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Abstract
We present a second-order accurate method to includeabiistributions of force densities in the
lattice Boltzmann formulation of hydrodynamics. Our methoay be used to represent singular force
densities arising either from momentum-conserving irgkfarces or from external forces which do not
conserve momentum. We validate our method with several pkeninvolving point forces and find excel-
lent agreement with analytical results. A minimal modelddute sedimenting particles is presented using

the method which promises a substantial gain in computaltiefficiency.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The numerical integration of the discrete velocity Boltzmaequation provides an efficient
method for the solution of isothermal, incompressible fllogvs in complex geometrieg [1]. The
finite-difference equation generated by the integratidreste is referred to as the lattice Boltz-
mann equation (LBE). The method can be extended to study aﬁemZ] and multicomponent

] flows, the hydrodynamics of polymers [4] and suspens rﬁrand flows under gravity [7].

In the extensions of the LBE described above, the resultiognentum balance equations con-
tain additional terms beyond the usual pressure and vidoocss. These represent forces acting
on the fluid, either from external sources like gravity, demal sources like the gas-liquid in-
terface in a two-phase fluid. External sources can add tootlaérhomentum of the fluid, while
internal sources, being immersed within the fluid, can ormghange momentum with it. Internal
forces on the fluid, therefore, can always be expressed adivtbrgence of a stress tensor. This
formulation encodes the fact that there are no local sowcsmks of momentum.

The LBE, derived as itis from the Boltzmann equation for atéilgas, can only faithfully repre-
sent the hydrodynamics of a fluid with an ideal-gas equatictate and a Newtonian constitutive
equation|[8]. One way around this restrictive situationosise the forced Boltzmann equation
to represent the additional forces that appear in the extessiescribed abovg [1]. So far, this
idea has been used mainly to model the effects of grzﬂityrﬁ@] @as-liquid interfacial forces in
non-ideal gaseg[Z]. These correspond to two special typEsae distributions: in the case of
gravity, the force is spatially and temporally constantilevim the case of the gas-liquid interface,
the force varies both in space and time, but is only evaluatethe nodes of the computational
grid. The forces in either case amooth functions of position.

However, many models of boundaries immersed in fluids regaimgular distributions of
forces. Such a description follows, for example, when algpsd interface is described as a
two-dimensional manifold of zero thickness instead of ag¢hdimensional volume of space where
the density changes rapidly. In a similar mathematicallidation, a polymer in a fluid may be
represented as a one-dimensional curve with a singularkdison of forces Eb]. In yet another
example, at distances large compared to its radius, a setimgeolloid can be well-approximated
as a singular point forc&iO]. Clearly, the range of appidses of lattice Boltzmann hydrodynam-
ics can be greatly expanded if singular force densitiesneoessarily located at grid points, can

be incorporated into the method.



In this paper we show how to include force densities havingatimor singular distributions,
located at arbitrary (in general, off-lattice) points irte lattice-Boltzmann formulation of hy-
drodynamics. In the following section we first discuss thecrbte representation of the forcing
term in the Boltzmann equation and derive a second-ordarrat integration scheme for the
discrete velocity forced Boltzmann equation using the metbf characteristics. In Sectién]lll we
introduce a general distribution of singular forces anchgisi suitable regularization of the delta
function obtain a smooth but sharply peaked distributiofoofes. The method is exemplified in
Sectior 1l for three common singular force distributioasStokeslet, a stresslet, and a rotlet) and
validated for the Stokeslet case by comparison with fulsoheed numerical simulation. Finally,
we show how our method can be adapted to provide a simplifiectigtion of a dilute suspension

of sedimenting colloids. We end with a summary of our methwdidiscuss potential applications.

II. MULTIPLE RELAXATION TIME FORCED LATTICE-BOLTZMANN EQU ATION

The LBE may be derived from the Boltzmann equation by a tvep-girocedure. First, a dis-
crete velocity Boltzmann equation (DVBE) is obtained byanmeing a finite number of terms in the
Hermite expansion of the Boltzmann equation and evalud@tiagonserved the moments using a
Gauss quadraturll]. The discrete velocifig$ are the nodes of the Gauss-Hermite quadrature.
This is followed by a discretization in space and time to pteva numerical integration scheme,
which is commonly called the LBE [12].

Usually a first-order explicit Euler scheme is used to inégthe DVBE, which surprisingly
enough, gives second-order accurate ress [13]. Thig xesause the discretization error has
the same structure as the viscous term in the Navier-Stakestion, whereby it can be absorbed
by a simple redefinition of the viscosity to give second-oraecuracy. The same Euler scheme
for the forced Boltzmann equation gives a discretizatioarderm which can be absorbed only be
redefining physical quantities like the momentum and st[@]s Below, we provide a a straight-
forward explanation of these redefinitions and show how #reyelated to the discretization error
induced by the integration scheme.

We begin with the discrete velocity Boltzmann equationudahg an external acceleration field
F(x,t)

o fi+ci-Ofi + [F-Ocfli = - (f; — D) (1)

wheref;(x,t) is the one-particle distribution function in phase spaaesoofrdinatex and velocities
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G, 4ij is the collision matrix linearized about the local equililim fio and the repeated indgxs

summed over. Mass and momentum conservation require th&@okerm to satisfy
C 0 k 0
Li(fj— 1) =0, Li(fi—fHg=0 (2)
i; =i i; =Tt

while isotropy requires that th&}; depend only on the angles betwegrandc; [B]. Eq. () is
most easily derived by expanding the distribution functionterms of tensor Hermite polynomi-
als, truncating the expansion at a certain order, and evadutine expansion coefficients using a
Gaussian quadraturﬂlS]. thdimensions, the quadrature is defined byriltiscrete velocities;
and a set of weight®; giving rise to aDdQn discrete Boltzmann equati16]. Retaining terms
up to second order in the Hermite expansion is sufficientdothiermal fluid flow problems. The

equilibrium distribution functions to second-order in tHermite expansions are

fo(p.v)=wi [p+ -
| ( ) 1 Cg 2C481

where the tensd;qg = CiaCig — cgc‘ia,; (where Greek indices denote Cartesian directions) and

pV-C  pWV: Qa] 3)

Cs is the speed of sound. The mass dengpignd the momentum densipyv are moments of the

distribution function:

p:iifi, pV:iifiCi. (4)

To the same order in the Hermite expansion, the discreteseptation of the forcing term is given
by ]

R F-c (VF+Fv):Q;
[FDCf]l - pWI|: C2 + 2Cg :|

S

—(Di( ) ) (5)

Il
X
—

Finally, the deviatoric momentum flux tensor
n
Sup = Map — PCi3ap = Z) fiQiap (6)
1=

is the second moment of the distribution function. In isotte models, the higher moments
represent non-conserved kinetic degrees of freedom, caityrkaown as ghost modes. In the

hydrodynamic limit, Eq.[{(I1) gives rise to Navier-Stokes &abur, described by

p(dv+v-0Ov) = —Op+n0%v+Z0(0-v)+F (7)
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where the pressure obeps= pcZ, and the shear viscosity and the bulk viscosity are related
to the eigenvalues of/;. In practice the algorithm is normally used in a parametgime where
the fluid is nearly incompressiblél( v ~ 0).

To begin our derivation of the numerical scheme we rearr&tgél) to obtain
dfi+c-Ofi=R(xt) (8)

whereR;(x,t) = —Zj[fj(x,t) — fjo(x,t)] + ®dj(x,t) represents the effects of both collisions and
forcing. Eq. [B) represents a set of first-order hyperbalications and can be integrated using the
method of characteristicgm]. Integrating over a timeinal At we have
At

fi(X+ Gt t+At) — fi(x,t) = : dsR(x+cis,t+9) 9)
The integral above may be approximated to second-orderamcusing the trapezium rule and
the resulting terms transposed to give a set of implicit &goa for thef;:

fi(X+ GAt, t + At) — %R@(X-ﬁ-ciAt,t-l-At) =
() — %a (X,1) + AR (X,1) (10)

The structure of the above set of equations suggests tradutdtion of a new set chuxiliary
distribution functionsHZ],HQ]

fitxt) = fi(x.t) ~ SR (11)

in terms of which the previous set of equations are explicit,

fi(X+ GAL t+At) = fi(X,t) + Ri(X,t)At. (12)
This shows that the LBE evolution can be thought of two sdpapaocesses: the first is a

relaxational step in which the distributiofisare relaxed to their “post-collisional” valué_ﬁ{x,t*),

fitx,t) = fikx,t) +R(X, DAL, (13)
followed by a propagation step in which the post-collisiahiatributions are propagated along a

Lagrangian trajectory without further change,

fi(x + GAt,t+At) = fi(x,t7). (14)



Thus the computational part of the method is most naturedipéd in terms of the auxiliary distri-
butionsf; and not the physical distribution functioristhemselves. To obtain the post-collisional
fTwithout having to refer to thdj, the latter must be eliminated from E. [12). Inverting the
equations defining thé in Eq. (11) we obtain

A

R = (1+ 5 2)5 [~ 1)+ @i(x)]. (15)

Combining this with Eq.[(T12) we obtain a numerical schemetlfier forced discrete Boltzmann

equation with a general collision operator in terms of the

_ _ At _
fi(Xx+ At t+At) = fi(x,t) + (14 Ef)i‘jl[—zjk(fk— fO) + ®j(x,1)]. (16)
For a single relaxation time collision operator, wheify = 4/ 1, this takes on a particularly
simple form
_ — At —
fi(X + GAt,t+At) = fi(x,t) +ﬁ [—(fi — £2) + 1i(x,1)] , (17)
2

a result obtained previously by a multiscale expansion efUBE dynamics/[20]. For a non-
diagonal collision operator, the collision term is bestleated in the moment basis. For example,
using a collision operator in which the ghost modes are ptegeout and the stress modes relax

at a rater 1, the post-collisionaﬂ (i.e. the RHS of Eq.[(T6)) is given by

Ty AaCia | BapQiap
fxtr) —w o B Se098 | (18)
whereAy, the momentum component of the post-collisional auxil@istributions, is
n J—
Ag = % fiCia + pFa At (19)
i=
andBgg, the stress component, is
n _
Bapg = Z) fiQiap +
1=
At no—
m i; fiQiap — PVaVp + T(VaFg +FaVp) (20)

The hydrodynamic variables are moments of the physicatildigion f;, but can easily be
obtained from the auxiliary distributiorfsused in the computation, using the transformation rule,
Eq. (1), the definitions of the macroscopic variables, Eg. 4nd the constraints of mass and

momentum conservation, E@l (2). We obtain
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b ii i (21a)

n — At
PVa = fiCia +PpFa— (21b)
I; 1™~ 2

T+At/2

Sup = i fTQiaL; + a2 (i fTQiaﬁ — PVa Vg + T(VaFg + FaVB)> (21c)
i= =

The equilibria can be reconstructed frgrandpv. What appear in the literature as redefinitions
of momentum and stresses are shown in the above analysisltedoetization errors which vanish
asA — t0. This completes the description of the method for the nigaksolution of the forced
LBE. Verberg and Ladd have derived results equivalent taehabove using a multiple scale
analysis of the discrete LBE dynamics|[14]. It is not cleausowhether their analysis admits
singular force densities. However, the above derivatimwsithat these equations are a reliable
starting point even in that case.

The LBE can be extended to situations where the fluctuatiotissi fluid density and momen-
tum are importanﬂS]. A consistent discrete kinetic theofyluctuations was presented m21],
which improves on an earlier algorithm due to LaE|d [5], anodpices thermodynamically accu-
rate variances of the local mass and momentum densitiesetarto the issue of noise below,

when we address the representation of Brownian colloid®ad particles (Section 1V).

lll. SINGULAR FORCE DENSITIES

In a wide variety of situations, as mentioned in the Intrdoug force densities may need to be
defined off-lattice, and may in addition be singular. Matlaépally, such a force density may be

written as

F(r) = /f(R)a(r _R)dA 22)
where the force is localized to some manifold describedmatacally asr = R(A) anddA is
the measure on the manifold. Any numerical method whichvgits to deal with such force dis-
tributions must be reconciled with the singular nature effitrce and, for grid-based numerical
methods, the fact that the position of the manifold need potaide with the nodes of the grid.
In a well established numerical meth@[ZZ], the Dirac diltection in the singular force distri-

bution is replaced by a regularized delta function whicli¢etp a smooth distribution of forces.



Necessarily, this implies that the force is now no longeralzed on the manifold but is sharply
peaked and smooth around it. This smooth force density canbeosampled on the grid using
the discretized delta function as an interpolant. Thus sesgmtation of Eq[(22) on the grid is
obtained from

F(r) = zf(Ra>5P(r —Ra) (23)

a
The crucial ingredient here is the kernel functi@® which is a representation of the Dirac delta

function regularized on the grid. We have followed closélg tnethod described by Pes[22]

where a regularized approximation to the Dirac delta furmctvith compact support is derived:

1 X y z
P e — J— — J—
) =5 (7)1 (5) T (7) (24)
whereh = Ax = Ay = Azis the lattice spacing anfir) is given by:

3—2|r|4++/1+4|r|—4r2
[r |/ L+4r| |r| <1,

8
f(r) _ 5—2|r|—\/—87+12\|’\—4r2 1< ‘r| <2 (25)

0 Ir| > 2.
This form is motivated by the need to preserve the fundarh@mtgerties of the Dirac delta

function on the gridBZ]. A simple closed form approximatio 6° which is useful for analytical

work is
. 1(1+cos(X rl <2,
f(r>: 4( (2)) | |— (26)
0 Ir| > 2,
whose Fourier transform is given by:
~ . 1. 1.
f (k) = sincdrk + ésmc(4nk— ) + ésmc(4nk+ ). (27)

In this work we combine Eq[(22) directly with the numericag¢timod described in the previous
section, giving a well-defined method for incorporatinggsilar and/or off-lattice force densities

into the lattice Boltzmann hydrodynamics.

A. Validation

To validate the method, we compare analytical solutionk®tingularly forced Navier-Stokes
eguation against our numerical solutions, using lattigessdxx = At = 1, p = 1. The most straight-

forward benchmark is against the initial value problem far Stokes limit
av = —0p+n02v+F(r) (28)
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FIG. 1: Relaxation of the solenoidal component of the vé&jodue to a delta function forcing. The simula-
tions were performed on a 4attice. Shown are the first 8 (upper curves), the 16th (reiddrve) and the

31st (lower curve) Fourier modes of the velocity field. Thidsline is the analytical result, Eq._(29).

where the nonlinearity has been discarded, incomprefgisiassumed, anB(r) = Fod(r —Rp).

In an infinite system, the solution is obtained in terms oftthsteady Oseen tensor describing the
diffusion of vorticity @]. In a system with periodic bouady conditions, the Oseen solution
must be replaced by the Hasimoto solutiQ [24]. In contrashé Oseen solution, the real-space
Hasimoto solution is not available in a simple closed forn fowist be evaluated numerically.
However, the solution in Fourier variables presents no slificulty, and is in fact identical in

both cases:

v(k,t) = ———5—(1 —kk)-F(k) (29)

Thus, we find it most convenient to compare Fourier modes ef/&locity from the numerical
solution against the solution above. In particular, thisvptes a neat way to evaluate the perfor-
mance of the method at different length scales. In EIG. 1 vepaoe the numerical data (points)
to the theoretical result for a regularized force monopai@g the approximation to the Peskin
delta function, Eq.[(27) (solid line).

The results show excellent agreement with the theoretizalecfor low k modes, where we
expect the momentum to behave hydrodynamically. The degaitom hydrodynamic behaviour
increases progressively with the wavenumber, as expented frevious studies on the hydro-
dynamic behaviour of the LBEEJZS]. However, there is a sigaifit range of length scales over
which our model reproduces hydrodynamic behaviour, wrgatot less than the scale over which

hydrodynamic behaviour is obtained in the unforced LQ [26]



(b)

FIG. 2. (Colour online) Velocity around a symmetric poiotde dipole, normalized by a characteristic

speed for that distance from the dipolg,= 8;%2 FIG.[2(a) shows velocity along lines parallel to the

forces, at several separations. Points are simulatiofisebnes theoretical predictions with no free param-
eters. In figur¢ 2(b), the upper half shows the simulatedcigidield. The lower half shows isosurfaces

of the magnitude of the velocity difference between simafaand theory at values of 25% and 50%. The
colouring (online) depends upon the magnitude of the difiee field and is shown as a percentage. af

the colour bar. The force dipole is oriented vertically andipjoned in the centre of the volume.

By combining elementary monopoles, discrete represemistf higher multipoles can be gen-
erated. For example, the discrete Stokes doublet, a dipdheogpoint forces, can be constructed
out of monopoles of magnitudeé and separatioa and is often used as a simplified representa-
tion of a neutrally buoyant, steadily moving self-propdlfgarticle. In figure§ 2(a) ard 2{b), we
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FIG. 3: (Colour online) Velocity field around a regularizestlet, normalized by, (see FIG[R). Upper
half: simulated velocity field. Lower half: isosurfaces bétmagnitude of the velocity difference between
simulation and theory. Isosurfaces are at values of 12.5%, &1d 37.5%. The colouring (online) depends
upon the magnitude of the difference field and is shown as@ptage of in the colour bar. The rotlet is

oriented with the forces in a horizontal plane and positibimethe centre of the volume.

compare the velocity response of such a dipole to theofgtiedictions, finding good agreement
away from the immediate vicinity of the forces. In FIG. 3, wew a velocity field plot for the
antisymmetric force dipole, or rotlet, which may be used aspaesentation of an object which
rotates due to an external torque. This requires the useaugfritther than two, point forces; we ar-
range these in a swastika-like fashion (whose axes candpeedlin an arbitrary direction without
significantly affecting the flow produced). This cancels argpus stresslet component that arises
from our regularization of thé function for any dipole in which the forces are not collineath
the separation vector.

The above examples show that the regularized delta funptiovides an useful way of incor-
porating arbitrary distributions of singular forces inteetlattice Boltzmann method, capable of

dealing with internal as well as external forcing.

IV. A STOKESLET MODEL FOR DILUTE COLLOIDS

The dynamics in a dilute sedimenting suspension, despitentuxy of investigation, still

presents open questions|[14]. The problem, even for a h@rere suspension, is unusually dif-
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ficult due to the long-ranged, many-body nature of the hygnadhic interaction. Moreover, the
flow can develop structural features at large length scaled,the role of inertia, while usually
negligible at the particle scale, may be significant at thamﬁes?]. The Stokes approximation
of globally vanishing Reynolds number cannot thus be jestifi priori in a sedimenting sus-
pension. The full hydrodynamic problem including inerttat both fluid and particles was first
simulated by Ladd using a novel lattice Boltzmann metljnaj.[z&is method, though possibly
the most competitive for fully resolved particles, rematosnputationally expensive. A consid-
erable simplification of the hydrodynamics is possible ifyote lowest order multipole of the
force distribution induced on the particle surface by thesh boundary condition is retained.
This principle was exploited previously to develoepr&aéons of polymers as stjﬂs of point
4

@ 31] to

represent resolved colloids with a mesh of point particsedng their surfaces. However in the

particles which were then coupled to an LB f|l,u:| 29]. A danidea has been us
current work we simplify further, treating each colloid asiagle point particle (thereby sacrific-
ing all near-field effects).In the colloidal context, thiedel was first introduced by SaffmlO];
the finite sized particles are replaced by a singular forcaopole, the Stokeslet, located at the
nominal centre of the particle. In Saffman’s original mqdw®ith the fluid and the particles have
no inertia. In keeping with the comments above, our modelmstinertia for the fluid, while ne-
glecting it for the particle and for hydrodynamics at thetigte scale. We thus have a momentum

balance equation,

PV = —Dp-l—r]DZv-l—ZFsc‘i(r —Rs) (30)
S

where the sum includes contributions from the- 1...N particles locatedRs and acted upon
by external forcesFs. In the absence of particle inertia accelerations vanisl, the particle
coordinates are updated directly using the first Faxérhiwl&]

Fs

Rs=V°(R
5=V s>+67Tr7a’

(31)

which relates the centre of mass velocity of the partiéj,eto the external force on Es. The
background velocitw®(Rs) is the fluid velocity at the locatioRs in the absence of the s-th
particle. The above two equations provide a complete spatidn of a model of sedimenting
spheres, valid in the dilute limit, for dynamics at long wWavegths.

The lattice Boltzmann implementation of this model proseég first replacing the Dirac
delta function with the regularized delta functions to abta force density at the grid points

F(r) = $sFsd"(r —Rs). Since the LBE evolves the total fluid velocityr) due to all particles,
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the background fluid velocity™ must be obtained by a careful subtraction procedure. Inlhe a
sence of fluid inertia at the particle scale this can be actishgd as follows. By definition, the
fluid velocity at a nodev(r) is the sum of the background velocity at the ne®ér) and the ve-
locity due to thes-th Stokeslet located &s, v(r) = v®(r) +vs(r,Rs). The background velocity
field at the location of the particle can be obtained usingstrae interpolation kernel as used for

the force v°(Rs) = 3, v*(r)d”(Rs—r), and using the previous relation can be written as
V¥ (Rs) =V(Rs) — ZVS(rv Rs)3"(Rs—r) (32)
r

Appealing only to linearity and dimensional analysis, thenxsabove can be expressed as

ks
61na (Rs)

3 Vs(r,Rs)3" (Rs—r) (33)

In Appendix[A, we derive this result and show that the latpegameter, depends only on the
system sizé. and on the form of the regularization and interpolation késnit is independent of
viscosityn and of the radius. Using Eq. [[3B), the update equation for the Stokeslet joosit

can now be expressed in terms of the interpolated fluid wviglogiithout any reference to the

background velocity,

- Fs (1 1
v (3 e >

Notice that replacing the background velocity in the Faséation with the actual fluid velocity

induces an effective backflow, leading to a renormalizedtgyghamic radius,

1_1 1 (35)
ar a a

The numerics thus places a constranr& a_ on the allowed values of the hydrodynamic radius
a. This numerical constraint encodes the condition that tiegegpints must be in the far-field of
the Stokeslet, the limit in which the background velocity ¢e obtained from the fluid velocity
by subtracting a monopole contribution. In our simulatioms operate well within this limit.

This almost completes the description of the lattice Boammimplementation of our Stokeslet
model of sedimenting particles. The only free parametehéshydrodynamic radiua of the
particles, which decides how fast they sediment for a gieeoefFs. As shown below, the lattice
parameteia. can be calculated analytically as a function of system si¥e. find it convenient
to fit it using a procedure described in Appendix A. Finaltyaiddress Brownian motion of our
colloids, we need to use the FLBE &21] which imparts an apgate thermal noise spectrum

to the fluid. Because of the renormalizationapthe resulting diffusivity is generally not correct
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FIG. 4: (Colour online) Response of a single particle to aputsive forceP in a periodic box. Main figure:
response shown for a range of viscosities (points) compar#te theoretical prediction= pr,m at
long times|[23]. The inset shows the effect of varying the gi£the simulation box. Deviations from the
prediction become significant at approximately 250, 100D 4000 timesteps for box sizes of 32, 64 and

128, respectively. This is consistent with the expectetiragar ~ L2/n.

unless a further noise term is added that is the counterp#énea, correction. The details are

explained in AppendikB.

A. Benchmarks

Our first benchmark addresses the dynamics of a single implyistarted particle, without
noise. From unsteady hydrodynamics, we know that the asytiotecay of the particle velocity
varies ag~9/2 in d dimensionsB&Z]. In FIG]4 we display the decay of the pagtiglocity, for
a single hydrodynamic radius (0.05 LU), but several valdgb@fluid viscosity. In all cases, we
see the correct asymptotic behaviour, until the particlgegins to interact with its image, due to
the periodic boundary conditions. (This interpretatiosupported by the scaling of the tinteat
which the deviations become significant: we find: Lﬁz as shown in the inset to FIG. 4.) In other
words, our particle model correctly captures the low andrimediate frequency behaviour of the
particle mobility, but cannot capture the high-frequenepdwiour correctly, since that depends
on the way vorticity diffuses in the immediate neighbourth@d the particle, a regime which is
excluded in our model.

Our next benchmark involves collective motion of a set otipkas, and thus directly probes

the hydrodynamic interaction between particles. In EIGhé&mnean sedimentation velocity of a
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FIG. 5: (Colour online) Steady sedimentation velocity ofrafge cubic array of spheres, normalized by the
Stokes sedimentation velocity of a single partickg, The separatiorl,, is expressed in terms of the fitted

particle radiusa. The solid line is the theoretical reswlit= vp/(1+ k%), with k = 2.84 ,].
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(a)t = Otst (b)t = 165Qs; (c)t = 3300s;

FIG. 6: Crowley instability of a 2-dimensional lattice ofdsmenting particles. Images are generated in the

comoving frame and patrticle size has been exaggeratedusirdtive purposes.

periodic array of spheres is shown, as a function of voluraetion. There is excellent agreement
with the theoretical result OEJBS]. The model is also abigfally to capture instabilities due to

collective hydrodynamic flow. In FIG.]6 the instability of alling 2D lattice of spheres in three
dimensions@ﬂ is captured, at least qualitatively, by madel.

For most problems, all Reynolds numbers below some (sttmatependent but small) value
give rise to equivalent behaviour, as discussed in detall@mious work[[zk]. Following protocols
discussed there, we have compared the normalized veloglithufi= v /vp (with vp the sedimen-
tation velocity of an isolated colloid) for a number of simatibns of a single sedimenting sphere

with periodic boundary conditions (see figlule 7) in ordertplere the range of Reynolds num-

15



(a)Re=10"° (b) Re=10"* (c)Re=102

FIG. 7: Contour plots of the normalized velocity fialdor a reference simulation at very low Re10®
(top); and velocity difference fields for Re 10~* (middle) and 102 (bottom). These are for a point-
like colloid sedimenting in a 32box with periodic boundary conditions. Reference casetaworinterval

0.02vp. Re= 10 case: contour interval  10°6. Re= 102 case: contour interval § 103.

ber at which our algorithm gives acceptably accurate resuliur ‘reference’ simulation has a
very small Re= 10~° such that we can be confident it is the in the Stokesian IBI. [3his

is shown in the pané¢l 7(a). Pangls 7(b) &nd]7(c) show the rimedavelocity difference fields
between the reference case and simulations witk=R& * and Re= 102, respectively. In the
simulation with Re= 104, the magnitude of the difference is everywhere less tharl@>, a
negligibly small error. In the simulation with Re 10~2, we find |Au| < 0.01 throughout the bulk
of the domain; only in the immediate vicinity of the partidees it become larger. This sug-
gests that this Reynolds number is sufficiently low to giealistic’, although not ‘fully realistic’,
behaviourELS]. Since reaching very low Reynolds numbeuireg paying a larger cost in compu-
tational time, and there are other sources of percent-tavet in the code, Re- 102 is probably

a reasonable compromise between accuracy and run-timgpfties in the low Reynolds number

limit.

B. Comparision to a fully resolved LB algorithm

As a final benchmark, we have compared the behaviour of oumseding particle model with
a fully resolved colloid simulation code using the algamitlof Nguyen and Lad(lEG]. (For full
implementation details see [37].) At dilute concentrasiothe paths of the particles are almost
indistinguishable between the two simulations when ptbggeaphically. This is shown in figufé 8

for volume fractiong = 3.0 x 10~3; note that the largest differences occur when the density of
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FIG. 8: (Colour online) Both visualizations show the pdescat their position in the point-particle simu-
lation after 10 Stokes times. Left: lines show the trajgetfrom the starting configuration. Right: lines
show the difference between fully-resolved and point lilgpathm. Parameters for the two systems are

shown in Tablé]l. See also Movie|l [38].

particles is large locally, when the implicit assumptioroaf model that the particles are always at
separations large compared to their radius is no longest.VAle cannot expect both simulations to
give the same trajectories for long times, since the smidirdinces between algorithms will cause
exponential separation of trajectories owing to the pasitiyapunov exponent of the system.
However, from a plot of the mean difference in position betwéhe two simulations against time,
we can see excellent agreement for several Stokes timegjrdihct least ten Stokes times for

sufficiently dilute systems (FIG] 9).

V. DISCUSSION

The focus of this work has been to derive and validate a gemasthod for addressing singular
forcing in the LBE, with specific application to the simutati of point-like particles. We have
shown the method to agree well with analytic results, wheeelable, and with fully-resolved
particle algorithms at low concentrations and Reynolds lmenm Additionally, due to its careful
construction, the regularizedfunction provides a good interpolation scheme, mininganeloc-
ity fluctuations as the particle moves relative to the corapomal grid. Indeed we find that for
sedimenting colloids the trajectories are much smootheuinStokeslet algorithm than for the

fully resolved simulation. In the latter, the discretipatirenders particles hydrodynamically as-
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FIG. 9: (Colour online) Main figure: mean absolute differenn position between fully-resolved and
point-like sedimenting particles. Inset: mean absoluffedince in velocity between the two simulations.

Parameters for the two systems are shown in Table I.

Parameter Fully resolvedPoint particle
Lattice sizel 96 9

Particle radiusa 1.25 0.117
Viscosity n 2 z

Densityp 1.0 1.0
Reynolds humber R8.01 0.01

Stokes timers 937 8

Number of particles 321 321

Volume fractionp |3.0x102 [3.0x10°3

TABLE I. Parameters for simulations used to compare fullgalved and point-like algorithms; see text and

figured8 andlo.

pherical with shapes that vary as they move across thedel&j. Absence of such irregularities
in the Stokeslet code may make this generally preferablmall solume fractions.

For dilute suspensions of sedimenting colloids, our newrdlgm can thus perform simulations
of accuracy comparable to (or even better than) that of g fallolved code, but at vastly reduced
computational cost. As shown in Talble I, similar particleniers and volume fractions can be

simulated with an LB lattice that is smaller in linear dimemsby a factorA ~ 10. (This is the
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ratio of the particle radii in the two simulations.) The camgttional time to update the particle
positions is essentially negligible, so that the CPU timedmi to perform one LB time step is

decreased by a factor aff; moreover the Stokes timeg = scales ad 2. The latter sets the

nRe’
time basic time scale for evolution of sedimentation tregges, so that for this problem we expect
a speed-up of/(A°) ~ 1C°. This should allow us to study the sedimentation behaviduaiilote

systems with tens of millions of particles; we hope to purugavenue elsewhere.
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APPENDIX A: SUBTRACTION PROCEDURE

We derive here the correction factor that arises from répdpihe background velocity with the
fluid velocity in the Faxén relation. The velocity at a nodesdh regularized Stokeslet located at
Rsis

S e|k r

T — 87 (k;Rs) (1 —KkK) - Fs (A1)

Vs(r,Rs) =

This velocity interpolated from the nelghbourlng nodedi® lbcation of the patrticle is

eik.r 5P(kR )
S P _ —E.. z Z\mS)
> VX(r,Rs)07(r —Rs) =Fs réonkz L3

r

(1 —kk)3P(r —Rs) (A2)

Completing the spatial sum, we get the for the interpolateéiéslet velocity,

16°(K;Rs)? o oo Fs
Vs(r,Rs) r—R Fs- — (1 —-kk)= ——— A3
z S S S) S kgo r’kz ( ) 67Tr’aL(Rs> ( )
which shows that the offset parameggrobeys
L [87(K;Ry)I” k RS (1 —kk) (A4)

52,

is indeed independent of viscosity, and particle radiusut depends on the lattice sikeand the

numerical implementation of the regularization and inbdagion.
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APPENDIX B: NOISE

Considering a spherical sedimenting particle in the Lamgpicture, we can write
mR = —6rma(R—v>) +F+{(t) (B1)

and taking the inertialess limit gives

F

R=Vv"(R
v >+6m7a

+ (1) (B2)

We note that in this equation, noise only comes in throughGhassian random variabfeand
that in particular the fluid velocity” is completely deterministic.
The update rule for our model particle is

F F

R=V(R)- 6mnaL * 6mna

(B3)

which is sufficient for the infinite Péclet number regime.offe uses fluctuating LB, then the
interpolated velocity(R) contains a noise component. However, we do not expect thaimdg
of the noise to be appropriate for a particle of the desirélilisa, since the random component
of the velocity has no dependence on the radius of the partinlfact, the variance of this noise
is that expected for a Brownian particle with the same radsithe offset parameter (> a) and
we use this fact to determine its value from a diffusion “expent” on an unforced particle, as
explained below.

Knowing that the particle will otherwise diffuse as one wahmuch larger radius, we add a
white noise term to the update rule for the model

F F

st el O (B4)

R=V(R)

The variance of the extra noise is determined, by the reopang of satisfying the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem, to be

1 1

GO = g (5 ) B30 (85)

To determine the value of the offset parametgrwe set up a simulation of a single unforced
particle in periodic boundary conditions at finite temperatand disable the extra noise term
discussed above, giving

R=V(R) (B6)
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as the equation of motion of the particle.

We let the simulation equilibrate for the characteristiedifor momentum to diffuse across the
box size,T L?/n, before recording the displacement as a function of timds Ehrepeated for
a number of different starting positions relative to the Ligigand a plot of(r?) vs. t is used to
estimate the diffusivity. We then use the Stokes-Einstelgtion to derive a radius and use this as
the offset parameter. We then test to ensure that this givesdrrect sedimentation behaviour of

a particle.
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