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Abstract

In this work, a third-order Chapman-Enskog analysis of thatiple-relaxation-time (MRT) pseudopotential lattice
Boltzmann (LB) model for multiphase flow is performed for fivst time. The leading terms on the interaction force,
consisting of an anisotropic and an isotropic term, areesgfally identified in the third-order macroscopic equatio
recovered by the lattice Boltzmann equation (LBE), and thew mathematical insights into the pseudopotential
LB model are provided. For the third-order anisotropic teramerical tests show that it can cause the stationary
droplet to become out-of-round, which suggests the isatrpperty of the LBE needs to be seriously considered
in the pseudopotential LB model. By adopting the classicgiiliorium moment or setting the so-called “magic”
parameter to 112, the anisotropic term can be eliminated, which is foundifthe present third-order analysis and
also validated numerically. As for the third-order isofioperm, when and only when it is considered, accurate
continuumform pressure tensor can be definitely obtained, by which theigieeticoexistence densities always agree
well with the numerical results. Compared with thusntinuum form pressure tensor, the classich$crete form
pressure tensor is accurate only when the isotropic terrapeeific one. At last, in the framework of the present third-
order analysis, a consistent scheme for third-order amfdititerm is proposed, which can be used to independently
adjust the coexistence densities and surface tension. Neah&ests are subsequently carried out to validate the
present scheme.

Keywords: pseudopotential lattice Boltzmann model, third-orderysis, multiple-relaxation-time, isotropic

property, pressure tensor, third-order additional term

1. Introduction

Multiphase flows are widely encountered in lots of natural angineering systems, such as falling raindrop,
cloud formation, droplet-based microfluidic, phase-cleatgvice, etc. Due to the existence of the deformable phase
interface whose position is unknown in advance, numericalikgtion of multiphase flow is much more complicated

than that of single-phase flow. As a powerful and attractiesoscopic approach for simulating complex fluid flow
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problem, the lattice Boltzmann (LB) method has been appliethe simulation of multiphase flow in past years
[14]. Generally, the existing LB methods for multiphase flow ¢engrouped into four major categories: (1) the
color-gradient LB methodd-8], (2) the pseudopotential LB methogH13], (3) the free-energy LB method 4-17],

and (4) the kinetic-theory-based LB methddf{21]. Among these LB methods, the pseudopotential LB method,
originally proposed by Shan and Chéxn 10, is the simplest one in both concept and computation, ansllecomes
particularly popular in the LB community for the simulatiohmultiphase flow.

In the pseudopotential LB model for multiphase flow, an iatgion force is introduced to mimic the underlying
intermolecular interactions, which are responsible ferfirmation of multiphase flow. Consequently, phase treomsit
or separation can be automatically achieved, and thus tmeeotional interface capturing and tracking methods are
avoided. Essentially speaking, the interaction force ciiié incorporated into the lattice Boltzmann equation ().BE
through a general forcing scheme, can be viewed as a firftierelice gradient operator to recover the non-ideal
gas component of the non-monotonic equation of state (E@&Y)i[e., P, — P*?, wherep,,, and p** denote the
non-monotonic EOS and its ideal gas component, respegtivBimultaneously, the interfacial dynamics, such as
the non-zero surface tension, are automatically produgetid higher-order terms in the finiteftbrence gradient
operator. Due to such simple and integrated treatment®aftarfacial dynamics, some well-known drawbacks exist
in the pseudopotential LB model, though its applicationlesn particularly fruitful 23-28].

One drawback of the pseudopotential LB model is the relgtilage spurious current near the curved phase
interface, especially at a large density ratio. Sh2#) frgued that the spurious current is caused by theflimgent
isotropy of the interaction force (as a finiteffidrence gradient operator), and inferred that the spuriougit can
be made arbitrarily small by increasing the degree of iggtif the interaction force, which is realized by counting
the interactions beyond nearest-neighbor. Numerica wsiw the spurious current is suppressed to some extent by
Shan’s method[1, 22], and counting more neighbors will complicate the boundarydition treatment. Sbragaglia et
al. [11] investigated the refinement of phase interface and fouattttte spurious current can be remarkably reduced
by widening the phase interface (in lattice units). Aftersd| some more methods were proposed to adjust the
interface thicknes2P-31]. Recently, Guo et al.32] and Xiong and Guo33] analyzed the force balance condition at
the discrete lattice level of LBE, and found that the spwsiourrent is partly caused by the intrinsic force imbalance
in the LBE. Besides the above works, some other researchesdso been made to shed light on the origin of the
spurious current34] and to provide way to reduce the spurious curr&sj.[

Another two drawbacks of the pseudopotential LB model agetlilermodynamic inconsistency (the coexistence
densities are inconsistent with the thermodynamic resaitd the nonadjustable surface tension (the surface tensio
cannot be adjusted independently of the coexistence @3)siBoth of these two drawbacks stem from the simple
and integrated treatments of the interfacial dynamicgesthe coexistence densities and surface tensionfiaeed,
or even determined, by the higher-order terms in the intenaéorce. In the pseudopotential LB community, it has
been widely shown that fferent forcing schemes for incorporating the interactioicéanto LBE yield distinctly
different coexistence densities (particularly the gas deasitylarge density ratio8p, 36-38]. Li et al. [12] found
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that the rationale behind this phenomenon is théietgnt forcing schemes producdtdient additional terms in the
recovered macroscopic equation, which have importantnfies on the interfacial dynamics for multiphase flow, and
then they proposed a forcing scheme to alleviate the theynadic inconsistency. Following the similar way, some
other forcing schemes have been proposed recedit|y3p, 40]. As compared to the thermodynamic inconsistency,
the nonadjustable surface tension has not received musttiati. In 2007, Sbragaglia et all]] first proposed a
multirange pseudopotential LB model, where the surfacgid@ncan be adjusted independently of the EOS. However,
as shown by Huang et al.'s numerical te§6]] the coexistence densities, which are not only determinettie EOS

but also #ected by the interfacial dynamics, still vary with the adijoent of surface tension. By introducing a source
term into LBE to incorporate specific additional term, Li dnab [41] proposed a nearest-neighbor-based approach
to adjust the surface tension independently of the coadsteensities. Similar additional term was also utilized to
independently adjust the surface tension in the latter agrkycett-Brown and Luo4Q].

Up to date, the above drawbacks in the pseudopotential LBeifwle been widely investigated and the corre-
sponding theoretical foundations for the pseudopotehBamodel have been further consolidated. However, there
still exist some theoretical aspects unclear or inconsistethe pseudopotential LB model. The isotropic propefty o
the LBE has not been investigated although this aspect ahtheaction force has been clearly clarified. Accurate
pressure tensor cannot be obtained from the recovered stawic equation and the reason is still unclear. Some
additional terms, lik&/ - (hFF) (his a codficient andF is the interaction force), should be recovered at the thider
through the Chapman-Enskog analysis, but such terms weoesistently recovered at the second-order previously.
To understand these unclear or inconsistent theoretipakcts the traditional second-order Chapman-Enskog analy
sis, which is adopted in nearly all previous works, is ffisient, and higher-order analysis is required. In this work,
we target on these theoretical aspects, and perform adhitel- Chapman-Enskog analysis of the multiple-relaxation
time (MRT) pseudopotential LB model for multiphase flow. Tiwenainder of the present paper is organized as
follows. Section? briefly introduces the MRT pseudopotential LB model. Set8aives the standard second-order
Chapman-Enskog analysis. In Sectigna third-order Chapman-Enskog analysis of the MRT pseudopial LB
model is performed. In Sectidp the theoretical results of the third-order analysis aseussed detailedly and val-
idated numerically. In Sectio, a consistent scheme for third-order additional term ippsed to independently

adjust the coexistence densities and surface tensionst\ddorief conclusion is drawn in Secti@n

2. MRT pseudopotential LB model

Without loss of generality, a two-dimensional nine-vetp¢D2Q9) MRT pseudopotential LB model is considered

in this work. In the D2Q9 lattice, discrete velocities areggi as
C(O’ 0)T5 | = 0,
& = 3¢ cos[( — 1)/2], sin[(i — 1)/2])", i=1,234, (1)

V2¢( cos[(d — 1)r/4), sin[(2 - 1)x/4])", i=5,6,7.8,
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wherec = §4/6; is the lattice speed, ardgd andé; are the lattice spacing and time step, respectively. The MBH for
the density distribution functiof(x, t) = [fo(X,t), - -, fa(X, t)]T can be decomposed into two sub-steps: the collision

step and the streaming step. Generally, the collision steprried out in the moment space
m(x,t) = m(x, t) — S[m(x, t) — m®Ix, t)] + & (I - g) Fm(x, 1), (2)
while the streaming step is carried out in the velocity space
fi(x + €6, t+61) = fi(x,1). ®3)

Here,m(x,t) = [mo(x,t), -, mg(x,t)]" = Mf(x.t) is the rescaled moment(x,t) = [fo(x.1), ---, fg(x,1)]" =
M~tm(x,t) is post-collision distribution functionS = diag(sy S S:» Sj» Su» Sj» S Sp» Sp) IS the diagonal relaxation
matrix, | is the unit matrixme®9(x, t) is the equilibrium moment, anfé,(x, t) is the discrete force term. For the D2Q9

lattice, the dimensionless orthogonal transformatiorrix® can be chosen ad?Z)

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
4 -1 -1 -1 -1 2 2 2 2
4 -2 -2 -2 21 1 1 1
0O 1 0 -1 0 1 -1 -1 1
M=| 0 -2 0 2 0 1-1 -1 1 4)
0O 0 1 0 -11 1 -1 -1
0 0 -2 0 2 1 1 -1 1
0O 1 -1 1 -1 0 0 0 O
0O 0 0 0 0 1-1 1 -1

Different from previous MRT pseudopotential LB modd§, [35, 39], and following the pioneering work by Lalle-

mand and Luo42], a free parameter is retained in the equilibrium moment®9(x, t) as follows

(5)

2 2 T
uf? U Uy Ux Uy Uy~ Ux— U Uxly
med={p, 20+ 3p'a, ap - 3o pX o pY Y ,
(p 2p 'OC2 L pCZ pC pC pC pC L c? 'OC2

Note that the present equilibrium moment degenerates toléssical one adopted in previous works wheg 1.

The discrete force term in the moment sp&ggx, t) is given as 20, 43]

(o 6T oF B B B By R R BB ©
The macroscopic variables, densitand velocityu, are defined as
8 8 5
o= 2. fi, pu=;afi+§F. (7)

For the above LB model with a force term, it is well known thatadditional term exists in the recovered macroscopic
equation at the Navier-Stokes levéH], as will be shown in Sectio8.
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Inthe pseudopotential LB model for multiphase flow, the momrotonic equation of state and the non-zero surface
tension are simultaneously produced by the introducticanahteraction force. For the nearest-neighbor interastio

on D2Q9 lattice, the interaction force can be expresseti@ |
8
F(9) = -Gy(x) > w(les®p(x + es)edt, (8)
i=1

wherey(x) is the interaction potential (also named as the pseudopalgG is the interaction strength, ang|g d|%)
are the weights, which are given ag62) = 1/3 andw(262) = 1/12 to makeF(x) fourth-order isotropic 45].

Consequently, the following non-monotonic EOS can be okth{L0]

pc?  Go2
Peos = ? + ZXWZ’ (9)

wherepc?/3 is the ideal gas componerp‘(”) recovered by the LBE. For a prescribed EOS in real apptioati

the interaction potential is inversely calculated by E9), {.e.,y = \/Z(DEOS—PCZ/3)/(G5§). In this case( can be
chosen arbitrarily as long as the term inside the squardsaisitive 46]. In the present work, the Carnahan-Starling
EOS in thermodynamic theory is taken as an example, whicivéna@s {6, 47]

1+bp/4+ (bp/4) — (bp/4)® apz]

pEOS= K pRT (1—bp/4)3

(10)

whereR is the gas constanT, is the temperature, aral= 0.4963R2T2/p, andb = 0.1872RT./p, with T, and p,
being the critical temperature and pressure, respectityreover, a scaling factdf is also included in the EOS,
which can be used to adjust the interface thickness in thelatian [29, 39].

3. Second-order analysis

To establish a starting point for the third-order Chapmaskeg analysis, we first perform the standard second-
order Chapman-Enskog analysis of the MRT pseudopotenBainiodel in this section. Through a second-order

Taylor series expansion df(x + 4;,t + 6;) centered atx t), the streaming step (i.e., E®)] can be written as
& 2 S
fi+6t(3t+a-V)fi+E(3t+e,-V) fi + O(5;) = fi. (12)
Transforming Eq. 11) into the moment space, and then combining it with the doliistep (i.e., Eq.4)), we obtain
(10 + D)m + %(Iﬁt +D)’m + O(6?) = —5§(m - m® + (l - g) Fm, (12)
t

whereD = M[diagly - V, ---, eg- V)]M~1. Eq. (12) is called the Taylor series expansion of the MRT LBE in the

moment space. Introducing the following Chapman-Ensk@grgions4§|

+00 oo
do=) &,  V=eVi,  fi=>&"M"  F=eFO, (13)
n=1 n=0



there haveD = Dy, m = 3'% &"m™, andFy, = eFY, wheree is the small expansion parameter. Substituting these

Chapman-Enskog expansions into EtR)( we can rewrite Eq.12) in the consecutive orders efas

&2 m® = mea (14a)
1. © _ @ — S (m® ., St
g"1 (190 + DY —FQ = —2(m® + TFQ). (14b)
t
S S
g2 9pm©@ + (16 + Dy) (I - E)(m<1> + %Fg?) = —gm@), (14c)
t

where the first-orderst) equation has been used to simplify the second-oed@equation.
To deduce the macroscopic equation, we extract the eqsdtioithe conserved momentsy, mz, andms) from
Eq. (14) as

S
I

q

b}

q (15a)

1l
uSm (:5 ® cs ®

q

k]

3ml® + i + 03, mg» FO) = 5 () 1 4FW).

1.
e 6t1mg))+c6x ( rnf)°)+ m 1m(70)) mg))— F(lg) = (mgl)+ ‘5‘F(13)), (15b)
0 (0) (0) (0) @ _ D, ap®
8t1m§3)+calms (mo+ m —%m7)—F5_ (mS+‘F 5),

demy) + 0 (1= 3) (mi) + 6‘F(1)2 ——3n,

cOa (1= 3) (M + $F) + ey (1- ) (mE? + $F)

5tzmgo)+5u( )( (1) 61F(1))+C6y]_(1_ %)( (1) ﬁ,:(l))Jr
cha[3(1-3)(n) + $783) + (1 3) () 57D + 3 (1 3) (k) $7L3)
dom® + 3 (1- 3) (MO + $FD) + ca 1(1_ 7p)( O+ 3FW) 4

o [3(1-3)(my+ 3Fg) + 3 (1- ) (M + $Fm) - 3 (1 - 3) () + 37
Consideringmg = p, Mg = puy/C — %Fx/c, andms = puy/Cc — §‘Fy/c (see EqQ. 7)), Eq. (159 indicates that

=-3 m?,  (15c)

x

— (2)
- (5‘ mS

)+ 4FR =0 mP=0(n>2)
) SFY =0, D) =0 (n=2) (16)
mP+2F@ =0, mP=0wn=2).

Therefore, the first-order equation (i.e., Efj5K) can be simplified as

Onp + Oxa(puy) + dya(puy) = O
"1 1 8u(oun) + dxa(pU2) + Ayr (pUxly) = B (2pc?) + FP, (17)

u(pUy) + Axa(oUxly) + dya(oU2) = —dy1(3pc?) + FP.
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Based on Eq.17), the following relation can be obtained

du(puu) = [du(ou)]u + u[du(pu)] — uu(dup)

(18)
= —1[(Vip)u + u(V1p)] + FOu + uF® + o(lupd),

where the cubic term of velocity will be neglected with theviMach number condition. In order to simplify the
second-order equation (i.e., EG5)), the involved first-order terms on the non-conserved mumée. m) + 2 F X,

m(71) + %‘Fr%) andrrygl) + %Fr% should be calculated firstly. These first-order terms atainbd from Eq. 14b) and
then simplified with the aid of Eqs144d and (L8) as:

1 I 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
—5 (12 + 4FD) = g + e (MO + ) + 0y (0 + mi®) - F

(19a)
~ 2p(0x1Ux + Oy1Uy),
S 1 g = 8 0 0 0 0 0 1
5 1+ $F) = 39 + e (3119 - 29) - i (40 - 2n) - P (1o0)
~ %p(axlux - 6y1Uy),
s (1) , &1 _ (0) 2.(0) , 1.-0) 2.0 . 1.0 (1)
—5 (M + $Fig) = damg’ + cdia (35 + 30E7) + i (37 + 3myY) - Fi (190)

= %p(@xluy + dy1Uy),
where the sign % ” means the cubic term of velocity is neglected. With the di&qgs. (149, (16), and 9), the

second-order equation (i.e., EG50Q) can be finally simplified as

Owp =0,
& Or2(pux) = dxa[pv(Ox1Ux — ayluy)] + ayl[;OV(aylux + 6x1Uy)] + Ox1lps(Oxaux + 6yluy)], (20)
d2(pUy) = dxa[pv(9xaly + Oy1Ux)] + dya[pv(dyaly — Fxalx)] + Aya[ps(OxaUx + dyaly)],
wherev = ¢%5(s,' — 0.5)/3 is the kinetic viscositys = c?6(s;* — 0.5)/3 iis the bulk viscosity. Combining the first-
and second-order equations (i.e., Edsi) @nd @0)), the following macroscopic equation at the Navier-Solevel
(second-order) can be recovered

(9tp +V- (pu) = 0, (21)

di(pu) + V - (puu) = =V(3pc?) + F + V - {pv[Vu + uVv — (V- u)I]} + V(psV - u).
From the above second-order Chapman-Enskog analysis,mseeahat the free parametemakes no dference to
the recovered macroscopic equation at the Navier-Stoket IMoreover, the force term is correctly recovered, i.e.,

no discrete latticefect exists.

4. Third-order analysis

To identify the higher-order terms in the recovered maapgrequation, a third-order Chapman-Enskog analysis
of the MRT pseudopotential LB model is carried out in thisteec Performing the Taylor series expansion of the
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streaming step (i.e., Eg3)) to third-order, and then transforming the result into t@ment space and combining it
with the collision step (i.e., Eq2}), the following Taylor series expansion of the MRT LBE iretithoment space can

be obtained
2
(10 + D)m + %(lat +D)’m + %‘(lat +D)*m + O(83) = —5§(m —me®%) + (l - g) Frn. (22)
t

With the Chapman-Enskog expansions given by B®),([Eq. 22) can be rewritten in the consecutive orderg afs

e mO@ =meq (23a)
1. (0) @ _ S W, St
e (10 +Dm® —FP = -2 (m® + ZFW), (23b)
t
2. ©) @, o 2.0 _ _S_ @
g% Opm‘™ + (I@tl + Dl)m + E(latl + Dl) mY’ = —6—m , (23C)
t

9em® + dpm® + (100 + DYM® +6(10u + D1)dem©+) o
e Ot 2.-(1) 67 3,..(0) - _5_tm(3). (23d)

i(lﬁtl + D1)"m* + E(Iatl + D1)°’m
Here, the equations at the orderss8f €%, ande? (i.e., Egs. 239, (23b), and @30) are identical to those in the
second-order analysis (i.e., Eq448), (14b), and (L4¢). Therefore, at the Navier-Stokes level, EQ1)(can also be
recovered from Eq.23). From Eq. 23), we can see that the equation at the orderdf.e., Eq. 23d) is much more
complicated than the equations at the lower-order. Pracgedong the general way, deducing the corresponding
macroscopic equation from EcR3d) is difficult and rather cumbersome, and will lead to the Burnett legaation.
This is clearly unnecessary and not the desired result $nibrk.

As it is well known, the second-order Chapman-Enskog arslgsuficient for single-phase flow, and the main
difference between the single-phase and multiphase flows iaripe dlensity gradient near the phase interface. In
the pseudopotential LB model for multiphase flow, such dgrgiadient is directly caused by the interaction force
and is irrelevant to time and velocity. Therefore, the gdahe present third-order analysis is to identify the time-
and velocity-independent leading terms on the interadtiote at the third-order. Keeping this goal in mind, we can
consider a steady and stationary situation for the sakengfl&ity. For the steady situation, all the time derivative

terms are zero, and then EQ3] can be simplified as

2 m@ =meq (24a)
1. ©) ©_p@_ _S(ma, Str
g . 0um™ + Dim _Fm = —g( + EFm), (24b)
t
| S
82 . 6t2m(0) —6¢D1 (S_l - E) (Dlm(o) — F%)) = —gm(z), (24C)
t
| | 1 S
R\ [ (Sl - 5) Dy (Sl - 5)(Dlm<°> -F) - 1—2D§m(0)} = —gm(3), (24d)
t

where the lower-order equations have been used to simpkffigher-order equations. Note that the tefimm(®,
dm©@, anddzm© are reserved in Eq26) though they are equal to zero. These time derivative tephassa gauge
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to avoid the wrong scaling among the equations fietént orders. As for the stationary situation, the velasiero,
i.e.,u=0.

Similar to the second-order analysis, the equations foctimserved moments, mg, andms) are extracted from
EqQ. (24) to deduce the macroscopic equation. The zeroth-osflpe@uations for the conserved moments in Batg

are

) q

k]

=
)= m9, (25)
=g

1l

q

b}

which indicates that
m+4F0 =0 m)=0(n=>2)

mP+4FY =0, mP=0(Hnx2) (26)
mP+2FY -0, mP’=0(nx2).
With the aid of Egs. 243 and @6), the first-order £!) equations for the conserved moments in Bahj are
Oup =0,
"1 L 0ulouy) = ~0a(3p?) + FY, (27)
Bulpuy) = Ay (3pc?) + FP.

Similarly, the second-ordet?) equations for the conserved moments in Bd are

atzp = O,
&% {9u(puy) = 0, (28)
6t2(pUy) = 0.

To simplify the descriptions in the following, we introdud&g(o, ove, 07, 07, 0°q, T}, Og, Tp, Op) = S1-1/2. After

some lengthy algebra, the third-ordef)equations for the conserved moments in Exidj are

Owp =0,
20— (oeoq—0pog) — 1 (¢ -1)(A2rpog-1)
&% {d(puy) = ~67¢ o (R + 5 F0) + RO @)
20— 1) (oeoq—0opog) -1 (¢ -1)(A2poqg—-1)
Bus(ou,) = —6?02[ e 1q2 pTq (6§1F§1)+6§1F§,1))+ 12p 1= g FW|.

Combining the first-, second-, and third-order equatiorss,(Egs. 27), (28), and @9)) together, we finally obtain the

following third-order macroscopic equation

(30)
Or(pu) = _V(%pcz) + F + Riso + Raniso

9



whereRjs, andRapiso are the third-order isotropic and anisotropic terms thatpressed as
2(@ = 1)(oeorq — 0pog) — 1V
12

(¢ =112 poq—-1)
Raniso= _5t2C2 12p a

Riso = —02¢° - VF, (31a)

(02F s, 02Fy)". (31b)

From the above third-order Chapman-Enskog analysis, wesearthat the time- and velocity-independent leading
terms on the interaction force definitely exist in the recedamacroscopic equation at the third-order, and the free
parameterr has crucial influence on these third-order terms. Note tlmabove third-order terms still exist for the

general situation, even though they are identified undeeaisp condition.

5. Discussions and validations

In this section, the theoretical results of the presentitbider Chapman-Enskog analysis will be discussed de-
tailedly and validated numerically. Firstly, the isotrogaroperty of the LBE is investigated, with a focus on the
third-order anisotropic term. Then, the determinationhef pressure tensor, which is of crucial importance for mul-
tiphase flow, is analyzed, with a focus on the third-ordetreguic term. For the numerical validations, the basic
simulation parameters are setgs= 1,6t = 1,G = -1,a=1,b = 4,R =1, andK = 1, while the rest simulation

parameters will be given individually for flierent cases.

5.1. Isotropic property of the LBE

At the second-order (Navier-Stokes level), the recoveradroscopic equation is always isotropic (see E4))(
However, at the third-order, anisotropic teRgniso i recovered by the LBE in the macroscopic momentum equation
(see Eqg. 80)). To show the fect of such anisotropic term on multiphase flow, numerigal$ations of stationary
droplet are carried out onld, x N, = 128x 128 lattice with periodic boundary conditions in botAndy directions.
The relaxation parameters are segas sj = Sp = &5 = S = S = 1/7. Here,r is the dimensionless relaxation time.
The temperature is chosen &s= 0.9T., which indicates that the thermodynamic gas and liquid iiessgiven by
the Maxwell construction ar,éghermo = 4.5435x 1072 andp["®™° = 2.4806x 10°%, respectively. In the simulation, the

density and velocity fields are initialized as

thermo thermo thermo thermo
Pg~ "t P Py~ =P 2(X = Xc| = ro)
= h 2
p(X) 5 + 5 tan W , (32a)
u(x) = 0, (32b)

wherex; = %X(NX, Ny)" is the central position of the computational dom&ih= 56y is the initial interface width, and
ro = %Nx is the initial droplet radius. Figl shows the steady-state density contours of the dropletdioeda and
differentr. It can be clearly seen that when# 1 (i.e.,Raniso # O, see Eq. §1b)), the droplet becomes out-of-round

and its shape is-dependent; when = 1 (i.e., Raniso = 0, see Eqg. 31b)), the shape of droplet is independent of
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7 and keeps circular consistently. These results suggesthahird-order anisotropic term recovered by the LBE

has important influence on multiphase flow and must be elitathan real application, which also indicate that the

isotropy of the LBE should be third-order at least in the pgotential LB model for multiphase flow.

a=02 a=0.5 a=1 a=1.5 a=138

(a) 7=0.6

a=1

() r=1

a=1

(¢) 7=1.5

Figure 1: Steady-state density contours of the stationeoplet for variede and diferentr. The inserted dashed circle is the initial shape of the

stationary droplet.

The present third-order analysis shows that the thirdtaedesotropic ternRgniso is eliminated wherr = 1 (see
Eq. @1b), which means that the general equilibrium moment giverElgy (6) degenerates to the classical one

adopted in previous works. At the same time, it is intergstm find from Eq. 81b) that by setting a “magic”

1 1\(1 1 1
N o e >

the anisotropic termRniso Can also be eliminated. To validate this point, the same migalesimulations of stationary

parameter to 112 as follows

droplet are carried out except that the relaxation paraete set ass) = Sj = S, = S = S = l/randsg; =
11



1/[0.5 + A/(s;l — 0.5)] with A = 1/12. The steady-state density contours of the droplet arersho Fig. 2. As
expected, the final shape of droplet is circular perfecttyalbinvolved o (includinga # 1) and diferentr, which
validates the successful elimination Bfiso by settingA = 1/12 and also demonstrates théeetiveness of the
present third-order analysis. The above numerical sinwatclearly show the necessity of eliminating the third-
order anisotropic terRaniso Similarly, the third-order isotropic terfRjs, needs to be considered as well, which will

be discussed in the next section.

a=02 a=0.5 a=1 a=1.5 a=138

(a) 7=0.6

a=1 a=1.5

) =1

a=1 a=12

(¢) 7=15

Figure 2: Steady-state density contours of the stationeoplet for variede and diferentr when the “magic” parametet = 1/12. The inserted

dashed circle is the initial shape of the stationary droplet

At the end of this section, a further discussion on the isptr@roperty of the pseudopotential LB model is
deserved. It is well known that the interaction force givgnHy. (@) is fourth-order isotropic, and increasing the
degree of isotropy of the interaction force can help to redhe spurious currenp]. According to the discussion

on the third-order anisotropic term recovered by the LBEhis section, the isotropic property of the LBE also has

12



significant influence on multiphase flow in the pseudopo&tihtd model. Considering the LBE on D2Q9 lattice
can achieve fourth-order isotropy at most, some anisatrigpms will emerge in the recovered macroscopic equation
at the fifth-order, even though the interaction force is itdiorder isotropic. These higher-order anisotropic germ
intrinsically recovered by the LBE will produce some spusaurrent inevitably. Therefore, the spurious current is
partly caused by the finite-order isotropy of the LBE on a e lattice, which was not realized previously, and it

cannot be made arbitrarily small just by increasing the elegif isotropy of the interaction force.

5.2. Determination of the pressure tensor

In the pseudopotential LB model for multiphase flow, deteation of the pressure tensor is of crucial importance.
Many macroscopic properties, such as the coexistencet@snsian be predicted analytically by the pressure tensor.
Generally, the pressure tensor can be determined in twosfottme continuum form pressure tensor and tldescrete
form pressure tensor. In the pseudopotential LB communitywiti known that thecontinuumform pressure tensor,
which is obtained from the macroscopic equation recoveneaugh the Chapman-Enskog analysis, is inaccurate
in predicting the macroscopic properties, and digerete form pressure tensor, which is exactly constructed on the
discrete lattice, should be used for the predictions. Fengarest-neighbor interactions given by ), thediscrete

formpressure tensor is given a&5] 49
8
paiscrelqy) = p(XT)CZ| + %xp(x) D w(lesPp(x + es)asies (34)
i=1

Performing the Taylor series expansion/gk + e 4;) centered ax, Eq. (34) can be further expressed as

P, G
3 2

G6y Go
2, Xy .
v+ 121,0V V¢)I+ 6

4
XyVVy + O(V4), (35)

Pdiscrete: (

where the higher-order terms are anisotropic and will béauégd. To determine the coexistence densities, a steady-

state one-dimensional flat interface algndirection can be considered. Then, the normal presBiitg€e®given by

Eq. 35 is
o G, Got
3 2 4 T dx2’

According to Eq. 86) and after some algebra, the following integral equatidmcivis called the mechanical stability

discrete __ —
P = Py =

(36)

condition, can be obtained(, 45]

) 2 G6? ! .
fp (po - % - TX,pz) de =0 with e=0, @37)
9

wherey’ = dy/dp, andp, = Pxos(og) = Peoslo)) is the bulk pressure. Based on E§7), the coexistence densitigs(
andp,) can be determined analytically via numerical integration
With the consideration of the present third-order analpsigormed in Sectiod, the continuum form pressure
tensor is defined as
V-P=V(3pc%) - F - Riso. (38)
13



Compared with previous workd 1, 19, the third-order isotropic ternR;s, is considered in the definition. Note
that the third-order anisotropic terRuniso Should be zero as discussed in Secoh Performing the Taylor series
expansion ofy(x + g4d;) centered ax, the interaction forc& given by Eq. 8) can be expressed as

4
F=-G&2yVy — %wvv -V + O(V°)

(352 54 (39)
= V- [aaVyVy + oy VVy + (8gVy - Vi + ayV - V)l + O(V4)],
where the higher-order terms are anisotropic and will béeoégd, andh,_4 are free parameters that satisiyi]
g t+ta+2a3=0,
a+ay =0, (40)

awt+tay=1
With the aid of Eq. 89), the third-order isotropic termRjs, given by Eq. 818 can be expressed as

2
RISO_6t2 52(@ —1)(oeoq — opog) — 1G6XVV V'ﬁ +O(V5)
o 12 2 (41)

2V - [baVVy? + by(V - VyP)l + O(V%)],

whereky = [2(a — 1)(0eoq — 0poq) — 1]/12, andb,_ are free parameters that satisfy
b1 +by=1. (42)

Substituting Egs.39) and @1) into Eq. @8), and considering Vy? = 2VyVy + 24VVy andV - V2 = 2V - Vi +

24V - Vi, thecontinuum form pressure tensor can be finally obtained as

pc?  G6&2 2, Goy

3 2V e
G64

p— X [(ag — 6kab2) Vi - Vi + (a4 — Bkygbo)yV - Vy] |l

(43)

X [(a1 — Bkgb1) VYV + (a2 — Bkgby)y VVi] + O(V4).

Similarly, a steady-state one-dimensional flat interfdoa@y direction is considered to determine the coexistence

densities. The corresponding normal presfy e

B pc?  G&g , Goy| 1+12k (dy v
o= Pu= 25 4 Sy, 6[ 129( %V (-6 Xz}, (44)

where Eqgs.40) and @2) have been used for the simplification. After some algebeafdllowing mechanical stability

?) 2 Gs2 ’ . 1+ 124
f (pO p3 2X 2) l;i_e dp =0 with e = m, (45)
Py

and accordingly the coexistence densitigsdndp,) can be determined. From E4g), it can be seen that the free

condition is obtained

parameters;_4 andb;_, make no diference to the coexistence densities. Actually, the otheresaopic properties,

14



including the density profile across the phase interfacetlh@durface tension, can also be uniquely determined by
the pressure tens@, even though there exist the free paramesers andb;_».

From the above analysis, we can see that the mechanicditgtabnditions, which determine the coexistence
densities, given by the two forms of pressure tensafgeidonly in the parameter (see Eqgs. 37) and @5)). For the
discrete form pressure tensdp¥iscet® ¢ = 0: while for thecontinuum form pressure tensd?, € = (1 + 12kq)/(1 -
6ky). To show the dterences betwedpisceeandP, the analytical coexistence curves (coexistence dessitiesus
temperature) are calculated by Edq37)(and @5), respectively. For comparisons, the thermodynamic tegiden by
the Maxwell construction and the numerical results giveth@yreal simulation of a one-dimensional flat interface are
also presented. Here, the simulation is carried out big &a Ny, = 1024x 8 lattice with periodic boundary conditions
in both directions. The relaxation parameters are seas:s; = 1,5, = S, = 1/7, S = 1/(57 - 2) (i.e.,0¢ = 507p),
ands; = 1/[0.5+ A/(s,;l —0.5)] with A = 1/12. The density and velocity fields are initialized as

thermo thermo thermo thermo
+ - 2(X—X| =1
o(X) = Py 2'0' L Fo 2'0' tanh ( \;(Vd O), (46a)

u(x) =0, (46b)

Wherep‘ghermo andp{"®™° denote the thermodynamic coexistence gas and liquid dessitzen by the Maxwell con-
struction,x; = ‘5—2*NX, W = 56y, andrg = %NX. Fig. 3 gives the comparisons of the coexistence curves obtained by
different ways. Obviously, the numerical results afiedependent, which can also be easily known from the theo-
retical analysis (see Eqs37) and @5)). Fora = 1 (the classical equilibrium moment), the ¢ogentky = —1/12,

and the parameter= 0 for bothPYsce®andP. As it can be seen from Fi(a), the coexistence curves predicted by
pdiscretegndP are identical and agree well with the numerical resultsualy, if we set the free parametey = —2a;,

P given by Eq. 43) is identical toP¥s“"®®given by Eq. 85) whenky = —1/12 (i.e.,Riso = 562V - VF). Fora # 1 (the
general equilibrium momenty, = 2.5 is chosen as an example, and then thdfmentky = 0 (i.e.,Rijso = 0). Thus,
there have: = 0 for P9sc®®hjle ¢ = 1 for P. As it can be seen from Fig3(b), the coexistence curve predicted by
pdiscretedeviates the numerical results obviously, while the cderise curve predicted b¥is still in good agreement
with the numerical results.

From the above analysis and comparisons, we can concludkitizrate pressure tensor can be definitely obtained
in the continuum form when, and only when, the third-order isotropic term is cdesed, and the classicdiscrete
form pressure tensor is accurate only whgn= —1/12 (@ = 1 oroe = o). For the general equilibrium moment
with @ # 1, the third-order isotropic term can be exploited to adihstcoexistence densities (mechanical stability
condition) simply and directly (as indicated by Egi5( and illustrated by Fig.3). However, this approach has a
direct dfect on the bulk viscosity and may cause numerical instgbitien« deviates strongly from the classical
value 10. Therefore, in next section, a consistent scheme for-thideér additional term will be proposed to adjust

the coexistence densities, as well as the surface tensiaitaneously and independently.
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Figure 3: Comparisons of the coexistence curves given byiewell construction (thermodynamic), thiscrete form and continuum form

pressure tensor®{isce®andpP), and the numerical simulations € 1 andr = 1.5) for @ = 1.0 anda = 2.5.

6. Schemefor third-order additional term

6.1. LB model with additional term

In the framework of the present third-order analysis, a =best scheme is proposed to introduce additional
term into the recovered macroscopic equation, which carnskd to independently adjust the coexistence densities
(mechanical stability condition) and surface tension. atditional term is devised to be recovered at the thirdprde
just like the existing termR;so andRaniso @nd thus it makes no flierence to the Navier-Stokes level (second-order)
macroscopic equation. To introduce such additional tehm,collision step in the moment space (i.e., EB)) (s
changed to

i ) = M ) - S[m. ) - ]+ 11 = 5 P ) + SQnx ) 47)

whereQm(X, t) is the discrete additional term in the moment space. Iedgiy the idea of Li and Luc4[l], Qm(X,t)

can be chosen in the following form

Qm= (0 Qui. Qre. 0. 0, 0. 0, Qur. Qi) - (48)

To determineQy,, systematic analysis is necessary and will be carried onekt section. The streaming step is
described by Eq.3). The equilibrium momenn®9, the discrete force tertf,, and the macroscopic variables are still
given by Eqgs. %), (6), and {7), respectively. Here, it is very interesting to note thatélxact-diference-method (EDM)
forcing scheme47], which has attracted much attention in the pseudopotdrBi@ommunity, can be reformulated

in the form of Eq. 47), as presented iAppendix A
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6.2. Theoretical analysis

With the new collision step given by Eg47), the corresponding Taylor series expansion of the MRT LiBEhe

moment space becomes
2
(10; + D)m + %(lat +D)’m + %(lat +D)*m + O(83) = —6§(m - m®) + (l - g) Fm+ 6§Qm. (49)
t t

In order to make the additional term recovered at the thiceoE®), Qn, is assumed to be at the orderdf, i.e.,

Qm= sng). Then, Eqg. 49) can be rewritten in the consecutive orderg afs follows

&% m@=me (50a)
1. © _ @) — S (m® ., St
£ (Iatl + D]_)m - Fm = —5— m*’ + EFm R (50b)
t
2. ©) @, ot 2.0 _ _S. @, Sae
g 6t2m + (Iatl + D]_)m + E(latl + D]_) m = —gm + ng R (500)
t t

Mm@ + 8om® + (1611 + D1)M@ + 6;(10 + D1)dm©@+
& Ot 2,1(1) & 3 (0) B _6_tm(3). (50d)

E(mﬂ + D1)"m* + E(mtl + D1)°m
From Eg. 60), we can see thf@ﬁﬁ) appears in the second-ordef) equation and will have arfiect on the following
third-order €%) equation. According to the second-order Chapman-Enskalysis in Sectior8, only the equations
for the conserved momentsy, mz, andms) in the second-order equation are involved to recover thaaxistokes
level macroscopic equation. Therefore, further consnit@@% = Qfﬁ% = foé = 0 (see Eq. 49)), Qﬁﬁ) in Eq. (09
truly makes no dterence to the Navier-Stokes level macroscopic equatienFqg. 1) can still be recovered from
Egs. 609, (50b), and 600).

To identify the additional term introduced WY, at the third-order, a steady and stationary situation can be

considered, as analyzed in SectibrThen, Eq. $0) can be simplified as

% m@ =meq (51a)
1. ©) © _ ) — S (m® ., %t
gt 9um® + D;m© — ¢ =—g(m +§Fm), (51b)
t
2. ©) 1| O_cm) - _ S0, Sa@
&1 9om® - 5Dy (S - 5 (Dim —Fm)z—(s—m + QR (51c)
t t

&1 9em® 1 62

ocg=Swe o

| | 1
1__ 1__ O _gM)_ —p3m©
D; (s 2) D; (s 2) (D1m®@ - FD) 5Dim
After the same processes performed in Secdfiahe following third-order macroscopic equation can beveced

o =0,
‘ (52)

di(pu) = _V(%pcz) + F + Riso + Raniso+ Rq,
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whereRg is the third-order additional term introduced @y, that is expressed as
T
Rq = —C?|0x (Qm + 3Quv) + 9y Que, 9xQus + Ay (§Qm — $Qur)] - (53)

From Eq. 63), it can be seen th&» makes no dference to the third-order additional term.
With the consideration of the additional teiRy, the continuum form pressure tensor (see E@8J) is redefined
as
V-P=V(3pc?) - F - Riso — Ro. (54)

In order to independently adjust the mechanical stabilitgdition (coexistence densities) and surface tension, we
take
Rq = -V - [kiGo3VyVy + keGoy(Vyr - V)l |, (55)

and subsequently, we can finally obtain doatinuum form pressure tensor as follows (see SecBdz)

2 G2 God

P= (% 5 - = [(as — Bkaby + Bko) Vi - Vi + (s — Bkabo) YV - w/])
(56)

54

*[(aq — Bkgby + 6Ky) ViV + (82 — Bkybr) yV V] + O(VH).

Here k; andk; are the adjustable parameters. As compared with £&8), the introduction oRq given by Eq. §5)
only changes the cdigcients before the terni&/Vy and Vy - Vi)l in Eq. (66). Comparing Eq. §5) with Eq. 63),

we can choose

OOy + OO
Qmr = 3 (ks + 2ko) GéiW’
OOy — OO
Qni = hGg“W, (57)
oo
QmB le(54 le ylﬂ

Eqg. 67) is in the continuum form. In real application, the gradiefhw, Vy = (dx, dy)T, needs to be calculated by

an isotropic central scheme (ICS) as follows

8
1 F

— 52 01)eot = ————, 58
6§ élw &6t (X + €dt)€ 6t G2y (58)

where the nearest-neighbor interaction force (i.e., E)), @s a finite-diference gradient operator, is utilized to
simplify the ICS. ThereforeQm, Qmz, andQng can be further written in a discrete form as

2
Qua = 3 (ke + 2k) =]

Gy2c?’
2 FZ
-k Y 59
Q7 =ki——5 przcz , (59)
FxFy
QmB - l@-
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In the Chapman-Enskog analysisjs at the order ok. According to Eq. %9), Qn, is at the order o&?, which is
consistent with the aforementioned assumption,Rgd= -V - (kG 1y ?FF + koG 1y ?|F[?l) is at the order of?,
which is consistent with the fact thRi, is recovered at the third-order. This consistency is theaeavhy we call the
present scheme for additional term a consistent schemeewowin previous worksl2, 38, 39|, similar third-order
terms, likeV - (hFF) (h is a codficient), are inconsistently recovered and analyzed at tbenskorder. Note that
Qme in Qn is still undetermined. Based on the third-order analy@ig; can be chosen arbitrarily, and it is set as
Qmz = —Qmu in the present work.

To show the adjustments of the mechanical stability coonlitind surface tension g, a steady-state one-
dimensional flat interface alongdirection is considered again. The normal pres®yand tangential pressuf®

given by Eq. 66) are

o PSP G, Gy | 1412 - 12 - 12, d_'ﬁz _ &
Pn =Py = 3 "2 Yo+ 6 2 ax) @ dewdxz ’ (02
2 G&2 , Gs& dy\* ¢
P, =Py = % 0t 5 | (8 — Bkaby + Bko) (d—li) + (a4 - debZ)‘/’d_;{]’ (600)

where Egs.40) and @2) have been used for the simplifications. Then, the mechbstaaility condition and surface

tension can be obtained as

P 2 Go? ’ . 1+ 12kg—12k; — 12k
p AN 4 1 2
= _ do =0 with € = > 61
fpg (o= 55 - 02 i e L (61)
e G(Si I 12
o= f (Ph—P)dx=— 6 1- 6k1)f W' ~Jodp, (62)
. o,

wherey’ = dy/dp andp = (dp/dx)2. From Egs. 61) and 62), we can clearly see that the mechanical stability

condition and surface tension can be adjuste#ibyk, andk;, respectively.

6.3. Numerical validations

Numerical simulations are then carried out to validate theva theoretical analysis of the present scheme for
third-order additional term. The basic simulation parameare chosen the same as in Sechionhe rest simulation
parameters are set as follows= 1,5, =sj = 1,8, = S = 5. = 1/7, andsy = 1/[0.5+A/(s,;1—0.5)] with A = 1/12.
Then, there havky = —1/12 ande = —-8(k; + k). Consideringr makes invisible dference to the numerical results,
it is chosen as = 1.5 here. Note that, though = 1 is chosen which meari®,niso = 0, it is still recommended to
setA = 1/12. This is because that when the surface tension is adjbgtkd anisotropic term introduced by, at
the fifth-order may be amplified and then needs to be consld&y settingA = 1/12, this anisotropic term can be
eliminated, just likeRaniso A fifth-order heuristic analysis on this point is givenAppendix B What is more, setting
A = 1/12 can help reduce the spurious current based on our nuititesta

To validate the adjustment of the mechanical stability ¢onl (coexistence densities), the one-dimensional flat
interface along direction is simulated on Bl x Ny, = 1024x 8 lattice. Periodic boundary conditions are applied in
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both directions and the initial density and velocity fields atill given by Eqg. 46). The coexistence curves for the
cases = 1 ande = 2 are shown in Fig4(a) and Fig.4(b), respectively. It can be seen that the numerical reaudts
always in good agreement with the analytical results ptediby the mechanical stability condition (i.e., E§L)),
which validates the free adjustment of the mechanicallgtabondition (coexistence densities) by the present sehe
and also verifies the theoretical analysis in SedgidhWhat is more, Fig4 also shows that, as long as= —8(k; + ko)
keeps unvaried, the coexistence densities do not varykwithhus, the surface tension can be independently adjusted
by varying the value ok; while fixing the value of. Note that, by properly setting the value gfthe coexistence

densities can be adjusted to approximate the thermodynasudts in real applicatiorip].

1 1
thermodynamic thermodynamic
====analytical, Eq. (61) ====analytical, Eq. (61)
09} O numerical, k; =0 09} O numerical, k; =0
A numerical, k| = k, A numerical, k| = k,
. X numerical, k, =0 . X numerical, k, =0
i() 8 i0 8
=~ <V
7’
0.7} " 0.7}
|-
O'64 .3 .2 .1 O'64 .3 4 .2 .1
107 107 107 107 107 107 107 107
1Y 1Y
(a)e=1 b)e=2

Figure 4: Comparisons of the coexistence curves given byvigsenell construction (thermodynamic), the mechanicabiiityg condition (Eq.

(61)), and the numerical simulationk(= 0, ki = ko, andkz = 0).

To clearly show the adjustment of the surface tension, nizglesimulations of stationary droplets withfidirent
radii are carried out on &l x Ny, = 256x 265 lattice with periodic boundary conditions in both difess. The
temperature is fixed at = 0.9T, and the initial density and velocity fields are given by E§2)(except that the
radiusrg varies from 33, to 965«. The surface tension is numerically determined throughLtiglace’s law, i.e.,
Sp = P, — Pt = /1. Here,p, andp,, denote the pressure inside and outside of the droplety amdhe final
radius of the droplet. Fig5 gives the numerical results 6p versus 1r for the caseg = 1 ande = 2 with 1 - 6k;
varying from Q1 to 20. It clearly shows that the numerical results are in goo@agent with the linear fits denoted
by the dashed lines, which validates the Laplace’s law. Tdyes of the linear fits are equal to the surface tensions,
which are listed in Tablé. As it can be seen, when-16k; varies from OL to 20, the surface tensianm varies from
1.5814x 10 to 26174x 1073 for e = 1 and from 14828x 10~* to 24574x 1073 for e = 2. Note that, when the
surface tension is too small, it does not vary linearly with 8k; as indicated by Eq.6Q), probably because that the

influence of the truncated higher-order terms on the sutfatgon is relatively strong under this condition. What is
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more, when the surface tension is adjusted bygk;, the gas and liquid densities outside and inside the droplgt
slightly thoughe keeps unvaried, which can be seen from Tdbler ro = 645« as an example. This phenomenon is

caused by the intrinsic property of the EQS, i.e., both theagal liquid phases are compressible to some degree.

-5 -5
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Figure 5: Variations of the pressureference inside and outside of the droglptwith the reciprocal of the droplet radiugrifor different 1- 6k; .

The dashed lines are the corresponding linear fits to the slgmb

Table 1: Surface tensions’( determined through the Laplace’s law foffdient 1- 6k;, together with the gas and liquid densitigg &ndp,)

given forrg = 645y.

€ = 1 € = 2
1-6k;

a pg(fo = 646y) P|(r0 = 646y) g Pg(ro = 646y) p|(r0 = 646y)
0.1 15814x 10* 4.3726x 102 24743x 10! 1.4828x10* 4.7530x 102 24883x 107!
0.2 28370x 10* 4.3708x 102 24745x 10! 26579x10* 4.7515x 1072 24884x 10!
0.5 66303x 10* 4.3655x 102 24750x 10! 6.2125x 10* 4.7469x 1072 2.4890x 107!
1.0 13038x 103  4.3566x 102 24758x 101 1.2219x 103 4.7392x 1072 24898x 10!
2.0 26174x 10 4.3388x 1072 24776x 10! 24574x 103 4.7239x 102 24916x 10!

7. Conclusions

In this paper, we have performed a third-order Chapman-&makalysis of the MRT pseudopotential LB model
for multiphase flow for the first time. The third-order leaglterms on the interaction force are successfully identified
in the recovered macroscopic equation, and then some timdr@spects, which are still unclear or inconsistent in

the pseudopotential LB model, are discussed and clarifigdtly: the isotropic property of the LBE is investigated
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specifically. Numerical tests show that the third-ordesatibpic term recovered by the LBE needs to be eliminated
for multiphase flow, which means the isotropy of the LBE skldu third-order at least in the pseudopotential LB
model. As indicated by the present third-order analysis, ¢an be realized by adopting the classical equilibrium
moment or setting the so-called “magic” parametertb2l Then, the determination of the pressure tensor, which is
of crucial importance for multiphase flow, is analyzed. Isie®wn that when and only when the third-order isotropic
term recovered by the LBE is considered, accucatéinuumform pressure tensor can be obtained from the recovered
macroscopic equation. By contrast, as also demonstratetuinerical tests, the classicdiscrete form pressure
tensor is accurate only when the third-order isotropic teraspecific one. Finally, in the framework of the present
third-order analysis, a consistent scheme for third-oedktitional term is proposed. By the present scheme, the
coexistence densities (mechanical stability conditiong) surface tension can be adjusted independently, whiah hav
been validated by the subsequent numerical tests. In suynbygverforming a third-order Chapman-Enskog analysis,
the theoretical foundations for the pseudopotential LB et@de further consolidated in this work. Simultaneously,
the application of the pseudopotential LB model can be @ddrby the present consistent scheme for third-order

additional term.
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Appendix A. Reformulation of the EDM forcing scheme
The single-relaxation-time (SRT) LBE for the EDM forcingh&mne is written as{[7]
fi(X + &6, t+6t) = fi(x,t) - % [ 11060 = £5%0, )| + [£5%0, v + 6v) - 1590, V)], (A.1)

wherepv = Y2 e, 6v = 6;F/p, and f*(p, v) is the equilibrium distribution function. The macroscoplensityp

and velocityu are defined as

8 8
Ot oV
p:i;fi, puziZO:afi+§F=p(V+7). (A2)
The MRT LBE for the EDM forcing scheme can be easily extendeohfEq. @A.1). The corresponding collision step
is
m(x,t) = m(x,t) = S[m(x, t) — m*Yp, V)| + [m®*%o, v + 6v) — m*Y(p, V)], (A.3)
wherem®¥(p,v) = M[fs¥(o,v), -+, Ts%po,v)]" is the equilibrium moment that can be given as
T
V2 VB v v Wy R Wy
ed = - 30— 30—, p—, p—, p—, —p— A4
m™Ho.V) =0, 20+ 30 5. ap =30 5. P PP P PTG P (A.4)
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Substituting the relations = v + §v/2 andév = 6:F/p into Eq. A.3), Eg. (A.3) can be reformulated as
M(x, 1) = m(x, 1) = S[M(x, 1) - M™%, u = ££F)| + [m*¥o, u + ££F) - m*Yp,u - 2:F)]

(1= 3)[m*%o,u + ££F) - m*¥p,u— 5:F)|+

=m(x,t) — S[m(x, t) - m*Yp, u)] + - ; . S . (A.5)
§[m q(p,u+Z§F)+m q(p,u—ng)—Zm q(p,u)]
= - — me9 _§ EDM
=m(x,t) — S[m(X, t) — m*Yp, u)] + &¢I > Fm(X,t) + SQf, (X, 1),
where
Fm(x,1) = 51 [m*%o, u+ 35F) - m*%p,u - £F)|
t
A.6
F-u F-u Fy, Fy Fy Fy _Fuux—Fyuy Fyuy+ Fyuy\T (A.63)
= 0’ 6_7 _6_7 T T T s T T T 2 5 N
c? 2’ c’ ¢ ¢ ¢ c2 c2
1
a0 = 5 [ Mo, + 35F) + m*io,u - 5F) - 2m®Yo. u)
(o BSHFE BSHFE o o o 18F2-F2) 162F,F,) (A.6b)
b 4 pCA b 4 pCA 9 b b b b 4 pCA b 4 pCA

Obviously, Egs. A.5) and @7) are the same except thet@rent coéficients in the discrete additional tex@y,. Based
on the above analysis, the nature of the EDM forcing schemexealed from a new perspective.
Appendix B. Fifth-order heuristic analysison Qn,

Performing the Taylor series expansion of the streaming(ste., Eq. 8)) to fifth-order, and correspondingly the

Taylor series expansion of the MRT LBE in the moment spaceies

2
(10; + D)m + %(lat +D)’m + %(I&t +D)°m+

S S
63 64 = __(m_mecr)+(| - E)Fm"‘ 5_Qm» (Bl)

ot 4 Ot 5 5 t t

24(I6t + D)*m + 120(I6t + D)°m + O(&Y)
which can be rewritten in the consecutive orders ab
% m® =meq (B.2a)
' (10q + DYMO — FO = —5§ (m<1) + %Fg?), (B.2b)
t
2 ©) W, o 2.0 _ _S @, S0
FoRN 6t2m + (Iatl + D]_)m + E(latl + D]_) m+’ = —gm + ng , (BZC)
t t

Mm@ + 8om® + (1611 + D1)M@ + 6;(101 + D1)dm©@+ S
e s 82 = —6—m(3), (B.2d)
Et('a” +D1)’m® 4+ Et('atl +D1)°m©@ t
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5
9am©@ + 8zm® + 9om®@ + (10, + DIY)M® + 6,(18 + D1)dzmM© + E‘afzm@u

62
g | 6:(10u + D1)dm® + %(mtl +D1)°’m®@ + Et('a” + D1)%0pm@+ = —=m®, (B.2e)

8 &
5 (0u + D1)*m® + g0+ D1)*m©

S
M@ + 3um® + 93m®@ + 5,m® + (19 + D1)M@ + 6:910M@ + Etafzm(lbr

5t(10u + D1)8m© + (st(mtl + D1)dm® + (st(|atl + D1)8m@+

S

o
651 | 5100+ Day'm® + 3 (Ia 1+ D1)%0im© + —(|5t1 + D1)dm 0+ =-=m®. (B.2f)
t

62
Et('a” + D1)%9om® + Et('a” +D1)°m®@ + gt(mtl + D1)%0,,m©@+

6—?(|a 1+ Dy)*'m® ¢ 5—?(|a 1+ D3)°’m©@
24" 120"
Similarly, a steady and stationary situation is consideesd the lower-order equations are used to simplify the

higher-order equations. Finally, we can obtain

& m® = m" (B.3a)
S
et 0um® + Dm® - Y = -2 (m® 1 LFD), (B.3)
t
S
21 aam® 508" ) (om0 ) - Sm s S -
t
52 Dy gl_1 D; gl_1 Dlm(O) _FO)_ Lp3mO] 4
83 : atSm(O) + t [ ( 2) ( 2)( m ) Y1 ] _ _§m(3) (BSd)
Dleﬁ) 51

,|DL(St=4)Di (St - 5)Da (S - §)(Dim@ - FP) + )
= —§m‘4>, (B.3e)

o | | 502(5- 1) (Dm® - FY) + u (57 - 3)omO || = -5

12

8iD1 (S - 5) D1Q?

EDl(Sl_I‘) ( )Dl(gl—I—)Dl(gl—lz)(Dlm(O)—F%))—
| 20157 o (57~ 4) (oum ) -
0 +
& asm®+| | 3D, (s*-5)Di(s™-3)(Dm® -FQ) - —§m<5>. (B.3f)
D1 (St - 5)Da(S - 5)DIM® + DI
6t2 [Dl (Sl _ IE) D, (gl _ E) Dleﬁ) 1 D3Q(2)]

From Eq. B.3), we can see that theftirential operator befor@ﬁﬁ) at the order o&™? is the same as that before

m© at the order of". For example, the dfierential operator befo@{ at the fifth-order (see EqB(3f)) is D1(S* -

1/2)D1y(St - 1/2)Dy — Di/lz, which is identical to the €fierential operator beform© at the third-order (see Eq.

(B.3d)). From the third-order analysis in Sectidnit is found that anisotropic term will appear at the thindier if
24



m(©@ = m®dis not chosen specifically. Considering the formQf given by Egs. 48) and 69) does not coincide with
the form ofm®no matter howQnp is chosen, anisotropic term abd, will appear at the fifth-order. Generally, the
effect of this fifth-order anisotropic term can be neglectedweler, when the surface tension is adjustedfthis
anisotropic term may be amplified synchronously, and thedsé be considered. By setting the “magic” parameter
A = 1/12, this fifth-order anisotropic term can be eliminated assthe third-order anisotropic tefRyniso, because of

the same dferential operator befor®@% in Eq. B.3f) andm© in Eq. B.3d).
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