)
a X Tij “a ;
2 = mh > Ty @ d @ rit+ ryi 49)
196 i 0

Ifwe add the last tem of @) with the last tem of {§§) which is {49), we obtain

Z

a X Tij . X Tij ' .

2 + mh — Tiy @ (r ry)i= mh — Tiy @ r i) d (& r;+ rij) 1
1961 1961 0
X o Z, 2,

= mrh — Ty g ry d d%@ m+ ’mpi GO)
2 0 0
;96 1

w here we have used again @) . Therefore, the totalangularm om entum density J = L + S satis esa balance equation
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QJ= r v+ r + ] (51)

w here

Ti5)i (52)

C .Balance equations in term s of distribution functions

Tt is convenient to express the quantities appearing in the balance equations in tem s of the single particle and pair
distribution functions, de ned as

X
fx)= f@v;!l;=nh x  x3)i
x i
£@ e;x%)=nh ®  x;) ®° xyi 53)
i;76 i

T he num ber density, the velocity and angular velocities in @) arethe rstm om entsofthe single particle distribution
finction,

Z
n (r;t) = dvd! £ (r;v; ! ;t)
Z
n (r;ou (r;t) = dvd! vE (r;v; ! ;t)
Z
n@;t) @t = advd! ! £ (r;v;! ;0 (54)
N ext, by using that for an arbitrary function G
X Z
h G (riy;viivystis!ly) @© i+ ryg)i= dvav’d!d! %arR ¢ R ;v;vo;! ;!0)
196 1
£ @+ Rvilir+ (- LDR;v %19 (55)
which, or = 0 becom es
X Z
h G (riy;vi;vyrlity) @ r)i= dvav®d! d! %GR G R ;v;vot;t9
96 1
£@ r;v;!l;r R ;vo; 19 (56)

we can w rite the di erent contrdbutions @) to the stress tensor In tem s of the distribution fiinctions

Z
K = dvd!m v u)& uw)f (@;v;!;b
Z Z
c 0470 R ¢ =@ 0...0,,0
= dvd! dv-d! dR —F~ R)Ef  (gv;!;r;v;!Y)
7 2
D~ m dvd!dv®d!® dr RET R) ot @v;!;r%v0%10 57)
whereg v v+ % [1 + 19 . W ehave introduced in these expressions the spatially averaged pair distribution
function
Z
E(Z) (r;v;! ;ro;vo;!o) = df@ r+ R;v;!l;r+ ( 1)R ;v O; ! O) (58)

0

In tem s of the distrbbution finctions the temm s of the right hand side of @) can be w ritten as
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X
h vily @ n)i= avd!v! f (x;v;! ;1)
;396 i .
= avd! & u)(! YE@;v;!;8) n ou
Z Z
+u  dvd!!f (@x;v;! ;b + dvd! vE (r;v; ! ;t)
Z Z
X iy . 0 0 R
h 7 Ty @ r r)i= dvd! dv-d! drR E TR) g
i;96 i
£@ @v;t;r R;v%19 (59)
F nally,
Z Z
04,0 R =@ 0...0.40
= m dvd! dv-d! drR > TR) gRE (gv;!;r;v;!Y) (60)
w here
Z Z
=@ 0...0.10 ! ! 0¢ (2 0 0.40
£f @v;';r;v;! )= d d f()(r+ OR;v;!;r+ ( 1R ;v ;1Y) (61)

0 0

D .FokkerP lanck-B oltzm ann equation

T he FokkerP lanck-B oltzm ann equation FPBE) is an approxin ate kinetic equation for the single particle distri-
bution fiinction f (x;t). The FPBE is obtained by applying the general rate of change equation @) to f x;t). A fter
som e algebra one arrives at

Z
@f+v rf= dR&wA'%R FCR)+ TR) gf(z)(r;v;!;r R ;v% 19
kg T z
+ = Rav’d!® TR) & @v;l;r R;v%!9 (62)
w here we have de ned the operator
@ m R @
e —+—- - — 63
Qv I 2 @! ©3
In obtaining @),wehave Inserted at som e point the identity
Z
1= R&d’@c R 1) ¢ vy 0 1y 64)

E quation @) is not a closed equation or f (r;v;! ;t) because the pair fiinction £ @ (x;x%t) appears. Nevertheless
it can be closed approxin ately by using the m olecular chaos assum ption. In what follow s we w ill assum e that the
friction is so large to allow for a neglection of the conservative forces F © @]. This sin pli es considerably the
calculations in the next section. The m olecular chaos assum ption in the absence of conservative foroes becom es

£ 6;x%0 £t f &% (65)

The nalclosed FokkerP lanck-B oltzm ann equation for the distribution function is, after using the m olecular chaos
assum ption @)

kB T

@f+v rf=1IFf]= dRA%kec R;v%5!% TR)g+ @ f(;v;!) (66)

which is an integro-di erentialnon-linear equation.
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E .Chapm an-Enskog solution of the FPBE

Our aln is to solve the nonlinear FPBE @) by using the perturbative m ethod of Chapm an and Enskog. The
m ethod is valid for situations in which the m acroscopic conserved elds are slow ly varying in typicalm olecular length
scales. In these situations, the distribution fiinction decays in a very short kinetic tin e (short com pared to typicaltin es
ofevolution ofthe conserved eld) tow ardsthe so called nom alsolution w here the distrdbution function £ ;! & (r;t))
depends on space and tim e only through the rst few m om ents a (r;t) @]. D uring this last hydrodynam ic stage, the
solution can be obtained perturbatively as an expansion In gradients, thisisf (v;! Ju; )= fo+ £1+ 0 (v 2) where o
J'Ef zeroth order in gradients and f; is of rst order In gradients. By substitution of this expansion into the FPBE

) one ocbtains

dI
Qg+ @ +v rf= T[]+ 5 £+ 0 (£?) 67)
fo

By analogy w ith the conventionalkinetic theory and also w ith the kinetic theory for DPD in Ref. @], we expect that
the lowest order contribution f; is given by the local equilbrium form for the distrdbution function. In the presence
of spin variables it takes the form

D =2 D =2

xp  —— 2 ! Loy 68)

v u)
2 kg T 2kg T 2 kg T 2kg T

fo @;v;! ;0 = ntb)

This local equilbrium distrbution provides the correct averages for the rstm om ents of f (r;v; ! ;t), this is,

Z
n(;t) = dvd! fy (t;v;! ;0
Z
n (r;Hu (r;t) = dvd! vEy k;v;! ;)
Z
n@;t) (@t = dvd! ! £y (r;v;! ;b 69)

This, in tum, In plies that

Z
dvd! f; (r;v;! ;)= 0 (?)
Z
dvd!vf; k;v;! ;)= 0 (r 2)
Z
dvd! ! f; (;v;! it = 0 ?) (70)

T he procedure is now a bit di erent from the Chapm an-Enskog m ethod in Ref. [E], because the inclusion of the
soin variables produces new tem sw ith di erent orders in gradients. W e w rite the equation @) as llow s

dI

a f]_ @tf]_ = @th +v r @ I [fo] (71)

fo

w here we have neglected tem s that are quadratic In gradients. W e w ill check In the follow ing that both sides of this
equation are explicitly of rst order in gradients. T his linear equation (@) w illbe solved for f£; and therefore we w ill
cbtain the solution ofthe FPBE (64) as fy + f1, up to tem s of orderr 2.

W e now consider each term of {71) separately. T he tem poraland spatialderivatives of £ can be com puted to rst
order In gradients w ith the use of the balance equations @) and @) . Only tem s of order r are to be retained,
which am ounts to use the balance equations w ith the averages of the quantities appearing in them evaluated w ith the
Iocal equilbrium ensemble. Therefore, we need to com pute the local equilbrium average of the stress tensor in
the m om entum balance equation, and the local equilbrium average of the two contribution in @) to the equation
for the angular velocity eld. A fter using the m olecular chaos assum ption one easily obtains the follow ing results
KO _ nkB T

Do~ mnziﬂ[@ + + 2 72
S B u J+B,r u +Q@Qu +@u J]J+0 (") (72)
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w here we have de ned
1 2
A, o dRR“A R)
Z
1

2
B DO+ 2) dRR“B R) (73)

The rst contrbution ¥ © produces an isotropic pressure tem . Consistently w ith our assum ption that the conser—
vative forces are neglighble this pressure is given by the ideal gas expression. T he second contrbution P ° contains
term s of st order In gradients. W e arrange a bit this contrbution by introducing the velocity gradient tensor

(ru) = @ u and is traceless symm etric and antisym m etric parts
—s 1 T 1
ru — ru+ru —r ul
2 D
A l T
ru 5 ru ru (74)
W e have
DO 21 A —S 1
= mn 5 Ay, (ru” + )+ @A, + 2B2)ru + R, + O + 2)B2]D—r ul (75)

T he antisym m etric part of the total stress tensor in the localequilbriim approxin ation to rst order in gradients is
given by (as an axial vector)
A0 2hz 1

= mn°"— —-r u (76)
2 2

In a sin ilar way one com putes the quantities in @) that appear in the balance equation for the spin @). n
particular, the lJast term in @) isalsogivenby 2 ? in the localequilbrium approxim ation to rst order gradients.

Substitution ofthe localequilbriim expressions for the stress tensor nto the balance equations produce the Euler
equations,

@tn= rnu
kg T 1 1 A
Qu = b r)u 5 —rn+ —r 222
n n 2
m 1
@t = b r) + TAQI’I Er u (77)

W e have neglected a term of rst order in gradients which produces a term of order r 2 in the m om entum balance
equation. W e note that the tin e derivative ofthe angular velocity containsa term which is of zeroth order in gradients
(the tem in the last equation).

W ih the help ofthe Euler equations and the chain rule, we can now com pute the tin e and space derivatives of the
localequilbrium distrbution, to rst order in gradient. T he resul is

m I
Qufy + = f + : + ! :
tfo+ v rg=9%f r u kBT(v u)(v u):ru kBT( )& u):r
m 1 m 1
+ nA, — (@ u) r A + Aon (! ) —r u (78)
kBT2n kBT 2

w here the double dot : denotes double contraction.
T he next step is the calculation of I [fp]. To 1rst order in gradients it is given by

TE]= nhr——f —@ u) Ao+ ) 79)
o—nszT02nvur ! r u

T herefore, after som e happy cancelations the right hand side of @) has the sin ple fom

Qefo+ v r§ I[fgl= fH r u+km v u)tv u):ru+t (! Y u):r (80)

B BT
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w hich containsonly term s of rst order in gradients.
N ext, we consider the term @ f; In @) . W e note that i is of st order in gradients due to the term of zeroth
order in the Euler equation for the angular velocity, this is

Qf
Qc.f; = @_1@t +O(r2)
@f]_ 2
= — A;n —+ 0 (r
T B a ()
@fl 2
= — A,n —+ O (r 81
T B2 al ") (81)
w here we have assum ed that the dependence of f; on  appears in the com bination ! . This assum ption w ill be

con m ed a posteriori.
T he linearization ofthe fiinctionalT [f ] m ight be easier to perform by expanding I[fy+ f1]to st order in gradients
(at som e point one uses Egns. @)) . The nalresult for the kft hand side of @) is

mAZR

Ifo+ £1] Il Gfi= n Ro+Bol' + ——L% £i+0(7) 82)
w here the operators are given by
@ kg T @
LT=— v u+ =———
Qv m Qv
@ kg T @
LR = — 1 _ 83)
@! I @!
and the constants A ;B o are given by
Z
Ag dRAR)
lZ
Bo D dRB R) (84)
Eagn. @) can be w ritten in com pact form as
m
Lf; = £ r u+ VV :ru+ OV :r 85)
s T B T
w here the operator has the form
m A
L= n Pxo"‘ Bo]LT + ?fLR (86)

and the peculiar velocitiesareV = v u;0 = ! .
E quation @) is an Inhom ogeneous second order partialdi erential equation. In order to obtain a special solution
of the Inhom ogeneous equations @), we Introduce the follow ng tensors

m 1,
J = vV V —V
kg T D
mv?
J = 1
Dkg T
I
= oV 87)
kg T
W ih these quantities we w rite ) n the form
h S i
Lfi=fy J:ru +Jr ul+ T :r (88)

T he quantities ) satisfy
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LT £, = 2£,J

LRfed =0
LT f,0 = 2f,J
LR £,J =0
LT f,T = £,T
LR£T = £T 89)
and therefore, a special solution of @) is given by
nw . #
1 h —s T 1
f1= f ——— J:ru +Jr ul = T :r (90)
21’1(A0+B0) n(A0+BO+mT72)

as can be checked by substitution.

Now it rem ainsto obtain a generalsolution ofthe hom ogeneousequation L f; = 0. T he solution ofthishom ogeneous
equation is an arbirary linear com bination of fya, where a are the collisional invariants a = f1;v  u;! g.
N evertheless, the com bination of ) and @) In poses that the coe cients of the linear com bination are zero.

F .Transport coe cients

T he phenom enologicaltheory ofviscous ow ofan isotropic uid @] relatesthe tracetr[ ], the traceless sym m etric

—° and antisymm etric ® parts ofthe stress tensor w ith the linear velocity gradients and angular velocity in the
follow Ing way

A 1
= 25 Er u 61

w here the antisym m etric part isw ritten asan axialvector. H ere p is the isotropic hydrostaticpressure. T he coe cients
are the buk viscosity , the shear viscosity and the rotationalviscosiy g .

W e now com pute the stress tensor E) using the m olecular chaos assum ption @) for the pair distrdbution function
and the approxin ate solution fy + f; for the single particle distrbbution function. This will produce = o+ 1
w here the local equilbriim contribbution ( hasbeen already com puted In @) . Regarding the term  ; com puted
with f; one observes that the only contrbution which is of rst order n gradients is § which is com puted along
sin flar lines to Ref. P]. The nalresul is

kB T —S kB T

K = nkgTl ———ru —  r
Ro+ Bol D RAo+ Byl

ul 92)

The rem aining contrbutions ? are oforder r 2 and willbe neglected. The nalexpression of the stress tensor in

linear order of gradients is given by collecting @), @) and @)

A + 2 kg T
—tr[ 1= mn? =2+ MBZ +—2°-  r u+ nkT
D 2D 2D D Ao+ Bol
_ A kg T S
- mn? —2+B2 - rus
2 Ro+ Bol
A, 1
A~ mn?=2 Iy u 93)
2 2

C om parison of @) and @) allow s to identify the viscosities as
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= mn - 2
2D 2D DRg+ Bol
1 kg T
= - mn®’ —+B, 2
2 Ro+ Bol
A
R = rnnz?2 94)

In order to com pare this expressions w ith those obtained by M arsh et al. iIn Ref. @], we should note that for the
orighalDPD algorithm we have

Ar=20
Br="!R) (95)

Sin ple substitution of @) into @) show s that the trangport coe cient (@ coincide w ith those provided in Ref.

B1.

G . Transport equations

Substitution ofthe stresstensor = tr[ ]1=D + 4 oa @) into them om entum balance equation @) produces
the N avier-Stokes equations fora uid w ith spin @] O = 3),

4= + eri)+r( 2=3) + 2 & ( 1 ) (96)
dtu_ rp r r r =0)r u r R 2]:‘ u

w herew e have used the substantialderivatived=dt= @+ u r . Thelasttem J'n6) isthe gradient ofthe antisym m etric
part of the stress tensor and describes the e ect ofthe spin on the m om entum transport.
O n the other hand by neglecting the tem In the angularm om entum balance equation @) E] we obtain

Qed= r v+ r ] 97)
which In com bination w ih @) produces the follow Ing balance equation for the spin density
@S= rpBu] 2 * (98)

w hich, In plies the follow ing dynam ic equation for the angular velocity

d A
ni— = 2 ©99)

Substitution of * in @) into this equation gives

d 4 g 1 1 1
- = — —r u = - —r u (100)
dt nI 2 2
The nalclosed set ofequations for the hydrodynam ic elds isgiven by Egns. (@) , ) , togetherw ith the continuiy
equation

d
a: = r u (101)
and the equation of state
T
p=ksTn= — & 102)

w here we have Introduced the speed of sound c.
Egn. ) show s that the spin relaxes tow ards the vorticity w ith a relaxation tim e scale given by = nI=4 g E].
In the m odel of this paper, substitution of g In @) gives the llow ing tin e scale
I

- (103)
2 nmA,
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H .Sum m ary of kinetic theory

In summ ary, it hasbeen shown in this section that the m acroscopic behavior ofthe uid particle m odel is hydrody—
nam icaland them ass, m om entum and angularm om entum transport equations have been derived & gns. @), ),
and )) . In this doing, explicit expressions for the transport coe cients in tem s of the originalm odel param eters
have been obtained Eagns. @) and @)) . The equations here cited are the m ain results of the kinetic theory ofthe

uid particle m odel.

VII.RESOLUTION ISSUES OF THE FLUID PARTICLE M ODEL

W ithin the picture of the Voronoicoarsegraining sketched in section IT, it is possible to consider di erent levels of
coarsegraining in which the num ber of atom ic particles w ithin a Voronoicell is di erent. W e expect that, provided
that the num ber of atom ic particles w ithin the cell is Jarge enough, the description of the hydrodynam ic behaviorw i1l
bem ore and m ore accurate as the num ber of Voronoicells increases. In other w ords, w e expect to reach a \continuum
lim " as the number density of uid particles goes to In nity. The discussion resembles that of the resolution
In the num erical solution of partial di erential equations. A ctually, the resem blance can be m ade m ore accurate
by com paring the structure of the equations of m otion of the uid particle m odel w ith those of sm oothed particle
dynam ics. Sm oothed particle dynam ics is a Lagrangian discretization of the continuum equations of hydrodynam ics
that allow s to interpret the nodes of the grid in term s of \sm oothed particles".

Forthe case In which there isno coupling between the N avier-Stokes equation and the energy equation (the pressure
does not depends on the tem perature, for exam plk), Takeda et al. E] propose a discretization of the N avier-Stokes
equations that produce equation ofm otions for the an oothed particles that corresponds exactly in structure w ith the
postulated equations ofm otion of the uid particle m odel in this paper. T he correspondence is

V)= 22w @)
mno
h 1, 0
1 W
A= —5 WOm+ 2+ 4= ©
m ng 3 r
1 w
Bi= —5 +- WO © (104)
m ng 3 r

where, pp;np are the equilbrium pressure and num ber density, respectively, and W (r) is the weight function used in
the discretization of the N avier-Stokes equation (the assum ption that the density of all particles is alm ost constant
has been taken).

In this respect, the uid particlke m odelpostulated in this paper is sin ply the am oothed particle dynam icsw ith two
additionalbonus: 1) them alnoise is introduced consistently (that is, the uid particle m odel can be interpreted as
a Lagrangian discretization of the non-lnear uctuating hydrodynam ic equations), and 2) the angularm om entum is
conserved exactly in the uid particlem odel, In contrast w ith the sn oothed particle dynam icsm odel. The rstbonus
allow s to apply sn oothed particle dynam ics to m icrohydrodynam ic problem s as those appearing in com plex uids
where Brownian uctuations are due to the uctuating hydrodynam ic environm ent. It can be also useful in studying
the e ect ofthem al uctuations near convective instabilities and, in general, in the study of non-equilbriuim them al

uctuations in hydrodynam ic system s. T he actual relevance of the second bonus w i1l be discussed later.

T he com parison of SPD w ith the uid particle m odelpoints out to an inconsistency that appears when using som e
particular selections fr the weight finction like the Lucy weight finction [§] or a G aussian weight finction f]. In
these cases, i is easily seen that the function A (r) can becom e negative for certain values of r. T his is unacosptable
In view ofEqgn. @) . From a physicalpoint of view thism eans that if two particles are at a distance such that A (r)
is negative, then the viscous forces w ill try to Increase its relative velocities!

In the derivation ofthe SPD m odel E], E] it becom es apparent that the weight function W (r) m ust be nom alized
to unity, In order to have correct discrete M onteC arlo) approxin ations for ntegrals. IfW (r) is nomm alized to
unity, then one expects that by increasing the num ber density of an oothed particles one is increasing the num erical
resolution ofthe sim ulation. T he nom alization in plies that as the range of the w eight finction decreasesw ith higher
resolution, its height increases and, in the lim it of in nite resolution it becom es a D irac delta function W (r) ! (r).
Because the weight finction is steeper when the resolution is higher, the tim e step used in the SPD m odelhas to be
reduced as the resolution increases. T his is also encountered in any nite di erence algorithm for solution ofpartial
di erential equations In order to m aintain stability.
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Let us Investigate the e ect of the resolution e ects on the m acroscopic param eters de ning the uid on hydrody-
nam ic scales and which have been com puted by m eans of the kinetic theory In the previous section. T he param eters
that characterize the evolution of the velocity eld are, as can be appreciated from @), the speed of sound de ned

i [10d) and the kinem atic viscositiesde nedby = =, p= =,and ;= = .From (4 they have the om
N +2)— 1
b= = —2+MB2 +CZT

2D 2D DnRAo+ Byl

1 A, — 1

2 2 nAo+ Byl

A,
R — n7 (105)

W e are assum ing, for the sake of the argum ent, that n = ng, that is, the density eld is constant. T he conclusions,
how ever, are valid in the com pressible case also.

Let us focus rst on the dim ensionless functions A (r);B (r) that detem ine the range ofthe dissipative and random
forces. W e expect that the clisters interact only w ith theirneighbors, which are a typicaldistance apart. T herefore,
these finctions w illbe of the form

A@x=ak=)
B @)= br=) (106)

w here a;b are fiinctions that do not depend explicitly on . T his ensures that as the resolution is increased, the range
of the force decreases, and this has the com putationally appealing feature that the interaction between uid particles
rem ains always local. By usihg these scaling function and after a change to the dim ensionless variable x r= ,we
have

ao
no
ed
0
- 2 2
No
2 107)
No
w here the dim ensionless coe cients are given by
ap= ax)dx
= bE)dx
a,= xfax)d x
b= xbx)d x (108)

and do not depend on the resolution. By using @) into @) we obtain

2 a2 O + 2) 1
= — 4+ —= —_—
b 2D > 2 tep @o + o)
h i
= E 2 %+b2 + &7
2 2 @o + bn)
2
R = Eaz (109)

W e observe that all the dependence on the resolution ( orng) hasbeen m ade explicit. In the lin it ofhigh resolution
(! Oorng ! 1) theonly contrbution to the buk y an shear viscosities comes from the kinetic contribution
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that depends linearly on the tem perature. This m eans that at zero tem perature the system would not digplay any
viscosity in the lim it ofhigh resolution. W e nd this behavior undesirabl and we are lead to the conclusion that the
friction coe cient must depend on . In particular, if we de ne ~ 2 which has din ensions of a kinem atic
viscosity) and assum e that ~ rem ains constant as the resolution varies, we w ill have

a, D + 2) 2
= ~ 2+ — _"p +F—
b 2D > > D~
h i 2
1 ar
=2 ~ =y + F—
2 2 L ~
R T S (110)

w here the nom alization ap = Iy = 1 hasbeen used as In the origihalDPD algorithm @]. T he relaxation tin e )
w ill take the fom

T 2
= — (111)

2m ~a
In thisway, In the lin it ofhigh resolution ( ! 0) the viscosities are given essentially by ~ and the relaxation tine

goes to zero (note that the m om ent of nertia I must be ofthe form / m 2 s must tend to zero very fast). In
the high resolution lin i the soin becom es equal to the vorticity In a short tim e scale. The spin becom es a slaved
variable and can be dropped from the description. N ote also that in these situation the last term in the N avier-Stokes
equation w ith spin @) vanishes and one recovers the actualN avier-Stokes equation. This explainswhy, in SPD , the
violation ofangularm om entum doesnot poses a seriousproblem for su ciently high resolutions E]. If low resolutions
are to be used In problem s where the correct transfer of angularm om entum is relevant (like in rotationaldi usion of
concentrated colloidal suspensions, for exam ple), then the use of spin m ight suppose a realadvantage.

W e have arrived at the conclusion that In order have a well-de ned continuum Iim it the friction coe cient must
Increase as the resolution increases. T his can be understood physically in the follow ing way. T he num ber of particles
In between two reference uid particles at a given distance of each other increases as the resolution increases. Ifwe
require that the viscous interaction between these two reference particles m ust rem ain the sam e as the resolution
Increases, the m ediating particles m ust interact stronger in order to transm it the sam e response between the two
reference particles. From a m athem atical point of view , the 2 factor can be hnterpreted as the \lattice spacing™ that
is lJacking in the originalequations and that would be present in a num ericaldiscretization ofa second order derivative
termm . P relim inary sin ulation results for the DPD model @ (r) = 0) wih energy conservation ] show s that the
correct contiuum lin it is obtained when the m odel param eter equivalent to  increaseswith 2 1.

W e would lke to comm ent nally on an apparent inconsistency between SPD and the uid particle m odelwhich
is sum m arized as follow s: if one discretizes the hydrodynam ic equations on a set of points and then constructs the
kinetic theory ofthese points, one w ould expect that the com puted transport coe cientswould coincide w ith the input
transport coe cients of the hydrodynam ic equations. If one naively uses the results ( in the calculation of the
transport coe cients in (@ , one arrivesat an inconsistent result. T he viscosities com puted through the kinetic theory

) do not coincide w ith the input values. T his could be traced back to the fact that the kinetic theory for the uid
particle m odelhasbeen developed in the lim it where no conservative forces are present, w hereas the pressure term in
the hydrodynam ic equations (even for an idealgas!) produces a conservative tem given by the rst equation in )
iIn SPD . The kinetic theory w ith conservative forces is a bit m ore Involved but the m odi cations can be sum m arized
sin ply. The m olecular chaos assum ption @) now Involves the pair distrdbution function @which in the absence of
conservative forces is equalto 1). Thism eans that the param eters A,;B, appearing in the transport coe cientswill
be m odi ed by the presence of the pair distribbution function w ithin the Integral de ning these param eters. A lso a
new contribution to the transport coe cients arises due to the conservative forces. Ik is an open question whether
these m odi ed transport coe cients due to conservative forces do coincide w ith the Input transport coe cients. The
opposite case could also be possble sin ply due to the fact that the discretization procedure n SPD may induce
\arti cialviscosities" in the lJanguage of num erical resolution of the hydrodynam ic partial di erential equations.

The uid particle m odel is a consistent m odel by itself, w thout having to resort to the an oothed particle m odel
for is validity. Actually, the uid particle m odel, together w ith the kinetic theory developed In this paper has
its advantages w ith respect to SPD : precise predictions can be m ade from the initial m odel param eters about the
transport properties of the uid. In thisway, to ocbtain a prescribbed uid of known transport properties, one sin ply
adjist the m odel param eters according to the form ulae of kinetic theory (slight errors stemm Ing from the ailure of
the m olecular chaos assum ption m ight play a m inor role @]) . In SPD, on the contrary, the only way to goecify the

uid is through the Input transport coe cients in the originalhydrodynam ic equations. T he discretization procedure
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then produces a \ uid" whose trangport properties do not in general correspond w ith those of the uid intended to
be m odeld, and there is no system atic controlon the appearance of arti cial viscosities.

Tt is apparent that this whole discussion can be applied to the DPD m odel, which is a particular case ofthe uid
particlem odel, and forwhich a kinetic theory hasbeen form ulated previously in Ref. EI]. O ne ofthem ain m otivations
for introducing shear forces between dissipative particles into the original algorithm of DPD was the identi cation
of the follow ing elem entary m otion between dissipative particles that produces no force in that algorithm . Let us
focus on two neigbouring dissipative particles, the rst one at rest at the origin and the second one orbiting in a
circum ference around the rst one. T his relative m otion produces no force in DPD because the relative approaching
velocity is exactly zero. Nevertheless, on sin ple physical grounds one expect that the m otion of the second particle
mustdrag In som eway the rstparticle. This istaken into account through the shear forces in the uid particlem odel
presented in this paper. W e note, however that this relative m otion m ight produce a drag even in the originalD PD
algorithm ifmany DPD partickes are involved sim ultaneously. The sam e is true for a purely conservative m olecular
dynam ics sin ulation. The point is, of course, that the e ect is already captured w ith a much an aller num ber of
particles in the uid particle m odel.
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APPEND IX

@T he derivation ofthe FPE isbest achieved by considering the di erentialofan arbitrary function f to second order
1

X £ £ £
df = dri @ + dV'l @ + d! i @
5 Qry Qv @ry
X 2f @%f @%f @°f
+ —= dVide dv;d! g o——— t d! j_dei + d!;d! T 112)
@ 1@ 3 @Vi@'j @!i@Vj @'1@'3

O ne then substiutes the SDE's @) and uses the Tto stochastic rules E) keeping term s up to order dt (the cross
term s Involving positions have been neglected in ) on account of the fact that dr is already of order dt). Then
after averaging w ith respect to the distrdbution function (r;v;! ;t), one perfom s a partial integration and uses the
fact that £ is arbitrary, to obtain the FokkerP lanck equation in the form

@ @wv;l;= L+ LT+ LR @©v;!;b (113)

w here we have de ned the operators

2 3
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3
@ mX 1
@!yI dt

inO

Tig Ty
+ ~ dvip 3730 avio 5 (114)

N

T he operator ¢ is the usualLiouville operator ofa H am iltonian system interacting w ith conservative orcesFC . W e
need to arrange a bit the operatorsL” and L¥ by using the Tto rules (1§

1 1 h i
Ecdvﬁodvjjg = 2 5 K (30 )K (r590) + C (rip0)C (r340) ej0 €
1 h i
+ 5 X (rj_-lo )K (rjjo) C (rjio )C (rjjo) eﬁoejjo
1 h i
+ D_ B (rto)B (r550) K (ryo) X (r350) €;50€450
[i3 o090+ 10 510
°T o5 L1 090+ 50 510 (115)
T he second order tensor T 110490 satis es
T3 = Tags = Ty (116)
Ifwe de ne
1 h 2 2 : 1 1 2 1 1.
Tis Tijis= 2 K () + C%(my) 1+ 2 D K (o) + D_E (ris) EC (riy) eijeis a17)
then the follow ing identities are obtained
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By using these resuls into ) the operators take the follow ing com pact form

X e
LT = L + LY
s CV
;36 1
X
R _ m ¢ Lij T R
L= — ' — L+ Ly (119)
.. @ty 2
i;36 1
w here we have Introduced the vector operators
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