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In this note, we show how the exploitation of the lattice momentum balance condition allows to
envisage an analytical procedure to define the lattice pressure tensor (LPT) for the multi-phase
Shan-Chen (SC) lattice Boltzmann method (LBM) with single-range potential. This construction
ensures that the LPT normal component to a flat interface is constant to machine precision on each
lattice node, i.e., it exactly implements the mechanical equilibrium condition on the lattice. We
demonstrate the robustness of the approach by providing analytical expressions for the coexistence
curves for different choices of the pseudo-potential and forcing schemes in the SC-LBM. This paper
offers a novel, rigorous perspective for controlling the LPT in the SC-LBM, paving the way for its
application in more general settings.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Multi-phase flows are of paramount importance in var-
ious disciplines, involving both fundamental and applied
aspects [1–5]. The associated problems feature the mo-
tion of interfaces separating bulk phases, evolving and de-
forming due to the action of the flow fields. The resulting
non-linear dynamics has posed various challenges for the
theoretical and numerical modeling, encompassing sev-
eral approaches ranging across scales [6–10]. Among the
latter, the lattice Boltzmann method (LBM) tackles the
problem from a mesoscale point of view, by integrating
the dynamics of discrete particle distribution functions
on a lattice, whose coarse-grained description results in
multi-phase hydrodynamical behavior with diffused in-
terfaces [10, 11].

Starting from the first LBM applications for multi-
phase flows [12–17], the method experienced rapid
growth with a plethora of developed applications [10, 11,
18]. This paper focuses on the Shan-Chen (SC) model in
the context of LBM for multi-phase flows [14, 15, 19, 20].
The SC method considers LBM dynamics equipped with
lattice interactions evaluated on the lattice nodes via spe-
cific pseudo-potentials, which are local functions of the
density field [14, 15]. Multiple applications of the SC-
LBM have been envisaged over the years [21–53]. An
important aspect of the SC methodology is represented
by the computation of the pressure tensor, whose knowl-
edge is crucial in assessing the properties of the non-ideal
interfaces [54]. The SC-LBM is based on lattice forces;
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hence, the pressure tensor must be constructed once they
are assigned.

After the pioneering analysis in the seminal paper
by Shan & Chen [15], various studies have been made
to compute the pressure tensor for the SC-LBM [23,
28, 31, 48, 55–59]. Some of these works define a pres-
sure tensor through a Taylor/Chapman-Enskog expan-
sion [23, 55, 57, 58]; however, the latter studies only
partially quantify deviations induced by the numerical
discretization. Moreover, following a Taylor/Chapman-
Enskog expansion approach may introduce ambiguities
since any continuous pressure tensor is only defined up to
a symmetric tensor with vanishing divergence. Given the
discrete nature of the LBM, having the pressure tensor
as a lattice quantity is paramount. Indeed, other studies
tackled the problem of computing lattice pressure ten-
sor (LPT) for the SC-LBM by applying mechanical bal-
ance arguments applied directly on the lattice, without
invoking any multi-scale expansion [28, 31, 48, 56, 60].
Nonetheless, the computation of the LPT, as presented
so far in the literature [28, 48, 56, 60] is somewhat convo-
luted, involving geometrical constructions that might not
be straight-forward in the three-dimensional case. More-
over, the geometrical constructions invoked lack some
clear connection with the LBM evolution dynamics, leav-
ing the LPT’s rigorous derivation from the LBM quite
elusive.

In a recent work, Guo [61] analyzed the lattice momen-
tum balance from the LBM, identifying force imbalance
contributions giving rise to discretization errors. As a re-
sult, well-balanced LBM schemes were developed, offer-
ing improved descriptions of interface properties, partic-
ularly by reducing numerical errors to machine-precision
fluctuations for non-moving interfaces. Interestingly, the
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lattice momentum balance proposed by Guo can be seen
as a restriction of the equivalent equations framework to
the momentum equation. More precisely, the equivalent
equations are macroscopic equations at the lattice level,
derived from a Taylor expansion of the lattice Boltzmann
equation under moment constraints similar to those in
the Chapman-Enskog expansion [62–64]. This derivation
facilitates the identification of numerical errors observed
for link-wise boundary conditions [65] and spatially vary-
ing forces [66], or caused by hyperviscosity effects related
to the collision model [67].

In this paper, we show how the characterization of
the momentum balance condition in the SC-LBM allows
us to identify a rigorous procedure to define the LPT.
Although an embryonal version of the lattice momentum
balance was already used in [15], the possibility of rigor-
ously computing LPT from the momentum balance went
unnoticed in all subsequent works. In this note, we delve
deeper into the issue by showing how the momentum
balance condition can apply in the SC-LBM framework,
featuring different choices of pseudo-potentials and
different forcing schemes.

The paper is organized as follows: in Sec. II, essential
features of the SC-LBM are recalled; in Sec. III, we report
on the analytical derivation of the lattice momentum bal-
ance with applications to different forcing schemes; nu-
merical tests are discussed in Sec. IV and conclusions will
follow in Sec. V.

II. SHAN-CHEN LATTICE BOLTZMANN
METHOD

LBMs consider the dynamics of discrete probability
distribution functions (or populations), fi (x, t), repre-
senting the probability of finding a particle with discrete
velocity ξi at the lattice location x at time t. The LBM
evolution dynamics of fi (x, t) on a unitary time-lapse
(∆t = 1) reads as

fi (x+ ξi, t+ 1)− fi (x, t) =

− 1

τ

[
fi (x, t)− f

(eq)
i (x, t)

]
+∆fi(x, t),

(1)

where the l.h.s. represents the populations streaming
while the r.h.s. is composed of the Bhatnagar-Gross-
Krook (BGK) [68] collision operator, representing the
relaxation of the populations fi towards the equilibrium

populations f
(eq)
i with characteristic time τ . The colli-

sion step is supplemented with a source term ∆fi(x, t).
The equilibrium populations depend on space and time
via the local density n (x, t) =

∑
i fi (x, t) and the equi-

librium velocity u(eq) (x, t) and they are obtained as a
second-order approximation of the Maxwell distribution

(repeated indices imply summation)

f
(eq)
i = win

(
1 +

ξαi u
(eq)
α

c2s
+

(ξαi ξ
β
i − δαβc

2
s)u

(eq)
α u

(eq)
β

2c4s

)
,

(2)

where wi represent suitable weights with the property∑
i wi = 1, and cs is isothermal speed of sound in lattice

units with the property
∑

i wiξ
α
i ξ

β
i = c2sδαβ , with δαβ

the Kroneker delta.

Non-ideal effects are introduced via a non-ideal SC
force, i.e., a force computed on lattice nodes that reads

F (x, t) = −Gc2s ψ(x, t)
∑
ℓ

W (|ei|2)ψ(x+ eℓ, t) eℓ, (3)

where ψ(x, t) = ψ(n(x, t)) is the pseudo-potential func-
tion, i.e., a local function of the density n, implicitly
depending on space and time. The coupling constant
G sets the strength of non-ideal interactions. The SC
force couples the pseudo-potential function in the loca-
tion x with that of neighboring nodes identified via a
suitable set of discrete directions eℓ. Such lattice cou-
pling is weighted with statistical weights W (|eℓ|2) ensur-
ing the desired level of isotropy conditions [21, 23]. The
SC force given in Eq. (3) enters the LBM dynamics [see
Eq. (1)] via the source term ∆fi and the equilibrium ve-
locity u(eq), depending on the forcing scheme used in the
LBM. In this paper, we will consider three different forc-
ing schemes: the Guo scheme [69], the Shan-Chen (SC)
scheme [14, 15] and the Kupershtokh (Kup) scheme [70–
72]. Details on these forcing schemes will be given later.
Importantly, when a non-ideal force is added to the LBM
dynamics, the hydrodynamical momentum (hereafter in-
dicated with nu) becomes a function of the forcing itself
as

n(x, t)u(x, t) =
∑
i

fi(x, t)ξi +
F

2
. (4)

III. LATTICE MOMENTUM BALANCE

By using a one-dimensional formulation, let us derive
the lattice momentum balance equation [61, 73]. Let us
start from the lattice Boltzmann equation at steady state

fi (x+ ξi)− fi (x) = −1

τ

[
fi (x)− f

(eq)
i (x)

]
+∆fi (x) .

(5)
We consider the D1Q3 LBM scheme with dis-
crete velocities {ξ0 = 0, ξ1 = 1, ξ2 = −1} with weights
{w0 = 2/3, w1 = w2 = 1/6}. Out of the normalization
condition, w0 + 2w1 = 1, and the second order moment,∑

i wiξ
2
i = c2s = 1/3, we find the relation between the

weights and c2s, i.e., w1 = c2s/2 and

w0 = 1− c2s. (6)
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Notice that the D1Q3 is also an optimal Gaussian
quadrature [74]. In general, we can write the weights
as a function of the speed of sound, keeping in mind that
the stencil is not necessarily optimal, as the latter fea-
ture depends on the value of c2s, i.e., only for c2s = 1/3
for D1Q3.
In all subsequent developments, we also assume to deal
with a single-range potential, i.e., we use the SC form
given in Eq. (3) where the summation considers the D1Q3
discrete directions used in Eq. (5). Then, the forcing
reads

F (x) = −Gc
2
s

2
ψ (x) [ψ (x+ 1)− ψ (x− 1)] , (7)

where we used the projection of the single-belt forcing
stencil W (1) = W (2) = 1/2 [60]. To progress, we need
to determine the populations f0, f1, and f2. Let us start
with f0, associated with ξ0 = 0, which is non-streaming
on the lattice: it can be determined by the associated
component of the steady-state equation as (space depen-
dency is not reported to keep compact notation):

f0 = f
(eq)
0 + τ∆f0 = w0n− n(u(eq))2 + τ∆f0 , (8)

where we used that f
(eq)
0 = w0n − w0n(u

(eq))2/2c2s =

w0n − n(u(eq))2. In order to determine the other two
populations, namely f1 and f2, we resort to the local
definition of density n and hydrodynamical momentum
nu, respectively, so thatn− f0 = f1 + f2

nu− F

2
= f1 − f2

(9)

yielding as solution
f1 =

1

2

[
n− f0 + nu− F

2

]
f2 =

1

2

[
n− f0 − nu+

F

2

]
which after substitution of Eq. (8) reads

f1 =
1

2

[
c2sn+ nu+ n(u(eq))2 − τ∆f0 −

F

2

]
f2 =

1

2

[
c2sn− nu+ n(u(eq))2 − τ∆f0 +

F

2

] (10)

where we have used Eq. (6). We can go back to the
steady-state equation [see Eq. (5)] and compute its first
moment. At this stage, we require the constraint that
the first order moment of the r.h.s. of Eq. (5) equals the
forcing F [69], i.e.,

2∑
i=0

(
−1

τ

[
fi − f

(eq)
i

]
+∆fi

)
ξi = F, (11)

and hence, we get (explicitly reporting the space depen-
dence again)

f1 (x+ 1)− f2 (x− 1)− n(x)u(x)− F (x)

2
= 0. (12)

Then, we write the equilibrium velocity as the sum of
the hydrodynamical velocity u(x) and a correction term
∆u(x)

u(eq)(x) = u(x) + ∆u(x) (13)

and, under the assumption of equilibrium with a zero
hydrodynamical velocity [61], u = 0, Eqs. (12) and (10)
yield

c2s
2
[n (x+ 1)− n (x− 1)]

−1

4
[F (x+ 1) + 2F (x) + F (x− 1)]

−τ
2

[
∆f

(u=0)
0 (x+ 1)−∆f

(u=0)
0 (x− 1)

]
+
1

2

[
n(x+ 1)(∆u(x+ 1))2 − n(x− 1)(∆u(x− 1))2

]
= 0.

(14)

The first term in square brackets of Eq. (14) represents
the finite difference approximation of the derivative of the

bulk pressure of an ideal gas
c2s
2 [n (x+ 1)− n (x− 1)] ≃

∂x
(
c2sn

)
, while the second term in square brackets can

be seen as an average force over neighboring points. In-
terestingly, in Ref. [28] Shan proposed to compute the
force crossing a given area element exactly using an av-
erage force defined according to some specific geometric
rules [28, 56, 60]. The last two terms in Eq. (14) are con-
tributions specific to the forcing implementation.
Based on the equation for the SC force in Eq. (7), the
second term in Eq. (14) reads

−1

4
[F (x+ 1) + 2F (x) + F (x− 1)] =

+
Gc2s
8
ψ (x+ 1) [ψ (x+ 2) + ψ (x)]

−Gc
2
s

8
ψ (x− 1) [ψ (x) + ψ (x− 2)] ,

(15)

so that Eq. (14) can be written as an exact finite differ-
ence equation for an LPT

1

2
[P (x+ 1)− P (x− 1)] = 0 (16)

where

P (x) =c2sn(x) +
Gc2s
4
ψ (x) [ψ (x+ 1) + ψ (x− 1)]

+n(x)(∆u(x))2 − τ∆f
(u=0)
0 (x)

(17)

is the normal component of the interaction pressure ten-
sor [28, 56, 60]. This result provides an obvious expla-
nation as to why the normal component of the SC-LPT
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implements the mechanical equilibrium condition [56, 60]
to machine precision across a flat interface on the lattice
[see Fig. 1]: this happens because the mechanical equi-
librium condition is equivalent to the first moment of
the lattice Boltzmann equation, which is exactly imple-
mented in the simulations. The two terms n(∆u)2 and

−τ∆f (u=0)
0 in Eq. (17) depend on the specific forcing

implementation. In the following section, we report the
LPT analysis for three different forcing implementation
schemes. We remark that for the cases here analyzed

∆f
(u=0)
0 always vanishes: this seems reasonable because

(i) due to mass conservation, the zeroth moment of ∆fi
must vanish and (ii) the second moment of ∆fi needs to
be proportional to uF to remove lattice effects in the hy-
drodynamic limit [69, 75]. Furthermore, one might wish
to adopt the present analysis for settings where no such
constraints are present , e.g., when modeling diffusive

dynamics [76], so that formally keeping ∆f
(u=0)
0 renders

the results more general.

A. Guo forcing scheme

In the Guo forcing scheme the equilibrium velocity
u(eq) and the source term ∆fi are evaluated as [69]:

u(eq) = u

∆fi =

(
1− 1

2τ

)
wi

[
ξi
c2s

+
ξ2i − c2s
c4s

u

]
F

so that ∆f0 = (c2s − 1)(1 − 1
2τ )uF/c

2
s. This means that

in equilibrium (u = 0), we have

∆u = ∆f
(u=0)
0 = 0 (18)

and hence Eq. (17) results in

P (x) =c2sn(x) +
Gc2s
4
ψ (x) [ψ (x+ 1) + ψ (x− 1)] , (19)

meaning that in the Guo forcing scheme, the LPT re-
covered from the momentum balance equations coincides
with the geometric prediction proposed by Shan [28].

B. Shan-Chen (SC) forcing scheme

In the SC forcing scheme, ∆fi = 0 by construction and
the equilibrium velocity appearing in Eq. (2) is computed
from the pre-collisional momentum nu(pre) shifted with
a term which is proportional to the forcing times the
relaxation time [14, 15]. In terms of the hydrodynamical
momentum nu, the equilibrium velocity is expressed in
compact notation as:

nu(eq) = nu(pre) + τF = nu+

(
τ − 1

2

)
F.

Furthermore, the source term ∆fi is null in the SC forc-
ing scheme. This leads to

∆u =

(
τ − 1

2

)
F

n
, ∆f

(u=0)
0 = 0 (20)

hence, Eq. (17) results in

P (x) = c2sn(x) +
Gc2s
4
ψ (x) [ψ (x+ 1) + ψ (x− 1)]

+

(
τ − 1

2

)2
F 2(x)

n(x)
.

(21)

It is interesting to note that in Ref. [15], the pressure
tensor was already analyzed by leveraging the station-
arity condition, allowing us to write the equilibrium ve-
locity exactly in terms of lattice quantities [see Eq.(16)
in Ref. [15]]. This expression was then considered in the
small-gradient approximation yielding the Taylor expan-
sion of the entire pressure tensor [see Eq.(19) in Ref. [15]],
whose one-dimensional projection would exactly match
the expansion of Eq. (21) of the present work, i.e., the F 2

contribution was already captured in [15]. Indeed, Tay-
lor expansion was necessary to obtain the entire pressure
tensor rather than only the normal component.
Notice that the LPT obtained with the SC forcing

scheme is the same as the LPT obtained with the Guo
forcing scheme in Eq. (19), except for an additional con-
tribution which disappears when τ ≈ 1/2 and/or for low
amplitudes of the force (F ≪ 1). Yet, in the context of
multi-phase flow simulations, it is very likely that these
deviation terms will be non-negligible since the Reynolds
number is generally relatively small and the force ampli-
tude is quite large at the interface.

C. Kupershtokh (Kup) forcing scheme

In the Kupershtokh (Kup) forcing scheme, body forces
are introduced via the exact difference method [70–72].
The equilibrium velocity is set to the pre-collisional ve-
locity (upre), hence the equilibrium velocity can be ex-
pressed in compact form in terms of the hydrodynamical
momentum nu as:

nu(eq) = nu(pre) = nu− F

2
.

For the source term, we have

∆fi = f
(eq)
i

(
n, u(eq) +

F

n

)
− f

(eq)
i

(
n, u(eq)

)
and, given the expression of f

(eq)
0 given in Eq. (8), we get

∆f0 = n

(
u− F

2n

)2

− n

(
u+

F

2n

)2

= uF.

Hence, in equilibrium (u = 0), we have

∆u = − F

2n
, ∆f

(u=0)
0 = 0 (22)
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Figure 1: We report the deviations of the LPT, P (x), with respect to the bulk pressure, p0, along a flat interface developing
along the x-coordinate, within the system domain [0, L]. In panels (a)-(c), we show data for simulations obtained with the
pseudo-potential ψ1(n) = exp (−1/n), while in panels (d)-(f) we show data for simulations obtained with the pseudo-potential
ψ2(n) = 1 − exp (−n). Different forcing schemes are reported: the Guo forcing scheme (panels (a),(d)); the Shan-Chen (SC)
forcing scheme (panels (b),(e)); the Kupershtokh (Kup) forcing scheme (panels (c),(f)). Different colors/line-styles correspond
to different values of the relaxation time τ . Data refer to the case with Gc/G ≃ 0.94, with G being the coupling strength and
Gc its critical value (see Table I).

and hence Eq. (17) results in

P (x) = c2sn(x) +
Gc2s
4
ψ (x) [ψ (x+ 1) + ψ (x− 1)]

+
1

4

F 2(x)

n(x)
,

(23)

which coincides with the LPT obtained from the SC forc-
ing scheme [see Eq. (21)] when τ = 1.

IV. NUMERICAL TESTS

To confirm the validity of the given definition of the
LPT, we performed two-dimensional simulations of a flat
interface developing along the x-coordinate in a system
domain with extension L. Numerical simulations have
been conducted for the three different forcing implemen-
tations analyzed in the previous section and for two dif-
ferent definitions of the pseudo-potential: (i) ψ1(n) =
exp (−1/n) and (ii) ψ2(n) = 1 − exp (−n). In numeri-
cal simulations, we established that the system reaches
its equilibrium state when the average of the hydrody-
namic velocity assumes values smaller than 10−13. We
first verified that the LPTs P (x) given in Eqs. (19), (21)
and (23) are constant along the interface. Results are
reported in Fig. 1, where we show the difference between
P (x) and the bulk pressure p0, displaying fluctuations in
the order of O(10−15 − 10−14). Indeed, one can observe
that fluctuations in Fig. 1 display a spurious τ depen-
dence for both Guo and Kupershtokh forcing schemes.

These discrepancies are likely caused by the fact that the
lattice momentum balance is valid at steady state, i.e.,
dynamically, with the repeated application of the lattice
Boltzmann equation on the lattice populations, so that
cancellations are affected by numerical rounding carry-
ing a dependence on the actual value of the parameters,
including τ . We then measured the equilibrium bulk den-
sities for the gas and liquid phases (ng and nl) by chang-
ing the coupling constant G in Eq. (3). Numerical results
are compared with theoretical predictions for ng and nl
obtained by following quite standard procedures [28, 60].
In a nutshell, starting from the mechanical equilibrium
condition P (x) = p0, we perform a Taylor expansion of
the LPT to get the following type of differential equation

p0 − c2sn− Gc2s
2
ψ2 = βψ

d2ψ

dx2
+ α

(
dψ

dx

)2

(24)

where the coefficients α and β depend on the coupling
constant G and the forcing scheme used, hence also on τ
when applicable. It is then possible to relate the squared
derivative of the density n to a suitable integral evaluated
between ng and n [81]

(
dn

dx

)2

=
2ψϵ

β(ψ′)2

∫ n

ng

dn̄
ψ′

ψϵ+1

(
p0 − c2sn̄− Gc2s

2
ψ2(n̄)

)

with ϵ = −2α/β. Hence, from the condition of null
derivative in the bulk phases, we come up with an in-
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τ = 0.8 τ = 1.0 τ = 1.2

Guo
SC
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Guo LPT, τ = 1

SC LPT, τ = 0.8

SC LPT, τ = 1

SC LPT, τ = 1.2

Figure 2: Coexistence curves of the inverse rescaled density nc/n as a function of the inverse rescaled coupling constant Gc/G.
The quantities nc and Gc represent the critical density and critical coupling constant, respectively. Empty points represent
simulation data, with different forcing implementations indicated with different symbols, while data for different values of τ
are indicated with different colors. The LPT predictions for the SC forcing scheme are shown as dashed-dotted lines. The
black solid line refers to the LPT prediction for the Guo scheme. In panel (a), we show simulation data and LPT predictions
obtained with the pseudo-potential ψ1(n) = exp (−1/n), while in panel (b) we report on the case with ψ2(n) = 1− exp (−n).

tegral constraint to determine both ng and nl∫ nl

ng

dn̄
ψ′

ψϵ+1

[
p0 − c2sn̄− Gc2s

2
ψ2(n̄)

]
= 0 (25)

that is used to evaluate both ng and nl once the coupling
constant G is set. The approaching numerical instability
for large values of the system domain and G has led us to
choose the system size by rescaling it with the distance
from the critical point.

In Fig. 2, we report the coexistence curves for different
values of G. The bulk densities ng,l and the coupling
constant G are inversely rescaled with the critical density
nc and the critical strength Gc, respectively. Note that
the values of nc and Gc, as well as the critical pressure
(pc), are different between the two pseudo-potentials
[see Table I]. In panel (a), we show results obtained
with the pseudo-potential ψ1, while in panel (b), we
show results obtained with the pseudo-potential ψ2.
Although we systematically varied the relaxation time

Pseudo-potential
ψ1(n) = exp (−1/n) ψ2(n) = 1− exp (−n)

nc 1 log(2) ≃ 0.693
Gc −e2 ≃ −2.46 −4
pc c2s/2 ≃ 0.167 c2s(log(2)− 1/2) ≃ 0.0644

Table I: Values for nc, Gc and pc for the two definitions of the
pseudo-potential ψ under investigation.

value τ in the range [0.8-1.2], for the sake of clarity,
we report data for three representative values only, i.e.,
τ = 0.8, 1.0, 1.2. Simulation data (empty points) are
shown with different symbols (colors) corresponding to
different forcing schemes (values of τ). Dashed-dotted
lines draw the LPT predictions for the SC forcing scheme
[see Eq. (21)]. The continuous black line indicates the
LPT prediction for the Guo forcing scheme [see Eq. (19)].
Fig. 2 confirms that for all values of τ , data for the
Kupershtokh forcing scheme falls on the SC LPT curve
for τ = 1.0. Furthermore, coexistence curves exhibit
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a good agreement between simulation data and LPT
predictions for both definitions of ψ. The latter means
that the control of the system’s thermodynamic behavior
starting from the LPT is robust. Discrepancies observed
at a large value of G are probably due to the fact that
the theoretical analysis leading to Eq. (25) is based on a
truncated Taylor expansion of the LPT; hence, we expect
higher order in the expansion to matter when density
gradients increase at the interface, i.e., when G increases.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We analyzed the lattice momentum balance for the
Shan-Chen (SC) multi-phase lattice Boltzmann model
(LBM). For a simple 1D case with single range potential,
we showed that this analysis allows to rigorously con-
struct a priori the model’s lattice pressure tensor (LPT)
without arbitrariness and consistently with the LBM, nor
resorting to a geometric construction [28, 60]. Interest-
ingly, the lattice momentum balance approach is quite
robust as it can also be generalized to different forcing
implementation schemes [15, 69, 77].

Given that the range of the forcing stencil is indepen-
dent of that of the discrete velocity stencil, it is possible
to successfully use Eq. (14) also in the case of multi-
range interactions. One could also consider extending the
method to a higher-dimensional case: a two-dimensional
extension, for example, would amount to considering a
tilted interface with respect to the underlying lattice axes
by an angle θ. However, in this case, one could define ve-
locity vectors parallel to the interface, only in the cases
of θ = 0, θ = π/2, and θ = π/4. While the first two
cases correspond to the present work, the latter has not
yet been explored. For any other value of θ, one would
need to resort to some approximation, e.g., to Chapman-
Enskog [11].

The effects of higher-order terms, in the form of higher-
order moments, can also be investigated for both the
equilibrium [78] and the forcing approach [79]. How-
ever, since the lattice momentum balance calculations are
based on the computation of zeroth and first moments,
with the interface assumed to be steady and at rest (u =
0), it is not surprising that the final result (not reported
here) remains independent of any higher-order contribu-
tions. Similar independence with respect to the potential
range was already pointed out in Ref. [80], where the lat-
tice pressure tensor allowed for high-precision modeling
of the hydrodynamic fluctuations in the multi-phase SC
model for single- and multi-range potentials.
Finally, it is also interesting to notice that the lattice
momentum balance allows us to define either a lattice
chemical potential, as it is the case in Ref. [61], or a lat-
tice pressure tensor, as it is shown in the present work.
Following the arguments proposed in Ref. [75], one may
try to follow the path of exact lattice relations in order to
define a model where the lattice chemical potential and
the lattice pressure tensor are connected by some discrete
version of the divergence operator, which would eventu-
ally lead to a fully thermodynamic consistent approach.
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