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The hydrodynamics of thin films is typically described using phenomenological models whose
connection to the microscopic particle dynamics is a subject of ongoing research. Existing methods
based on density functional theory provide a good description of static thin films, but are not suffi-
cient for understanding nonequilibrium dynamics. In this work, we present a microscopic derivation
of the thin film equation using the Mori-Zwanzig projection operator formalism. This method allows
to directly obtain the correct gradient dynamics structure along with microscopic expressions for
the mobility and the free energy. Our results are verified against molecular dynamics simulations
for both simple fluids and polymers.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, a significant amount of work has been
done on the description of thin films on substrates. This
includes a variety of aspects, ranging from contact line
motion [1, 2] and pattern formation [3, 4] to sliding
droplets [5–8]. An improved understanding of thin films
is of interest, e.g., for technological applications [9–14] or
the modeling of bacterial colonies [15–17]. An improved
understanding of thin films is therefore of interest in a
large variety of disciplines, including biology [18], chem-
istry [19], engineering [20], mathematics [21], and physics
[22, 23]. Many applications require an understanding not
only of the equilibrium configuration of thin films but also
of their dynamics out of equilibrium.

Two main modeling approaches can be distinguished.
First, a microscopic description is possible using particle-
based simulations [24–26]. Second, thin films can be de-
scribed on a macroscopic level using continuum models,
which often have a variational form [27–32]. The latter
can be derived either as an approximation to the Navier-
Stokes equation via a long-wave approximation [33] or
from gradient dynamics based on thermodynamic argu-
ments [32]. An understanding of the connection between
microscopic and macroscopic approaches is of high inter-
est, both for the interpretation of these models and for
the development of extensions.

Various approaches have been developed to establish
a connection between particle-based and continuum ap-
proaches [34–38]. A very useful framework in this con-
text is density functional theory (DFT) [39–49], which al-
lows to find the equilibrium configuration of a fluid based
on minimizing a free energy functional. The nonequilib-
rium dynamics of thin films can be modeled in dynamical
density functional theory (DDFT) [50–65], which is the
nonequilibrium extension of DFT [66–68] (see Ref. [69]
for a recent review). However, DFT is restricted to the
equilibrium case and DDFT to diffusive dynamics, such
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that both approaches do not provide a full picture of the
nonequilibrium dynamics of thin films.

A systematic connection between microscopic and
macroscopic descriptions of physical systems can be ob-
tained using the Mori-Zwanzig projection operator for-
malism [70–74], reviewed in Refs. [75–78]. This formalism
allows to obtain transport equations by projecting the
microscopic dynamics onto an arbitrary set of “relevant
variables”. The Mori-Zwanzig formalism has been ap-
plied successfully in a variety of contexts including fluid
dynamics [76, 79] (also at surfaces or interfaces [80–82]),
DDFT [83, 84], extensions of DDFT [85–87], and general
relativity [88]. Moreover, it has a natural connection to
irreversible dynamics [89], in particular nonequilibrium
thermodynamics [75]. Consequently, it is a very promis-
ing approach for a microscopic derivation of thin-film hy-
drodynamics.

In this article, we present a microscopic derivation of
the thin-film equation using the Mori-Zwanzig formal-
ism. The dynamics of the fluid particles is projected
onto the film height, which is chosen as a relevant vari-
able. Thereby, the thin film equation is obtained almost
directly, along with microscopic expressions for the mo-
bility and the free energy functional, and without a need
for the full hydrodynamic theory. Our results are verified
against molecular dynamics and continuum simulations.
The formalism provides a natural route to the derivation
of extensions of the standard thin film equation.

This article is structured as follows: In Section II, we
introduce the governing equations. An introduction to
the Mori-Zwanzig formalism is provided in Section III.
The microscopic description is developed in Section IV.
In Section V, we derive the thin-film equation. We ex-
plain how to obtain the free energy functional in Sec-
tion VI. An extension of the thin-film equation with
memory is developed in Section VII. In Section VIII, we
compare our results to standard derivations. Simulations
are presented in Section IX. We conclude in Section X.
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II. GOVERNING EQUATIONS

Our aim is the microscopic derivation of the thin film
equation

∂th(r⃗, t) = ∇⃗ ·
(
Q(h(r⃗, t))∇⃗ δF

δh(r⃗, t)

)
. (1)

describing the time evolution of the film height h as
a function of (two-dimensional) position r⃗ and time t.
Here, Q is the mobility and F is the free energy. Typ-
ically, one considers the case Q = h3/(3η) with the dy-
namic viscosity η, which corresponds to no-slip boundary
conditions. However, other cases are also possible, such
as Q ∝ h2 corresponding to strong slip. Equation (1)
has the form of a gradient dynamics, which describes the
relaxation of a slow conserved variable towards an equi-
librium state characterized by a minimum of F . (This
paragraph follows Ref. [4].)

One derives Eq. (1) phenomenologically as a limiting
case of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation, as dis-
cussed in detail in Ref. [33]. The derivation, which is
rather involved, consists of imposing certain boundary
conditions (no-slip at the substrate, force balance and
kinematic boundary condition at the free surface) and
making a long-wave approximation corresponding to the
assumption that horizontal length scales are much longer
than vertical length scales. In this work, we will use a
different approach based on the Mori-Zwanzig formalism.
This method allows to derive equations of the form (1)
directly from the microscopic dynamics.

III. MORI-ZWANZIG PROJECTION
OPERATOR FORMALISM

The Mori-Zwanzig formalism [70–72] is a method of
nonequilibrium statistical mechanics that allows for the
microscopic derivation of transport equations for an ar-
bitrary set of relevant variables from the microscopic dy-
namics of a many-particle system. A general introduction
to this formalism can be found in Refs. [75, 76]. We here
describe it loosely following Ref. [86].

Suppose that we wish to describe a system of N par-
ticles with positions r⃗i and momenta p⃗i, governed by a
Hamiltonian H, that is microscopically described by the
phase-space distribution ρ that, in general, is unknown.
All that we know about the system are the mean val-
ues {ai} of a set of κ macroscopic observables {Ai} that
are defined on phase space. Therefore, we approximate
the unknown distribution ρ in terms of a “relevant” dis-
tribution ρ̄ that depends only on the relevant variables.
Assuming maximal informational entropy with respect to
the unknown degrees of freedom, the relevant density has
the form

ρ̄(t) =
1

Ξ(t)
exp

(
− β(H − µN −

κ∑
i=1

a♮j(t)Aj(t))

)
(2)

with the grand-canonical partition function Ξ, the ther-
modynamic beta β = (kBT )

−1 with Boltzmann constant
kB and temperature T , the chemical potential µ, the par-

ticle number N , and the thermodynamic conjugates {a♮j}
that are chosen in such a way that the conditions

Tr(ρ̄(t)) = 1, (3)

Tr(ρ̄(t)Ai) = ai(t) (4)

are satisfied. The trace Tr is, for a grand-canonical sys-
tem in three dimensions, given by [69]

Tr(Y ) =

∞∑
N=0

1

N !(2πℏ)3N

∫
d3r1

∫
d3p1 · · ·

∫
d3rN

∫
d3pN Y,

(5)
where Y an arbitrary function and ℏ is the reduced
Planck constant. If we introduce the free energy func-
tional

F = Tr(ρ̄H) + kBT Tr(ρ̄ ln(ρ)), (6)

the thermodynamic conjugates can be expressed as

a♮j(t) =
∂F

∂aj(t)
. (7)

We are now interested in the dynamics of the mean val-
ues {aj}. Microscopically, one can infer from Hamilton’s
equations that the variables {Ai} satisfy

Ȧi = iLAi (8)

with the Liouvillian iL that is defined as

iL =

N∑
i=1

(∇⃗p⃗i
H) · ∇⃗r⃗i − (∇⃗r⃗iH) · ∇⃗p⃗i

. (9)

For describing the macroscopic dynamics, one introduces
a projection operator P, defined as

P(t)Y = Tr(ρ̄(t)Y ) +

κ∑
j=1

(Aj − aj(t))
∂

∂aj(t)
Tr(ρ̄(t)Y ),

(10)
that projects the full microscopic dynamics onto the
closed subdynamics of the relevant variables. More-
over, one introduces a complementary projection oper-
ator Q = 1− P.
The time evolution of the mean values of the relevant

variables is then given by [69]

ȧi(t) = vi(t)−
κ∑

j=1

∫ t

0

dsRij(t, s)βa
♮
j(s) + zi(t, 0) (11)

with the organized drift

vi(t) = Tr(ρ̄(t)iLAi), (12)

the retardation matrix

Rij(t, s) = Tr(ρ̄(s)(Q(s)G(s, t)iLAi)iLAj), (13)
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the orthogonal dynamics propagator

G(s, t) = expR

(∫ t

s

dt′ iLQ(t′)

)
, (14)

the mean random force

zi(t, 0) = ⟨Q(0)G(0, t)iLAi⟩ (15)

with the ensemble average ⟨·⟩, and the right-time-ordered
exponential expR(·).
We now assume that

1. the macroscopic variables provide a full description
of the macroscopic dynamics in the sense that all
other variables relax quickly,

2. ρ(0) = ρ̄(0), i.e, that the system starts in a state of
constrained equilibrium.

In this case, one can show [74] that Eq. (11) can be
approximated by

ȧi(t) = vi(t)−
κ∑

j=1

Dij(t)βa
♮
j(t) (16)

with the diffusion tensor

Dij(t) =

∫ ∞

0

ds Tr(ρ̄(t)(Q(t)iLAj)e
iLs(Q(t)iLAi)). (17)

A violation of assumption 1 leads to transport equations
that are non-local in time (memory effects), a violation of
assumption 2 leads to transport equations that contain a
mean random force term. It is easily shown that, if the
dynamic is given by Eq. (16), the free energy F given by
Eq. (6) is monotonically decreasing. If there is only one
relevant variable, the organized drift typically vanishes
for symmetry reasons.

In this work, the relevant variable is a conserved field
A. For conserved fields in d spatial dimensions, we can

introduce a current J⃗(r⃗, t) defined by

iLAi(r⃗, t) = −∇⃗ · J⃗i(r⃗, t). (18)

This allows to rewrite Eq. (16) as

∂

∂t
ai(r⃗, t) = −∇⃗r⃗ · Tr(ρ̄(t)J⃗i(r⃗, 0))

+

κ∑
j=1

∇⃗r⃗ ·
(∫

ddr Dij(r⃗, r⃗
′, t)β∇⃗r⃗′a

♮
j(r⃗

′, t)

)
(19)

with the diffusion tensor

Dij(r⃗, r⃗
′, t) =

∫ ∞

0

ds Tr(ρ̄(t)(Q(t)J⃗j(r⃗
′, 0))eiLs⊗(Q(t)J⃗i(r⃗, 0)),

(20)
where ⊗ is the dyadic product. Note that Eq. (7) changes
to

a♮j(r⃗, t) =
δF

δaj(r⃗, t)
, (21)

i.e., we now have a functional rather than an ordinary
derivative [75]. As can be seen, the derivation in the pro-
jection operator framework naturally leads to a gradient
dynamics form for the dissipative part. Moreover, it can
be shown that Eq. (19) allows to prove an H-theorem for
the free energy functional [87, 89].

IV. MICROSCOPIC DYNAMICS AND
RELEVANT VARIABLES

We consider a system of N particles with mass m,

where r⃗
(3)
i is the position and p⃗

(3)
i the momentum of par-

ticle i. (Following Ref. [33], we will from now on use a
superscript (3) to denote three-dimensional vectors, all
other vectors are assumed to be two-dimensional. For
example, we have r⃗(3) = (x, y, z)T and r⃗ = (x, y)T.) The
Hamiltonian is given by

H =
N∑
i=1

Hi, (22)

Hi =
(p⃗

(3)
i )2

2m
+

1

2

N∑
j ̸=i

U2(r⃗
(3)
i − r⃗

(3)
j ) + U1(r⃗

(3)
i ). (23)

Here, U2 is the interaction potential and U1 is the ex-
ternal potential, which we here assume to be time-
independent.
The first step is the microscopic definition of the ob-

servable of interest, in our case the film height. We choose

ĥ(r⃗) =
1

ρl

∫
dz ρ̂(r⃗(3)) (24)

with the density of the liquid phase ρl and the density
operator [90]

ρ̂(r⃗(3)) =

N∑
i=1

δ(r⃗(3) − r⃗
(3)
i ), (25)

where r⃗
(3)
i the position of particle i. The definition (24)

is adapted from Eq. (7) in Ref. [46] (we here assume
the density of the gas phase to be negligible compared
to the density of the liquid phase). Obviously, the defi-
nition (24) only makes physical sense if the particles are
located in a film at a surface, which is what we assume
throughout this derivation. Formally, it is of course also
applicable otherwise, although in this case h should not
be thought of as a film height (and most of our approxi-
mations will not be justified).
The microscopic rate of change is found to be

iLĥ(r⃗, t) =
1

ρl
∇⃗

r⃗
(3)
i

·
∫

dz

N∑
i=1

v⃗
(3)
i δ(r⃗(3) − r⃗

(3)
i (t))

= − 1

ρl
∇⃗r⃗ ·

∫
dz

N∑
i=1

v⃗iδ(r⃗
(3) − r⃗

(3)
i (t)),

(26)
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where v⃗
(3)
i = p⃗

(3)
i /m is the velocity of the i-th particle

and v⃗i the vector containing the x- and y-component of

v⃗
(3)
i . We have exploited that, since the third coordinate
is integrated over, the partial derivative with respect to
this coordinate vanishes. Thus, despite the fact that the
microscopic dynamics is three-dimensional, we can use

a two-dimensional current. The time evolution of ĥ can
therefore be expressed as

∂tĥ(r⃗, t) = −∇⃗ · ˆ⃗J(r⃗, t) (27)

with the two-dimensional microscopic current

ˆ⃗
J(r⃗, t) =

1

ρl

N∑
i=1

∫
dz v⃗iδ(r⃗

(3) − r⃗
(3)
i (t)). (28)

We write ∇⃗ for ∇⃗r⃗.

V. DERIVATION OF TRANSPORT
EQUATIONS

For the current (28), the organized drift term in
Eq. (19) vanishes for symmetry reasons (integral over an
odd function of the momenta). Thus, we find

∂th(r⃗, t) = ∇⃗ ·
∫
d2r′ βD(r⃗, r⃗′, t)∇⃗′ δF

δh(r⃗′, t)
(29)

with ∇⃗′ = ∇⃗r⃗′ . The diffusion tensor is given by

D(r⃗, r⃗′, t) =

∫ ∞

0

ds Tr
(
ρ̄(t)

ˆ⃗
J(r⃗′, 0)⊗ ˆ⃗

J(r⃗, s)
)
, (30)

having exploited that1 QJ⃗ = J⃗ . Since the relevant den-
sity ρ̄ appearing in Eq. (30) for the diffusion tensor is still
difficult to work with, we can assume that we are near
equilibrium and can therefore replace it by the equilib-
rium distribution ρeq [84] for the purposes of numeri-
cal simulations. Basically, the average in Eq. (30) is a
“constrained equilibrium ensemble average” where “con-
strained equilibrium” means that the film height is con-
strained to be h(r⃗, t).

Using Eq. (28), we can write Eq. (30) as

D(r⃗, r⃗′, t) =

∫
dz

∫
dz′ Dz(r⃗, z, r⃗

′, z′, t). (31)

We have introduced here the extended diffusion tensor

Dz(r⃗, z, r⃗
′, z′, t) =

∫ ∞

0

ds Tr
(
ρ̄(t)

ˆ⃗
Jz(r⃗

′, z′, 0)⊗ ˆ⃗
Jz(r⃗, z, s)

)
(32)

1 The trace Tr includes an integral over the momenta p⃗i. We have
Tr(ρ̄J⃗) = 0⃗ since ρ̄ is even and J⃗ is odd in the momenta. By

Eq. (10), this implies PJ⃗ = 0⃗, which gives QJ⃗ = (1− P)J⃗ = J⃗ .

with

ˆ⃗
Jz(r⃗

(3), t) =
1

ρl

N∑
i=1

v⃗iδ(r⃗
(3) − r⃗

(3)
i (t)). (33)

Assuming translational and rotational invariance in the
xy-plane, we can write Eq. (32) as

Dz(r⃗, z, r⃗
′, z′, t) =

1

2

∫ ∞

0

ds ⟨ ˆ⃗Jz (⃗0, z′, 0) · ˆ⃗Jz(r⃗ − r⃗′, z, s)⟩t 1
(34)

with the two-dimensional unit matrix 1, where we have
introduced the notation

⟨Y ⟩t = Tr(ρ̄(t)Y ) (35)

with an arbitrary phase-space variable Y to emphasize
that we are dealing with constrained equilibrium aver-
ages. Essentially, ⟨Y ⟩t is an average over an ensemble of
systems that all have a certain film height h(r⃗, t).
We now perform a Fourier transformation, giving

Dz(r⃗, z, r⃗
′, z′, t)

=
1

2π

∫
d2k e−i⃗k·(r⃗−r⃗′)D̃(k⃗, z, z′, t)

(36)

with the partially Fourier-transformed extended diffusion
tensor D̃. In a thin film, gradients in the xy direction
are small compared to gradients in the z direction. If

gradients in the xy direction are small, we can set k⃗ to
zero and find

D̃(k⃗, z, z′, t) ≈ D̃(⃗0, z, z′, t). (37)

Inserting Eq. (37) into Eq. (36) gives

Dz(r⃗, z, r⃗
′, z′, t)

=
1

2π

∫
d2k e−i⃗k·(r⃗−r⃗′)D̃(⃗0, z, z′, t)

= 2πD̃(⃗0, z, z′, t)δ(r⃗ − r⃗′).

(38)

The tensor D̃(⃗0, z, z′, t) is given by

D̃(⃗0, z, z′, t) =
1

4π

∫
d2r

∫ ∞

0

ds ⟨ ˆ⃗Jz(r⃗, z, s) · ˆ⃗Jz (⃗0, z′, 0)⟩t 1.
(39)

Next, we introduce the transverse current as2 [80, 91]

ˆ⃗
JT(z, t) =

1

ρl

N∑
i=1

v⃗iδ(z − zi(t)) =

∫
d2r

ˆ⃗
Jz(r⃗

(3), t), (40)

2 Compared to the usual definition, we add a prefactor 1/ρl in the
transverse current and a prefactor 1/ρ2l in the transverse current
correlation for convenience.
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where zi is the third component of r⃗
(3)
i . The transverse

current correlation is then defined as

C(z, z′, t, s) =
1

2
⟨ ˆ⃗JT(z, s) · ˆ⃗JT(z′, 0)⟩t

=

∫
d2r

∫
d2r′ ⟨ ˆ⃗Jz(r⃗, z, s) · ˆ⃗Jz(r⃗′, z′, 0)⟩t ,

(41)

where we have used a constrained rather than an equilib-
rium ensemble average. Exploiting translational invari-
ance, Eq. (41) can be re-written as

C(z, z′, t, s) =
1

2

∫
d2r

∫
d2r′ ⟨ ˆ⃗Jz(r⃗ − r⃗′, z, s) · ˆ⃗Jz (⃗0, z′, 0)⟩t

=
A

2

∫
d2r ⟨ ˆ⃗Jz(r⃗, z, t) · ˆ⃗Jz (⃗0, z′, 0)⟩t ,

(42)

where A =
∫
d2r is the area of the two-dimensional do-

main. Comparing Eqs. (39) and (42) shows that

D̃(⃗0, z, z′, t) =
1

2πA

∫ ∞

0

dsC(z, z′, t, s)1. (43)

Inserting Eq. (43) into Eq. (38) yields

Dz(r⃗, z, r⃗
′, z′, t) =

1

A
δ(r⃗ − r⃗′)

∫ ∞

0

dsC(z, z′, s)1. (44)

As is well known [91–94], the transverse current corre-
lation function can be related to the viscosity. It obeys
the diffusion equation [80]

∂sC(z, z′, t, s) = ν∂2
zC(z, z′, t, s) (45)

with the kinematic viscosity

ν =
η

mρl
. (46)

The dependence on time t is not relevant for the dynamics
of the correlation functions. Equation (45) is a standard
result, a derivation can be found in Refs. [95, 96]. It can
be used in two different ways. Since it establishes a rela-
tion between the correlation function C and the viscosity
η, one can use it (a) for determining the viscosity η from
a given correlation function C, and (b) for calculating
the correlation function C for a given value of η. Route
(a) would be closer to the way in which the Mori-Zwanzig
formalism is traditionally applied, namely as a way of ob-
taining microscopic expressions for transport coefficients.
Using the Fourier-transformed transverse current corre-
lation function3 C̃(kz, ω) with wavenumber kz and fre-
quency ω, the viscosity is given by [91]

lim
ω→0

lim
kz→0

kBT
ω2

k2z
C̃(kz, ω) = η. (47)

3 Typically, one sets z = z′ such that C depends only on one
spatial coordinate, and consequently only on one wavenumber
kz .

Microscopically, such a connection between the trans-
verse correlation function and the viscosity is a conse-
quence of linear response theory [91, 96]. However, for
liquids commonly considered in thin-film physics (such as
water), the viscosity is well studied and typically known.
What is far more interesting in practice is to thus use
Eq. (45) to calculate, for a known value of η, the corre-
lation function C. As will be shown, this allows us to
calculate the mobility Q(h) from the thin-film equation
from first principles.
Equation (45) can be obtained by assuming, following

the line of argument in Ref. [80], that the equilibrium
fluctuations of the momentum density obey the same evo-
lution equations and boundary conditions as the momen-
tum density itself (a generalization of Onsager’s linear
regression hypothesis [97, 98]). The macroscopic velocity
field obeys the boundary condition [33]

v⃗|z=0 = 0⃗ (48)

at the surface (no-slip condition). From Eq. (48), it then
follows that C obeys

C(z, z′, t, s)|z=0 = 0. (49)

From equilibrium statistical mechanics, one can derive
the initial condition [80]

C(z, z′, t, 0) =
kBT

mρ2l
⟨ρ̂z⟩t δ(z − z′) (50)

with the xy-averaged particle density

ρ̂z =

N∑
i=1

δ(z − zi) (51)

in the canonical ensemble. Making the plausible assump-
tion that ⟨ρ̂z⟩t = ρlA for 0 < z < h, Eq. (50) becomes

C(z, z′, t, 0) =
kBTA

mρl
δ(z − z′) (52)

for 0 < z < h. The result (50) can be obtained from
(canonical) equilibrium statistical mechanics (see Ref.
[80]). Since h is a slow variable, we may assume that
it is constant for the purposes of calculating the mobility
function. To reduce the number of prefactors, we con-
sider the integrated correlation function

M(z, t, s) =

∫
dz′

mρl
kBTA

C(z, z′, t, s) (53)

instead. Thus, we wish to solve the differential equation

∂sM(z, t, s) = ν∂2
zM(z, t, s) (54)

for z ∈ [0,∞) with the initial condition

M(z, t, 0) =

{
1 for 0 < z < h,

0 otherwise
(55)



6

and the boundary condition

M(0, t, s) = 0. (56)

Using standard techniques [99, 100], the solution of

Eq. (54) for the initial condition (55) and the boundary
condition (56) is found to be

M(z, t, s) =
1

2

(
2 erf

(
z√
4νs

)
− erf

(
z − ht√
4νs

)
− erf

(
z + ht√
4νs

))
(57)

with the error function erf (·) defined as

erf(x) =
2√
π

∫ x

0

dt e−t2 . (58)

We have briefly written ht = h(r⃗, t) (and ignored the de-
pendence of M on r⃗). Of course, Eq. (57) will in practice
only be valid for z ∈ (0, h), since there are no particles
in the substrate or above the film. We require the time
integral over Eq. (57), which is given by

M̃(z, t) =

∫ ∞

0

dsM(z, t, s) =
1

ν

(
zht −

z2

2

)
. (59)

Combining Eqs. (31), (44), (46), (53), and (59) and drop-
ping the subscript t, we find

D(r⃗, r⃗′, t) =

∫ h

0

dz
kBT

η

(
zh− z2

2

)
δ(r⃗ − r⃗′)1

= kBT
h3

3η
δ(r⃗ − r⃗′)1,

(60)

where we have assumed that the integral over z in
Eq. (31) can be restricted to the interval [0, h] (for z > h,
there are no particles, such that the correlation function
has to vanish). Finally, inserting Eq. (60) into Eq. (29),
we find

∂th = ∇⃗ ·
(
h3

3η
∇⃗δF

δh

)
, (61)

which is the thin-film equation (1).

VI. FREE ENERGY FUNCTIONAL

What is left is the calculation of the free energy func-
tional F . This, however, turns out to be surprisingly
simple, since we can make use of the bridge theorem de-
rived by Anero et al. [87]. It states that if we have two
levels of description A and B, where A is a coarse-grained
and B a fine-grained description, and if the relevant vari-
ables of A are linear functions of the relevant variables
of B, then the entropy functional of level A is obtained
by maximizing the entropy of level B subject to the con-
straint that the average of the relevant variables of B
gives the relevant variables of A.

In our case, level A is given by thin-film hydrodynam-
ics, and level B by dynamical density functional theory
[69]. The film height h is – in our definition – a lin-
ear function of the density ρ. Thus, we can obtain the
entropy S[h] by maximizing the entropy S[ρ] subject to
the constraint h = 1

ρl

∫
dz ρ. Due to the simple relation

F [ρ] = ⟨H⟩ − TS[ρ] with the ensemble average of the
Hamiltonian ⟨H⟩, this can be directly translated into a
minimization principle for the free energy:

F [h] = min
1
ρl

∫
dz ρ=h

(FDFT[ρ]). (62)

Thus, we know the free energy functional F [h] once we
have a suitable DFT functional FDFT.
In practice, there is still some work to be done to come

from the abstract definition (62) to a directly applicable
formula for the free energy F [h]. Fortunately, this has
already been done by other authors [41, 46, 101], such
that we can restrict ourselves here to a brief presentation
of what needs to be done. We follow Ref. [41].
The grand-canonical potential is given by

Ω = −pV +A(γwl + γlg + g(h) + Γδµ) (63)

with pressure p, volume V , area A, wall-liquid interfacial
tension γwl, liquid-gas interfacial tension γlg, adsorption
Γ, and deviation from chemical potential at coexistence
δµ. The most interesting quantity is the binding poten-
tial g(h), which is defined by Eq. (63). It is related to
the disjoining pressure Π as

Π = −∂g

∂h
. (64)

Microscopically, Ω can be calculated in DFT as

Ω = kBT

∫
d3r ρ(r⃗)(ln(Λ3ρ(r⃗))− 1)

+ Fexc +

∫
d3r ρ(U1(r⃗)− µ)

(65)

with the thermal de Broglie wavelength Λ, the excess free
energy Fexc, the chemical potential µ.
For the purpose of describing thin films, only terms

that are at least quadratic in h are relevant. This gives

F [h] =

∫
d2r

(
g(h) + γlg

√
1 + (∇⃗h)2

)
. (66)
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The first term in the integrand is the binding potential,
the second term takes into account that the surface area
depends on the film height. It is often approximated as
γlg

2 (∇⃗h)2, a form that arises from a Taylor expansion of
the square root with dropping a constant term. Thus, we
need to calculate γlg and g(h) from DFT. For obtaining
γlg, one calculates the density profile of the gas-liquid in-
terface for a vanishing external potential, uses this profile
to obtain the free energy Ωlg, and then finds

γlg =
Ωlg + pV

A
. (67)

Obtaining the binding potential is more difficult. For
this purpose, one introduces into the free energy a fic-
titious external potential constraining the system to a
certain film height and thereby calculates the free energy
for various film heights. Then, one makes an ansatz for
the function g(h) (see Eqs. (26) and (27) in Ref. [41]) and
fits the free parameters to the simulation results.

VII. THIN-FILM EQUATION WITH MEMORY
EFFECTS

As discussed in Section III, dissipative Markovian
transport equations such as Eq. (1) are, in general, only
an approximation to the exact dynamics which actually
also depends on previous times. More precisely, the thin-
film equation (1) has been shown to be a special case of
the general transport equation (16), which in turn is an
approximation to Eq. (11). Such approximations, while
often very accurate, have certain drawbacks. An exam-
ple known from DDFT is the overestimation of relaxation

times [69].
Therefore, it would be interesting to derive a gener-

alization of the thin-film equation that corresponds to
Eq. (11) rather than Eq. (16), i.e., that takes into account
also time-delay. To this end, we note that, if we replace
the orthogonal dynamics propagator G(s, t) in Eq. (13)
by an ordinary propagator exp(iL(t− s)) (a common ap-
proximation that is also required for deriving Eq. (17)
[75]), and if we take into account that Q(t)iLA = iLA
for the variable considered here (see footnote 1), we can
write Rij(t, s) = Rij(s, t − s). The relation between the
retardation matrix and the diffusion tensor is then given
by

Dij(t) =

∫ ∞

0

dsRij(t, s). (68)

See Ref. [74] for a more detailed derivation. If we compare
Eq. (68) to Eqs. (59) and (60), which essentially state
that the diffusion tensor is equal to

D(r⃗, r⃗′, t) =
kBT

mρl

∫ ht

0

dz

∫ ∞

0

dsM(z, t, s)δ(r⃗ − r⃗′)1, (69)

we can infer that the retardation matrix should be (ap-
proximately) equal to

R(r⃗, r⃗′, t, s) =
kBT

mρl

∫ ht

0

dzM(z, t, t− s)δ(r⃗ − r⃗′)1. (70)

If we insert the function M(z, t, s) given by Eq. (57) into
Eq. (70), we obtain

R(r⃗, r⃗′, t, s) =
kBT

mρl
MR(ht, t− s)δ(r⃗ − r⃗′)1 (71)

with

MR(ht, s) =

√
νs

π

(
4 exp

(
− h2

t

4νs

)
− exp

(
− h2

t

νs

)
− 3

)
+ ht

(
2 erf

(
ht√
4νs

)
− erf

(
ht√
νs

))
. (72)

However, there is one additional difficulty: We need to
specify at which point in time the function h appear-
ing in the memory kernel has to be evaluated. In the
Markovian limit, we can simply assume it to be constant
while calculating the memory kernel (such that we can
always use h(r⃗, t)), however, this is no longer true in the
non-Markovian case.

To solve this problem, we can note that in the Marko-
vian limit the relevant density ρ̄(t) in Eq. (30) enforces
the value of h(r⃗, t), i.e., it settles the system to the local
equilibrium state corresponding to the time-dependent
height profile h(r⃗, t). In Eq. (13), we have ρ̄(s) instead
of ρ̄(t). Consequently, it is reasonable to use h(r⃗, s)
rather than h(r⃗, t) for the mobility function in the non-
Markovian case. Since the h appearing in the thermo-

dynamic force also depends on time s, this ensures that
every h appearing in the dynamic equation has the same
argument.
Hence, by specializing Eq. (11) to the case of the rel-

evant variable h and by inserting Eq. (71), we can infer
that a generalization of the thin-film equation that in-
volves memory effects is given by

∂th(r⃗, t) =

∫ t

0

ds ∇⃗ ·
(
MR(s, t− s)∇⃗ δF

δh(r⃗, s)

)
. (73)

To recover the standard thin-film equation (1), one
then requires the following steps:

1. Assume that the relevant variable h is slow.
This corresponds to replacing h(r⃗, s) by h(r⃗, t) in
Eq. (73).
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FIG. 1. Plot of the function MR(ht, t) given by Eq. (72) for (a) monomers (ρl = 0.76σ−3, ht = 21.02σ, ν = 2.41σ2/τ) and
(b) oligomers (ρl = 1.06σ−3, ht = 20.22σ, ν = 23.4σ2/τ). The time t is specified in units of the characteristic timescale for the
thin film equation, which has the values t0,mono = 241.82τ for monomers in (a) and t0,oligo = 1275.09τ in (b).

2. Assume that the memory function decays rapidly
for larger values of t− s. This allows to change the
lower integration boundary in Eq. (73) from 0 to
−∞. Finally, we substitute s → t − s and switch
integration boundaries [74, 75].

Due to the time integral and the complicated form (72)
of MR, Eq. (73) will, in general, be very difficult to deal
with even numerically.

VIII. COMPARISON TO STANDARD
DERIVATION

The derivation of the thin-film equation presented here
has significant advantages compared to the standard
derivation from the Navier-Stokes equation:

• Despite being a microscopic derivation, it is shorter
than phenomenological derivations. The transport
equation (1) is obtained pretty directly.

• It is not necessary to impose kinematic boundary
conditions or to make a long-wave approximation,
since these are implicitly contained in the choice of
h as a relevant variable.

• We do not need to first consider the full hydrody-
namic equations before making approximations.

• It is easy to generalize Eq. (1) to incorporate, e.g.,
additional fields, nonlocality, or memory effects.
We have demonstrated this explicitly for the case
of memory in Section VII.

• Owing to the deep connection between the Mori-
Zwanzig formalisn and irreversible thermodynam-
ics [75, 86], we get a much better explanation for
why the thin-film equation has the gradient dynam-
ics form (1).

• We get microscopic expressions for the mobility and
the free energy.

A comment on incompressibility is in order: It might
be argued that the incompressible Navier-Stokes equa-
tion assumes ρ(r⃗(3)) = ρl = const., such that it is not
helpful to define the film height in terms of the den-
sity. Actually, however, the incompressible Navier-Stokes
equation assumes

ρ(r⃗(3)) =

{
ρl for z ∈ [0, h],

0 otherwise,
(74)

such that integrating over ρ does give the film height.

IX. MOLECULAR DYNAMICS SIMULATIONS

A. Simulation setup

The theoretical framework developed in this article
can be tested using numerical simulations. For this pur-
pose, we can exploit that the derivation based on the
Mori-Zwanzig formalism leads to an equation of the form
(1) along with a microscopic expression for the mobility
Q(h). In particular, the derivation presented here makes
a specific prediction for the form of the integrated cor-
relation function M , which is given by Eq. (57). This
prediction can be tested by comparing it to the results of
Molecular Dynamics (MD) simulations, where the inte-
grated correlation function can be calculated microscop-
ically using Eqs. (41) and (53).

The MD simulation are performed with the package
HOOMD [102, 103]. For the choice of the simulation
setup, we follow previous work [37, 38]. The particles are
assumed to interact via the Lennard-Jones potential

V (rij) = 4ϵij

((
σ

rij

)12

−
(

σ

rij

)6
)
, (75)
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FIG. 2. Spatial correlation of the velocity v⃗ in xy-direction
at time tMD = 0 τ in xy- and z-direction for the simple liquid
and the oligomer.

with the distance rij of particles i and j, the interaction
strength ϵlj, and the particle diameter σ. We truncate
this potential at a cut-off radius of rc = 2.5σ. The sys-
tem contains two particle types (with the same mass and
diameter), namely substrate particles (s) whose positions
are fixed to two layers of an fcc(111) lattice with lattice
constant a, and fluid particles (f), which can move. The
interaction strengths are given by ϵff = ϵsf = ε with an
energy ε that corresponds to the physical energy scale of
the problem. In the simulations, all energies are mea-
sured in units of ε, such that the prefactor in Eq. (75) is
4.

In this work, we set the lattice constant to a = 1.74σ.
By using a total amount of N = 30, 000 fluid particles
inside a simulation box with dimensions lx = 36.92σ in
x- and ly = 31.97σ in y-direction, the simulation of a
liquid film is ensured. The time-step size is chosen to
be tMD = 0.005 τ with τ = σ

√
m/ε and the reduced

temperature is set to kBT/ε = 0.75.
To check whether our results also apply for polymer

films, we also performed MD simulations for oligomers.
These are modeled by particles connected in unbranched
chains with a finite extensible nonlinear elastic (FENE)
potential

UFENE(r) = −1

2
kR2

0 ln

(
1−

(
r

R0

)2
)
, (76)

where k = 30 ε is the strength of the attractive force and
R0 = 1.5σ the maximum bond length. In this work,
we set the chain length to 20 particles. Although our
derivation assumes monomers, the results should essen-
tially carry over since the particles in the chains also have
a spherically symmetric interaction potential and also
obey Hamilton’s equations. (The main difference that
would make the derivation technically more complicated
is that in the oligomer case, the interaction potential be-

tween two different particles is not generally the same
since they could belong to different chains or be in dif-
ferent positions within the same chain.)

B. Test of theoretical results

1. Validity of Markovian approximation

The MD simulations described in Section IXA allow us
to check the accuracy of several assumptions and results
made within the analytical derivation.
A very central assumption made in this derivation is

the Markovian approximation. The thin film equation
has, in this work, been found to be a special case of
Eq. (16). This equation, however, is itself only a special
case of the more general non-Markovian equation (11)
– more precisely the special case in which the memory
function decays very rapidly (the Markovian approxima-
tion is the assumption that this is indeed the case). Using
Eq. (11) rather than Eq. (16) as a basis for the deriva-
tion would lead to the more general equation (73), from
which the thin film equation arises as a special case only
if we assume that the function MR decays very rapidly.
This is what the Markovian approximation corresponds
to in this case.
To judge whether a function decays rapidly, we require

a time scale to compare it to. The Markovian approx-
imation corresponds to the assumption of a time scale
separation between microscopic and macroscopic degrees
of freedom, i.e., it is required that MR decays rapidly
compared to the time scales on which the film height h
evolves. As shown in Ref. [37], the characteristic time
scale for the thin film equation is t0 = 3ηh0/γlg with the
characteristic film height h0. For the monomers, we have
in our simulations h0 = 21.02σ (typical film height) and
η = 1.82919m/(στ). The surface tension γlg has been
computed via the anisotropy of the normal and tangen-
tial part of the pressure tensor of a liquid slab in its
own vapor phase [104], similar to the procedure used
in Ref. [38]. For the monomer system, we have found
γlg,mono = 0.477 ϵ/σ2, giving t0,mono = 241.821 219 τ ,
and for the oligomer system γlg,oligo = 1.18 ϵ/σ2 and
t0,oligo = 1275.093 76 τ
Figure 1 shows a plot of the function MR(ht, t) given

by Eq. (72) for the parameters used in our simula-
tions, both for monomers (ρl = 0.759σ−3, ht = 21.02σ,
ν = 2.41σ2/τ , Fig. 1a) and oligomers (ρl = 1.06σ−3,
ht = 20.22σ, ν = 23.4σ2/τ , Fig. 1b). The time is
shown in units of the characteristic time of the thin
film equation, which is given by t0,mono for monomers
and by t0,oligo for oligomers. As can be seen, MR de-
cays, on the time scale on which the film height evolves,
very rapidly. Consequently, the Markovian approxima-
tion is valid, which explains the validity of the thin
film equation. Interestingly, the decay is, relative to
the characteristic time scale, significantly faster in the
case of oligomers (Fig. 1b) than in the case of monomers
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(Fig. 1a). The most likely explanation for this is the fact
that the viscosity, which by Eq. (45) determines both the
time scale of the relaxation and the macroscopic charac-
teristic time to be compared to4, is much higher in the
case of polymers. Figure (1) also suggests the possibil-
ity of approximating MR by simpler functions (such as
exponentials) in order to simplify numerical simulations
based on Eq. (73).

2. Validity of small gradient assumption

An important approximation is the one made in
Eq. (37), namely that gradients of the diffusion tensor
– which, as can be seen from Eqs. (28) and (30), is de-
termined by the correlation of the xy-components of the
particle velocities – are smaller in the x/y-direction than
in the z-direction. In Fig. 2, we show numerical results for
these velocity correlations obtained for both monomers
and oligomers as a function of the distance in the xy di-
rection and in the z direction. (Due to the rotational
symmetry in the xy-plane, the x- and y-direction are
equivalent.) As can be seen, the decay of the velocity
correlations is much steeper for the z-direction than in
the x/y-direction. Steeper decays imply larger gradients,
which confirms the assumption made in the derivation.

3. Test of prediction for memory function

A central result of the analytical approach proposed
here that goes beyond the established thin film equation
is the prediction (57) for the form of the correlation func-
tion M(z, t, s). To compare M(z, t, s) obtained from the
MD simulations with the approximated form Eq. (57),

we first calculate
ˆ⃗
JT(z, t) via Eq. (40). For this purpose,

the MD system is binned in steps of 1σ in z-direction
starting from a height of 0σ. Afterwards, C(z, z′, t, s) is
calculated via the definition (41) by taking the ensemble
average over 1000 independent trajectories.

Figure (3) shows the results for M(z, t, s) as a func-
tion of s computed from theory (orange) and simulation
(blue) for the monomer system for three different values
of z. The function M decays, both in the theory and
in the simulation, more rapidly for small values of z. As
can be seen, the MD data, despite being very noisy, agree
quite well with the approximated form (57). A possible
reason for deviations, especially for higher values of z,
may be the absence of a sharp transition between liq-
uid and vapor phases (which the theory assumes) in the
simulations.

4 The exponential functions in Eq. (72) depend on the product
νs. If we insert s = s̃t0 with the dimensionless time s̃ and the
macroscopic characteristic time t0, which itself is proportional to
ν, this gives a factor ν2s̃.
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FIG. 3. M(z, t, s) calculated from MD simulations for a sim-
ple fluid via Eq. (53) compared to the approximated form
(57) for slices at positions (a) z = 2.5σ, (b) z = 8.5σ, and
(c) z = 18.5σ. The height h is 21.0σ.

Figure (4) shows the same plots for the oligomer sys-
tem. Also here, the agreement between theory and simu-
lation is relatively good, in particular for small values of
z. However, it is not as good as in the case of monomers.
A possible explanation for this is the fact that polymers
have a complex viscoelastic dynamics (in contrast to the
viscous dynamics of simple fluids) and that therefore the
assumption that the correlation function is governed by
Eq. (45) might be less accurate in the case of polymers. In
particular, on short time scales the microscopic degrees of
freedom in the polymer system might be governed by an
effective viscosity that is smaller than the full viscosity of
the system, as a consequence of which M relaxes slower
than predicted by our theoretical model. The reason for
the dependence of the viscosity on the considered time
scale is that the fact that the particles are connected in a
chain has little influence on their dynamics on short time
scales, but strongly affects the observed correlations on
longer ones.

X. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a microscopic derivation of the thin-
film equation using the Mori-Zwanzig projection operator
formalism. This method allows to obtain this result very
directly, without the need to employ the full hydrody-
namic equations as in standard derivations and leading
to microscopic expressions for the transport coefficients
and the memory functions. These are found to be in good
agreement with simulation results.
Our results contribute to the microscopic understand-

ing of thin film hydrodynamics [37, 38]. Moreover, they
are of general interest for researchers working on projec-
tion operator methods, given that strategies for deter-
mining memory functions [105–109] and the validity of
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FIG. 4. M(z, t, s) calculated from MD simulations for a poly-
mer via Eq. (53) compared to the approximated form (57)
for slices at positions (a) z = 2.5σ, (b) z = 8.5σ, and (c)
z = 18.5σ. The height h is 20.2σ.

the Markovian assumption [89] have been widely studied
recently. Possible further applications of our approach
include the derivation of extensions of the standard thin-
film equation incorporating, e.g., additional order param-
eter fields.
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