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We present theoretical analyses of the recently proposed Onsager-Regularized (OReg) lattice
Boltzmann (LB) method [Jonnalagadda et al., Phys. Rev. E 104, 015313 (2021)] to demonstrate its
ability to mitigate spurious errors associated with the insufficient isotropy of standard first-neighbor
lattices without the inclusion of any external correction terms. As an illustration, we theoretically
show that, with the so-called guided equilibrium, the OReg scheme inherently compensates for the
insufficient lattice isotropy of the standard D2Q9 lattice by automatically adjusting the lattice vis-
cosity; these theoretical results are verified numerically through simulations of the rotated decaying
shear wave and isothermal shocktube problems. The present work lays the theoretical foundation
of a generic framework which, with appropriately constrained equilibrium representations, can en-
able fully local, correction-free nonlinear thermohydrodynamic LB simulations on standard lattices,
thereby facilitating scalable simulations of physically challenging fluid flows.

The evolution of a Lattice Boltzmann (LB) system
[1–4] emulates the Boltzmann transport equation in D-
dimensions through microscopic operations on discrete
populations, fi, in a lattice-discretized velocity space
having N velocities ciα , i ∈ {1, · · · , N}. In such a dis-
crete framework, the exact recovery of Navier-Stokes-
Fourier (NSF) macrodynamics places explicit constraints
on both the equilibrium and non-equilibrium contribu-
tions of fi. Specifically, the discrete equilibrium state

f
(eq)
i is required to recover the Maxwell-Boltzmann (MB)
moments: 〈

f
(eq)
i ,

{
1, ciα ,c

2
i /2
}〉

= {ρ, ρuα, E} (1a)

Π
(eq)
αβ = ΠMB

αβ = pδαβ + ρuαuβ (1b)

q(eq)α = qMB
α = uα(E + p) (1c)

where the notation ⟨φi, ψi⟩ =
∑
i

φiψi, ρ, ρuα and E =

Π
(eq)
αα /2 = (Dp + ρu2)/2 are the mass, momentum, and

energy density respectively. Π
(eq)
αβ =

〈
f
(eq)
i , ciαciβ

〉
and

q
(eq)
α =

〈
f
(eq)
i ,

c2i ciα
2

〉
are the equilibrium contributions

of the pressure tensor and heat flux vector, with pressure
p = ρθ where θ is the reduced temperature. Similarly,
the non-equilibrium contributions of fi must satisfy the
so-called compatibility conditions (Eq. 2a) and should re-
cover the NSF constitutive relations for the viscous stress
tensor and heat flux vector (Eqs. (2b), (2c)),〈

f
(neq)
i ,

{
1, ciα , c

2
i /2
}〉

= 0, (2a)

Π
(neq)
αβ = ΠNSF

αβ = −µ
(
∂αuβ + ∂βuα − 2

D
∂χuχδαβ

)
, (2b)

q(neq)α = qNSF
α = −κ∂αθ, (2c)

(1, 1)

(-1, -1)

(a) D2Q9

(1, -1, 1)(-1, -1, 1)

(1, -1, -1)

(1, 1, -1)(-1, 1, -1)

(b) D3Q27

FIG. 1. Velocity space representations in two- and three-
dimensions using the standard D2Q9 and D3Q27 lattices re-
spectively.

where µ and κ are the dynamic viscosity and thermal
conductivity respectively.

Eqs. (1a), (1b), and (1c), which correspond to 8
and 13 linearly independent constraints on the equi-
librium distribution function in 2- and 3-dimensions,
can be fully satisfied on standard lattices (Figure 1)
lying within the first Brillouin zone through appropri-

ate closed-form or numerical representations of f
(eq)
i .

For the non-equilibrium populations, however, LB cir-
cumvents the need to have closed-form representations

of f
(neq)
i by, firstly, assuming that the compatibility

conditions are satisfied on lattice stencils, and, sec-
ondly, evaluating the constitutive relations by coupling

Π
(neq)
αβ =

〈
f
(neq)
i , ciαciβ

〉
and q

(neq)
α =

〈
f
(neq)
i ,

c2i ciα
2

〉
to f

(eq)
i via higher-order equilibrium moments Q

(eq)
αβγ =〈

f
(eq)
i , ciαciβciγ

〉
and R

(eq)
αβγµ =

〈
f
(eq)
i , ciαciβciγ ciµ

〉
.

However, this coupling to higher order equilibrium mo-
ments has significant repercussions in that spurious nu-
merical errors are introduced on standard lattices due to
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insufficient lattice isotropy. In order to retain the com-
putational advantage provided by LB on standard lat-
tices, significant efforts have been made over the past
three decades to eliminate these spurious errors [5–17].
The current state-of-the-art incorporates non-local cor-
rection terms into the lattice update to exactly recover
the desired thermohydrodynamics [12, 13, 16]. However,
it is noteworthy that this strategy is not only hard to
generalize to different collision kernels and equilibrium
representations but is also detrimental to the parallel
efficiency offered by LB on standard lattices. Further-
more, this performance sacrifice is exacerbated in numer-
ical implementations that incorporate advanced meshing
paradigms such as, e.g., grid refinement, needed for ad-
dressing complex problems involving fluid flow. In this
work, we demonstrate, both theoretically and numer-
ically, that the recently proposed Onsager-Regularized
(OReg) LB method [18–20] facilitates simulations of non-
linear hydro-thermal transport phenomenon by alleviat-
ing the adverse standard lattice anisotropy effects with-
out resorting to non-local corrections.

The OReg scheme uses the principles of linear irre-
versible thermodynamics to obtain theoretically com-

plete representations of f
(neq)
i . Noticeably, and in the

spirit of the entropic LB which connects the discrete equi-
librium and path length to kinetic theory via the discrete
H-Theorem [21], the OReg formulation explicitly con-
nects the description of the non-equilibrium lattice pop-
ulations to kinetic theory via non-equilibrium thermody-
namic descriptions. Indeed, using the OReg scheme Jon-
nalagadda et al. [19] demonstrated a significant improve-
ment in stability for flows with large Reynolds (Re) and
Mach (Ma) numbers on standard lattices as compared
to popular regularization strategies. We briefly revisit
the OReg LB formulation in which the non-equilibrium
contribution of the distribution function at the NSF level

is expressed in terms of viscous and thermal irreversible
processes [22, 23] that comply with Onsager’s Symme-
try Principle [24, 25]. We direct the interested reader
to Ref. [19] for details and restrict ourselves only to
the isothermal representation of the contribution of the
continuous non-equilibrium populations corresponding to
monatomic gases at the NSF order:

f (1) = fOReg = −τ fMB

(
CαCβ − C2

D
δαβ

)
(
∂βuα + ∂αuβ

2θ

)
. (3)

Here, fMB is the continuous Maxwell-Boltzmann equi-
librium distribution function, τ = µ

p is the relaxation
time associated with the viscous irreversible process and
Cα = (cα − uα) is the peculiar velocity. Note that Equa-
tion (3) can be recast into the same form [19] that is
obtained from a Chapman-Enskog expansion of the con-
tinuous, force-free, integro-differential Boltzmann equa-
tion [26] and thus recovers the isothermal Navier-Stokes
equations.
The OReg scheme directly projects Eq. (3) onto a lat-

tice stencil by representing fMB and Cα as f
(eq)
i and

Ciα = (ciα − uα), respectively. The hydrodynamic limit
of the OReg scheme is obtained through a Chapman-
Enskog multiscale expansion [27, 28] of the lattice-BGK
equation:

fi(xα + ciα∆t, t+∆t)− fi(xα, t) =

− 1

τ

(
fi(xα, t)− f

(eq)
i (xα, t)

)
, (4)

where the distribution function is expressed as fi =

f
(0)
i +ϵfOReg

i +O(ϵ2) and the temporal and spatial deriva-

tives are ∂t = ∂
(0)
t + ϵ∂

(1)
t + O(ϵ2) and ∂α = ϵ∂

(1)
α re-

spectively; the parameter ϵ is a perturbation parameter
corresponding to the Knudsen number. Explicitly, the
O(ϵ3) mass and momentum conservation equations are
recovered as:

∂tρ+ ∂α(ρuα) = −ϵ
(
1

τ

〈
fOReg
i , 1

〉)
− ϵ2

{
∂
(1)
t

[(
1− ∆t

2τ

)〈
fOReg
i , 1

〉]
+ ∂(1)α

[(
1− ∆t

2τ

)〈
fOReg
i , ciα

〉]}
, (5a)

∂t(ρuα) + ∂α
(
ΠMB

αβ +Π′
αβ

)
+ ∂α

[
ϵΠ

(neq)
αβ

]
= −ϵ

(
1

τ

〈
fOReg
i , ciα

〉)
− ϵ2∂

(1)
t

[(
1− ∆t

2τ

)〈
fOReg
i , ciα

〉]
, (5b)

where Π′
αβ = Π

(eq)
αβ − ΠMB

αβ . Note that Eqs. (5a) and
(5b) do not assume that the compatibility conditions

(Eq. (2a)) are satisfied. Instead, these quantities are ex-
plicitly evaluated for the OReg scheme to give:

〈
fOReg
i , 1

〉
= − τ

2θ

(
∂
(1)
β uα + ∂(1)α uβ

)(
Π′

αβ − δαβ
2D

Π′
χχ

)
(6a)〈

fOReg
i , ciγ

〉
= − τ

2θ

(
∂
(1)
β uα + ∂(1)α uβ

)[
Q′

αβγ − uαΠ
′
βγ − uβΠ

′
γα − δαβ

D

(
q′γ − uγδαβ

2
Π′

χχ

)]
, (6b)
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where Q′
αβγ = Q

(eq)
αβγ − QMB

αβγ while q′γ = q
(eq)
γ − qMB

γ . Lastly, Π
(neq)
αβ evaluated for the OReg scheme is:

ΠOReg
αβ =

(
1− ∆t

2τ

)〈
fOReg
i , ciαciβ

〉
= −

µ︷ ︸︸ ︷[(
τ − ∆t

2

)
ρθ

](
∂αuβ + ∂βuα − 2

D
∂χuχδαβ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ΠNSF
αβ

−
(
τ − ∆t

2

) (∂(1)µ uγ + ∂
(1)
γ uµ

)
2θ

[
R′

αβγµ − uαQ
′
βγµ − uβQ

′
αγµ + uαuβΠ

′
µγ − δγµ

D

(
R′

αβχχ − 2uγQ
′
αβχ + u2χΠ

′
αβ

)]
,

(7)(
Π

(neq)
αβ

)′

where, R′
αβγµ = R

(eq)
αβγµ − RMB

αβγµ and
(
Π

(neq)
αβ

)′
is the

error contribution in the NSF stress tensor. Here we
highlight that, while Eqs. (6a), (6b) and (7) can be sim-

plified depending on the constraints on f
(eq)
i , spurious

contributions from Q′
αβγ and R′

αβγµ are still retained on
standard lattices. Nevertheless, it is important to note
that the overall spurious contributions to the macroscopic
dynamics can be expected to be diluted due to the pre-
multipliers to these error terms.

To illustrate this, we consider the guided equilibrium
distribution representation [13–15]:

feqi = ρ
∏

α=x,y

(1− 2c2iα)

2c
2
iα

[
c2iα − 1 + ciαuα + u2α + θ

]
,

(8)
that is defined for the D2Q9 lattice and for which Π′

αβ =
0 but q′α ̸= 0. Using the guided equilibrium, we first
evaluate Eq. (7) to obtain the non-equilibrium pressure
tensor:

ΠOReg
αβ =− µOReg

αβ

(
∂αuβ + ∂βuα − ∂χuχδαβ

)
+
(
Π

(neq)
αβ

)′
(9a)

where,

µOReg
αβ =τρθ

{
1

2θ2 (θ − u2α)(1− θ − u2α) if α = β

1 otherwise,

(9b)
and,(
Π

(neq)
αβ

)′
=


0 if α = β

ρ τ
2θuxuy(u

2
x − u2y)(∂xux − ∂yuy)

otherwise.

(9c)
It can be seen from Eq. (9c) that the diagonal compo-
nents of the non-equilibrium pressure tensor are error-
free while the off-diagonal components have an O(u6)

error. Thus, the contribution of
(
Π

(neq)
αβ

)′
to ΠOReg

αβ is

negligible and can be safely ignored. Now, with a vanish-

ing
(
Π

(neq)
αβ

)′
, Eq. (9a) explicitly yields a traceless ΠOReg

αβ

with a dynamic viscosity of µOReg
αβ which, as shown in

Eq. (9b), demonstrates that the OReg scheme intrinsi-
cally modifies the lattice viscosity of the diagonal compo-
nents of ΠOReg

αβ to compensate for the insufficient lattice
isotropy of the D2Q9 lattice.

Next, we evaluate Eqs. (6a) and (6b) using the guided
equilibrium to obtain:〈

fOReg
i , 1

〉
= 0, (10a)〈

fOReg
i , ciα

〉
=
τρuα
θ

(
u2α + 3θ − 1

)(
∂αuα − 1

2
∂χuχ

)
.

(10b)

It can be seen that, with the OReg scheme and the guided
equilibrium, Eq. (10a) vanishes as required by the com-
patibility conditions; in contrast, Eq. (10b) is non-zero
with a magnitude of O(u5) and O(u3) for θ = 1/3 and
θ ̸= 1/3, respectively. Consequently, due to the (1/2τ)
factor in Eqs. (5a) and (5b), the corresponding mass and
momentum conservation equations contain O(u4)/O(u2)
errors depending on the value of the isothermal tem-
perature. Thus, with the OReg scheme and the guided
equilibrium, one can conduct correction-free isothermal
Navier-Stokes simulations with O(u3)/O(u) accuracy at
the lattice reference temperature and arbitrary lattice
temperatures, respectively.

We now proceed to numerically verify the theoretical
results presented above. In order to obtain a fully local
scheme, the derivative terms appearing in Eq. (3) are lo-
cally evaluated by using the definition of the second-order
trace-free stress tensor [18–20] to generically represent
the OReg populations as:

fOReg
i =

f
(eq)
i

2ρθ2

(
CiαCiβ − C2

i

D
δαβ

)
N∑

k=1

(
ckαckβ

− c2k
D
δαβ

)
f
(neq)
k . (11)

Note that, the presence of f
(neq)
i in Eq. (11) allows the

OReg scheme to be interpreted as a one-step predictor-

corrector method where the prediction f
(1)
i ≈ f

(neq)
i is

corrected to f
(1)
i = fOReg

i . The predictor f
(neq)
i can

be evaluated through any existing regularization scheme
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(a)

(b)

Mach number

ν̃
/
ν

ν̃
/
ν

FIG. 2. Comparison of the numerically computed and phys-
ically imposed fluid viscosities, ν̃ and ν, for a decaying shear
wave at different Mach numbers obtained with the OReg and
lattice-BGK schemes using the guided equilibrium (Eq. (8))
on the D2Q9 lattice. For the axis-aligned shear wave (panel
(a)) both schemes correctly model the viscous dissipation as
demonstrated by ν̃/ν = 1 while for the π/4 rotated wave
(panel (b)) only the OReg scheme recovers the imposed vis-
cous dissipation rate.

[20]; however, for the sake of simplicity we use the naive

representation of f
(neq)
i =

(
fi − f

(eq)
i

)
.

We first consider the classical linear benchmark case
of a decaying shear wave [12, 15, 17]. In the absence
of any spurious numerical errors, observed statistics for
waves described by a wave vector k = mê∥ + nê⊥, where
ê∥ and ê⊥ are unit vectors parallel and perpendicular to
the wave, theoretically display an exponential time de-
cay. Here we take the amplitude of the x-velocity com-
ponent, umax

x (t), as the statistic of interest and compute
the numerical kinematic viscosity, ν̃, through the follow-
ing curve fitting expression: umax

x (t) ∝ exp
(
−|k2|ν̃t

)
.

We consider two situations, namely an axis-aligned and
a π/4-rotated wave, respectively. Both cases are initial-
ized with a unit density. The initial velocity field for the
axis-aligned case is given as:

ux = A0 sin

(
2πy

Ly

)
, uy = Ma

√
θ, (12a)

and that for the rotated wave case is given as:

ux = A0 sin

(
2π

Ly

√
2
(−x+ y)

)
,

uy = Ma
√
θ +A0 sin

(
2π

Ly

√
2
(−x+ y)

)
.

(12b)

The wave vectors for the two cases are 2π
Ly
ĵ and π

Ly
(−î+ĵ)

respectively. The values of the wave amplitude (A0) and

x

D
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si
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V
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o
ci
ty

FIG. 3. Isothermal shocktube results (θ = 0.35, ν = 10−5)
using the guided equilibrium (Eq. (8)) on the D2Q9 lat-
tice. The solid blue and orange curves correspond to the
lattice-BGK and the third order Essentially Entropic LB re-
spectively whereas the solid black curve corresponds to the
OReg scheme. The round black symbols correspond to the
analytical solution.

spatial discretization in the y−direction (Ly) are taken to
be 0.001 and 200 respectively. Simulations are conducted
using the lattice-BGK and OReg schemes at the reference
temperature θ = 1/3 with an imposed kinematic viscosity
ν = 0.01 for different Mach numbers.

In the axis-aligned case, the spurious errors due to lat-
tice anisotropy are dormant and consequently the lattice-
BGK recovers the correct dissipation rate [15] as shown
in Fig. 2(a); it can be seen that the OReg scheme also re-
covers the correct dissipation rate. For the rotated wave
case, the spurious contributions are activated and, as
shown in Fig. 2(b), the uncorrected lattice-BGK model
fails to recover the dissipation accurately. In contrast, the
OReg scheme yields the accurate dissipation rate without
having to incorporate any correction terms.

The second benchmark we consider is that of a one-
dimensional shocktube operating at appreciably small
viscosities and lattice temperatures of θ ̸= 1/3. It has
been previously shown that the OReg scheme, used with
an O(u4) polynomial equilibrium representation, exactly
recovers the analytical solution in an athermal setting
where θ = 1/3 for a lattice viscosity ν = 10−7 [19]. Here,
we examine the behaviour of the OReg scheme with the
guided equilibrium when employed at elevated operating
temperatures and lattice viscosities of θ = 0.35, ν = 10−5

and θ = 0.4, ν = 10−9, respectively.
In Figs. (3), (4), we present the numerical results ob-

tained from the lattice-BGK, the state-of-the-art third-
order Essentially Entropic LB (EELB) [29], and the
OReg scheme, along with comparisons against analytical
solutions. The simulation is run on a 800×1 grid for 500
timesteps and employs the second order halfway bounce-
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FIG. 4. Isothermal shocktube results (θ = 2/5, ν = 10−9)
using the guided equilibrium (Eq. (8)) on the D2Q9 lattice.
The curves have the same meaning as in 3.

back treatment for the walls. It can be seen that while the
lattice-BGK yields the largest oscillations and the EELB
significantly reduces those oscillations, the OReg scheme
completely eliminates them. Note that the OReg scheme
yields a slightly incorrect slope in the high-density region
due to the first-order nature of the resulting hydrody-
namics at temperatures of θ ̸= 1/3. However, a com-
putation of the L2 errors reveals that the OReg scheme
captures the density with an accuracy of approximately
98.88% and 98.20% respectively. The simulations con-
ducted on grids of halved and doubled grids also yield
similar accuracy indicating grid independence of the so-
lution. Lastly, it is noteworthy that the while the ac-
curacy of the EELBM scheme improves with increasing
grid size, it still retains spurious oscillations; in contrast
even on halved grids, the OReg scheme eliminates the
spurious oscillations.

In conclusion, we have shown that the OReg scheme
yields stable and accurate results on computationally
efficient first-neighbour lattices, coping with the long-
standing limitations induced by the anisotropy error,
which have been plaguing LB simulations so far. Specif-
ically, with the guided equilibrium defined on the D2Q9
lattice, the OReg scheme is shown to recover isother-
mal hydrodynamics with third-order accuracy for sim-
ulations conducted at the lattice reference temperature
and with first-order accuracy at arbitrary lattice tem-
peratures. Recall that the guided equilibrium is not fully
constrained as Eq. (8) does not recover the equilibrium
heat flux vector Eq. (1c); indeed, the deviations in Q′

αβγ

and R′
αβγµ for a fully constrained equilibrium represen-

tation, may yield a more accurate model for isothermal
temperatures of θ ̸= 1/3. Nevertheless, even in the cur-
rent form, the OReg scheme can be coupled to a second
population to conduct fully local thermal and compress-

ible flow simulations on standard lattices. We also high-
light that the OReg scheme presented in Eq. (11) is
generic and can be seamlessly generalized to any lattice
stencil. Indeed, with appropriate equilibrium represen-
tations, the OReg scheme can be directly integrated into
high-performance codes such as, e.g., waLBerla [30] and
highly optimized GPU implementations [31, 32]. Further,
the OReg scheme also presents a promising alternative to
locally defining the so-Grad boundary conditions [33, 34].
Thus, the OReg scheme presents a significant advance
for conducting scalable simulations of physically relevant
non-linear dissipative transport problems (see, e.g., [35])
characterized by multiscale phenomena possibly in com-
plex geometries. Studies exploring these avenues will be
the subject of future work.

The authors would like to thank Prof. I.V. Karlin and
Dr. Syed Ali Hosseini for their valuable comments during
the preparation of this manuscript.
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