arXiv:2311.14138v1 [physics.comp-ph] 23 Nov 2023

A SYMMETRIC GAUSS-SEIDEL METHOD FOR THE STEADY-STATE BOLTZMANN EQUATION

TIANAI YIN, ZHENNING CAI, AND YANLI WANG

Abstract. We introduce numerical solvers for the steady-state Boltzmann equation based on the symmetric Gauss-Seidel (SGS) method. Due to the quadratic collision operator in the Boltzmann equation, the SGS method requires solving a nonlinear system on each grid cell, and we consider two methods, namely Newton’s method and the fixed-point iteration, in our numerical tests. For small Knudsen numbers, our method has an efficiency between the classical source iteration and the modern generalized synthetic iterative scheme, and the complexity of its implementation is closer to the source iteration. A variety of numerical tests are carried out to demonstrate its performance, and it is concluded that the proposed method is suitable for applications with moderate to large Knudsen numbers.

Keywords: steady-state Boltzmann equation, Fourier spectral method, Newton’s method, fixed-point iteration

1. Introduction

Rarefied gas dynamics is a branch of fluid dynamics that arises when the density of the gas is low (or when the characteristic length is tiny) and the discontinuous particle effect becomes more pronounced. It plays a vital role in astronautics and micro/nano flows [36]. In astronautics, rarefied gas dynamics finds applications in many aerospace fields, including missiles, spacecraft, space shuttles, and space stations. It is also essential in micro-electro-mechanical systems, where the devices can be as tiny as a few microns. In these applications, rarefaction effects such as the gas-wall friction and the cold-to-hot heat transfer may dominate the gas flows. Simulations using rarefied gas models are therefore needed in such circumstances.

To describe how rarefied the gas is, people usually use a dimensionless parameter known to be the Knudsen number Kn, which is the ratio of the mean free path of gas molecules to the characteristic length of the problem. It is generally believed that the continuum hypothesis, which is the basis of the Euler equations and Navier-Stokes equations, fails to hold when the Knudsen number is greater than 0.1. In this regime, the gas kinetic theory needs to be adopted for accurate simulations, and one of the fundamental models is the Boltzmann equation, which describes the evolution of the distribution function of gas molecules.

Solving the Boltzmann equation numerically has been a challenging task even with modern supercomputers, owing to its high dimensionality, complicated collision terms, and the gas-surface interaction that may ruin the regularity of the solution. At present, the mainstream numerical methods mainly fall into two categories: direct simulation of Monte Carlo (DSMC) and deterministic methods. The DSMC method [5, 6] is a stochastic approach using simulation particles to model a cluster of gas molecules. It is a powerful and efficient solver for highly rarefied gas flows, but in the region where the gas is dense (e.g. Kn < 0.1), its efficiency is weakened and the statistical noise may become strong. In recent decades, many deterministic methods have been developed to achieve noise-free solutions. Regarding the discretization of the collision term in the Boltzmann equation, the classical discrete velocity method [7, 8, 20] has evolved into spectral methods with remarkably higher efficiency, and spectral methods can also be categorized into two types: schemes on unbounded domains and schemes on truncated domains. The first category is a natural choice since the velocity domain is unbounded in the original Boltzmann equation, and different choices of basis functions lead to various methods, including the Hermite spectral method [35, 26, 25], the Burnett spectral method [18, 24, 9, 12], and the mapped Chebyshev method [23, 22]. However, these methods may suffer from large computational costs when discretizing the binary collision term. The second class of methods that

Tianai Yin was supported by the China Scholarship Council (CSC) (File No.202204890003). Zhenning Cai’s work was supported by the Academic Research Fund of the Ministry of Education of Singapore under grant number A-8000965-00-00. This work of Yanli Wang is partially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 12171026, U2230402, and 12031013), and the Foundation of the President of China Academy of Engineering Physics (YZJJZQ2022017). 1

apply the Fourier spectral method on truncated and periodized domains has a significantly lower computational cost. While the original version [34] has the computational cost O(N^6) (N is the number of modes in each direction), more efficient schemes with the computational complexity O(N^α log N), α ⩽ 4 have been developed for a general class of collision models [33, 41, 17]. Due to the truncation of the domain, some properties such as momentum and energy conservation are lost during the discretization, which needs to be fixed after every time step by a post-processing [19, 10].

Efficient spatial discretization of the Boltzmann equation has also been widely studied. Examples include the fast kinetic scheme [13], which focuses on the discretization of the convection term, and the series of unified gas kinetic schemes (UGKS) introduced by Xu et al. in their work [42], which takes into account the integrated effect of transport and collision in the numerical scheme. The UGKS combines the kinetic theory and methods in computational fluid dynamics, and can be regarded as a multiscale method based on the direct modeling of flow physics. The method’s applicability has been extended to simulations involving plasma [30] and dilute gas [29]. Nevertheless, when dealing with intricately structured flows, integral solutions may fall short of providing adequately accurate time evolution unless more intricate numerical modeling of local physics is employed, especially on coarse grids and with large time steps, as indicated in a recent study by Zhu et al. [45]. More recently, an innovative particle-based approach, known as the Unified Gas Kinetic Wave-Particle Method (UGKWP), was proposed in [31], building upon the UGKS foundation. The UGKWP method leverages stochastic particle simulations in conjunction with the original UGKS to enhance computational efficiency, particularly for hypersonic flow simulations across all regimes. For a comprehensive understanding, additional details can be found in [44] and the associated references. Another popular approach for both spatial and velocity discretizations is the dynamical low-rank method [15, 16], which assumes that the spatial and velocity variables are weakly entangled, so that the dimensionality of the solution space is considerably reduced.

In this work, we focus mainly on iterative methods of the steady-state nonlinear Boltzmann equation. A classical iterative scheme, known as the source iteration, treats the kinetic equation as a fixed-point problem, so that the fixed-point iteration can be applied [1]. However, this method suffers from slow convergence rates when the interaction between particles is strong. To accelerate the iteration, the synthetic method, which uses equations in the asymptotic limit as a preconditioner, was proposed in [27]. Recently, such an approach has been further developed into the general synthetic iterative scheme (GSIS) [39], which can be applied to different types of equations and is shown to be efficient in all regimes [40]. The application to the nonlinear Boltzmann equation can be found in [43]. Using the Navier-Stokes equation as a preconditioner, the method eliminates the problem of slow convergence for small Knudsen numbers, and compared with the source iteration, the number of iterations is reduced for almost all test cases. To achieve these benefits, one extra part in the implementation is to solve the steady-state synthetic equations (which are essentially the Navier-Stokes equations), which might sometimes be challenging when the domain or the fluid structure is complicated. The aim of our work is to investigate numerical schemes without solving the macroscopic equations, whose implementation is relatively easier. Compared with GSIS, our method will require more computational cost for smaller Knudsen numbers, but the efficiency will still be significantly higher than the source iteration.

In general, our method will be based on the Fourier spectral method for the velocity discretization and the symmetric Gauss-Seidel iterations over the spatial grid. When updating the solution on each spatial grid cell, both Newton’s method and the fixed-point iteration are tested. Our methods will be introduced after a review of the Boltzmann equation and the Fourier spectral method in Section 2. Both numerical schemes, as well as some analysis of the convergence rates, are detailed in Sec. 3. Our numerical results are demonstrated in Sec. 4, and we provide some concluding remarks in Sec. 5.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Boltzmann equation. The Boltzmann equation is devised based on the kinetic description of gases by Ludwig Boltzmann in 1872, in which the fluid state is described by a probability distribution function (phase density function) f(t, x, v), where t is the time variable, and x and v represent the spatial location and velocity of the gas molecules, respectively. For a single-species, monatomic gas without external forces, the Boltzmann equation has the following form

(2.1) ∂f(t, x, v) ∂t + v · ∇_xf(t, x, v) = Q[f, f](t, x, v), t ∈ R^+ , x ∈ Ω, v ∈ R^3 .

The right-hand term Q[f, f] describes binary collisions between gas molecules [6] and can be written as (2.2) Q[f, f](t, x, v) = ∫ R^3 ∫ S^2 B(v − v_∗, σ)[f(t, x, v^′)f(t, x, v^′_∗) − f(t, x, v)f(t, x, v_∗)]dσdv_∗, where the pre-collision velocities are v and v_∗, from which the post-collision velocities can be obtained by

(2.3) v^′ = v + v_∗ 2 + |v − v_∗| 2 σ, v^′_∗ = v + v_∗ 2 − |v − v_∗| 2 σ. The nonnegative collision kernel B has the form (2.4) B(v − v_∗, σ) = b(|v − v_∗|, cos ϑ) = |v − v_∗| · b sin ϑ | | | db dϑ | | | , cos ϑ = σ · (v − v^∗) |v − v_∗| . In the above formula, the symbol b stands for the miss-distance impact parameter, and the deflection angle ϑ in the variable hard sphere (VHS) model and the variable soft sphere (VSS) model are given by (2.5) ϑ = 2 cos^{−1}(b/d) (VHS), ϑ = 2 cos^{−1}((b/d)^{1/α}) (VSS), where α is the scatting parameter, and d is the diameter of gas molecules. In both models, the diameter d is a function of the relative speed |v − v_∗|. More details regarding the VHS models are given in Appendix A.

In our work, we focus on the steady-state Boltzmann equation which removes the time derivative from (2.1). For simplicity, we study its dimensionless form given by

(2.6) v · ∇_xf = 1 Kn Q[f, f], x ∈ Ω, v ∈ R^3 , where Kn is the Knudsen number as introduced in Sec. 1. The details of the nondimensionalization can be found in Appendix A. To determine the solution, boundary conditions need to be specified on ∂Ω. The general form of boundary conditions is f(x, v) = g(x, v), for x ∈ ∂Ω and v · n(x) < 0, where n(x) is the outer unit normal vector at the boundary point x. In this work, two types of boundary conditions, namely the inflow boundary condition and the wall boundary condition, will be studied, and the details will be given in Sec. 3.3. Note that when wall boundary conditions are specified on the entire boundary ∂Ω, an additional condition specifying the total mass

(2.7) ∫ Ω ∫ R^3 f(x, v) dv dx = M is needed to uniquely determine the solution.

In most cases, instead of the distribution function itself, people are more interested in its moments, including the density ρ, the macroscopic velocity u and the thermal temperature T :

(2.8) ρ = ∫ R^3 fdv, u = 1 ρ ∫ R^3 vfdv, T = 1 3ρ ∫ R^3 |v − u|^2fdv, as well as the heat flux q and the pressure tensor p_{ij} defined as

(2.9) q = 1 2 ∫ R^3 |v − u|^2(v − u)fdv, p_{ij} = ∫ R^3 (v_i − u_i)(v_j − u_j )fdv, i, j = 1, 2, 3. 2.2. Fourier spectral method. Due to the complicated form and the high-dimensionality of the binary collision term (2.2), the most costly part of the Boltzmann numerical solver is the collision term. Currently, the Fourier spectral method is one of the most popular and efficient deterministic methods in the discretization of the collision term. Our work will also be based on this approach.

Below, we will summarize the Fourier spectral method for computing the binary collision term Q. Following [34], the Fourier spectral method in the velocity space is derived by assuming that f(v) has a compact support: supp(f) ⊂ B_R := {v ∈ R^3 | |v| < R}. This assumption can be approximately satisfied since f ∈ L^1(R^d ). One can then truncate the domain of v to D_{Lv} = [−L_v, L_v]^d with L_v ⩾^{3+√2}_2 R and periodize both the function and the collision operator. For more details, we refer the readers to [14] and here we only provide the final form: assuming that f(v) has the Fourier expansion f(v) = ∑ p∈Z^d f̂_pE_p(v), E_p(v) = exp ( iπ L_v p · v ) , we can expand the truncated and periodized collision operator Q^R into the Fourier basis: (2.10) Q^R[f, f](v) = ∑ l∈Z^d ∑ m∈Z^d (B̃(l, m) − B̃(m, m))f̂_lf̂_mE_{l+m}(v), where B̃(l, m) is related to the collision kernel by B̃(l, m) = ∫ B_R ∫ S^2 B(g, σ)E_l ( g + |g|σ 2 ) E_m ( g − |g|σ 2 ) dσ dg. For simplicity, below we use the notation F_p(f) to denote the p-th Fourier coefficient of f(v):

f̂_p = F_p(f) = 1 (2L_v)^d ∫ D_{Lv} f(v)E_{−p}(v)dv. Then the k-th Fourier coefficient of equation (2.10) can be written as

(2.11) F_k(Q^R[f, f]) = ∑ l,m∈Z^d 1(l + m − k)(B̃(l, m) − B̃(m, m))f̂_lf̂_m. The Fourier spectral method is a direct truncation of Z^d to a finite set {−n, · · · , n}^d. For simplicity, below we will use N = 2n + 1 to denote the number of modes in each direction.

2.3. Source iteration. A classical method for the steady-state Boltzmann equation (2.6) is the source iteration based on the following iterative method:

(2.12) v · ∇_xf^{n+1} + ν Kn f^{n+1} = 1 Kn (Q[f^n, f^n] + νf^n),

where f^n refers to the solution of the n-th iteration. However, it is well-known that such an iteration converges slowly when Kn is small [1, 38]. Briefly speaking, the reason is that when Kn is small, the distribution functions are close to local Maxwellians, so that Q^R[f^n, f^n] ∼ O(Kn) is close to zero. Thus, the scheme (2.12) has the form f^{n+1} = f^n + O(Kn), meaning that f^{n+1} is only a tiny update of f^n, so that the scheme converges slowly.

In this work, we will test a different approach to solving the steady-state Boltzmann equation, which will be detailed in the next section. For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to the 1D3V case, meaning one spatial dimension and three velocity dimensions, so that the steady-state Boltzmann equation has the form

v_1∂_xf = 1 Kn Q[f, f], where v_1 is the first component of the velocity vector v.

3. Numerical scheme In this section, we introduce two numerical schemes to solve the 1D3V steady-state equation. The Fourier spectral method is applied to the collision term, which requires us to truncate the velocity domain to [−L_v, L_v]^3 as mentioned in Sec. 2.2. The discrete velocity method defined on the collocation points is applied to the advection term, and the conversion can be done by the fast Fourier transform. The spatial domain is assumed to be Ω = [x_L, x_R] ⊂ R, which is discretized with a uniform grid with N_x cells, so that the size of each cell is Δx = (x_R − x_L)/N_x.

Below we use f_{k,j} with j = 1, . . . , Nx to denote the numerical approximation to the average of the distribution function f(·, v_k) in the j-th grid cell. Based on the discrete velocity method, we use the upwind scheme with linear reconstruction for the transport term to obtain the fully discrete scheme:

(3.1) v^+_{1,k} Δx ( f^L_{k,j+1/2} − f^L_{k,j−1/2} ) + v^−_{1,k} Δx ( f^R_{k,j+1/2} − f^R_{k,j−1/2} ) = 1 Kn Q_k(f_j ),

where f_j is the vector including f_{k,j} for all k, and Q_k(f_j ) represents the approximation of the collision term Q[f, f] at the point (x_j , v_k). The terms f^{L,R}_{k,j+1/2} are obtained from the linear reconstruction:

(3.2) f^R_{k,j+1/2} = f_{k,j+1} − s_{k,j+1} Δx 2 , f^L_{k,j+1/2} = f_{k,j} + s_{k,j} Δx 2 , and the slope s_{k,j} in grid point (x_j , v_k) is obtained as follows:

(3.3) s_{k,j} = f_{k,1} − f_{k,0} Δx , j = 1; f_{k,j+1} − f_{k,j−1} 2Δx , 1 < j < N_x; f_{k,Nx−1} − f_{k,Nx−2} Δx , j = N_x. In (3.1), the right-hand side is defined by the Fourier spectral method applied to the interpolated distribution function:

Q_k(f_j ) = P_N Q^R[I_N (f_j ), I_N (f_j )] | | |_{v=vk} . Here I_N and P_N are, respectively, the interpolation and projection operators of the Fourier spectral method. To utilize the fast solver (2.11) in the computation, fast Fourier transforms are applied to implement the transformation between the physical and the frequency spaces.

To solve the nonlinear system (3.1), we adopt the symmetric Gauss-Seidel (SGS) iteration in our solver. To demonstrate the idea, we use the first-order discretization (s_{k,j} = 0) as an example. Let n be the index of the iteration. Our scheme reads v^+_{1,k} Δx ( f^{n∗}_{k,j} − f^{n∗}_{k,j−1} ) + v^−_{1,k} Δx ( f^n_{k,j+1} − f^{n∗}_{k,j} ) = 1 Kn Q_k(f^{n∗}_j ), (3.4) v^+_{1,k} Δx ( f^{n+1}_{k,j} − f^{n∗}_{k,j−1} ) + v^−_{1,k} Δx ( f^{n+1}_{k,j+1} − f^{n+1}_{k,j} ) = 1 Kn Q_k(f^{n+1}_j ).

(3.5)

Similar to the SGS method, the grid cells are scanned twice in each step, and during each scan, we need to solve a nonlinear system to obtain the distribution function in each grid cell. The nonlinear solver will be introduced in the following subsections. Here we just mention that in the second-order scheme, a correction term in the form s_{k,j} Δx/2 is added to each f on the left-hand sides of (3.4)(3.5) (see (3.2)), and here the slope s_{k,j} is always defined by the solution the n-th iteration solution f^n, meaning that s^n_{k,j} is always used in (3.4) and s^{n∗}_{k,j} = s^n_{k,j} is used in (3.5).

Compared with the source iteration, the convergence of the SGS iteration does not stagnate when Kn approaches zero. When Kn is small, the equations (3.4) and (3.5) indicate that

f^{n∗}_j = M^{n∗}_j + O(Kn), f^n_j = M^n_j + O(Kn),

where M^{n∗}_j and M^n_j refer to local Maxwellians depending only on the conservative moments. To determine M^{n∗}_j and M^n_j , we can take the conservative moments of (3.4) and (3.5), so that the right-hand sides vanish, and the leading-order terms of the left-hand side are related only to the conservative moments. In fact, the resulting equations become the SGS method for Euler equations, which has been studied in many existing works [28, 21]. In this sense, the scheme (3.4)(3.5) is asymptotic preserving, and therefore does not lose efficiency as Kn becomes small. However, the convergence rate of the numerical method for solving these two nonlinear equations may be affected by the choice of Kn. Two numerical schemes for solving the nonlinear equations are introduced in the following subsections.

3.1. Newton’s iteration. Since the system (3.4) or (3.5) is formed by a sequence of quadratic equations, whose Jacobian matrix can be formulated explicitly, a straightforward idea is to use Newton’s method to get fast convergence. Note that both systems can be written in the following form:

(3.6) |v_{1,k}| Δx f_k − 1 Kn Q_k(f) = R_k,

where the unknown vector f refers to f^{n∗}_j in (3.4) and f^{n+1}_j in (3.5), and the right-hand side R_k is given by either the previous iteration or the solution in previous grid cells. For example, in (3.4), the right-hand side R_k refers to v^+_{1,k} Δx f^{n∗}_{k,j−1} − v^−_{1,k} Δx f^n_{k,j+1}. Note that the schemes (3.4)(3.5) are first-order schemes. In the second-order case, the equations to be solved can still be written as (3.6), but the right-hand side is slightly more complicated. Precisely speaking, the left-to-right scan will have the following definition of R_k:

(3.7) R_k = − v^−_{1,k} Δx f^n_{k,j+1} + v^+_{1,k} Δx f^{n∗}_{k,j−1} + v^−_{1,k} 2 s^n_{k,j+1} − |v_{1,k}| 2 s^n_{k,j} + v^+_{1,k} 2 s^n_{k,j−1}, and in right-to-left scan,

(3.8) R_k = − v^−_{1,k} Δx f^{n+1}_{k,j+1} + v^+_{1,k} Δx f^{n∗}_{k,j−1} + v^−_{1,k} 2 s^{n∗}_{k,j+1} − |v_{1,k}| 2 s^{n∗}_{k,j} + v^+_{1,k} 2 s^{n∗}_{k,j−1}, Below we will focus on Newton’s solver for the general system given by (3.6), which can be applied to both forward and backward iterations.

The equation (3.6) is a system of N^3 equations written in the physical space. For the collision operator, the sparse representation exists only in the frequency space. Therefore, we first apply the discrete Fourier transform to write the equation (3.6) as a system of the Fourier coefficients. Let

(3.9) f̂_p = 1 N^3 ∑ k∈{−n,··· ,n}^3 f_kE_{−p}(v_k), V̂_p = 1 N^3 ∑ k∈{−n,··· ,n}^3 |v_{1,k}|E_{−p}(v_k). Thus the equation (3.6) is equivalent to N^3 Δx ∑ q V̂_{p−q}f̂_q − 1 Kn ∑ q B̂_{q,p−q}f̂_qf̂_{p−q} = R̂_p, (3.10)

where R̂_p is the discrete Fourier transform of R_k defined in the same way as (3.9). Matrix B̂ = ( B̂_{q,p−q} ) is a pre calculated N × N-size matrix with the element B̂_{q,p−q} = B̃(q, p − q) − B̃(p − q, p − q), which can be obtained by Eq. (2.2). In (3.10), the range of the summation is chosen such that all the multi-indices fall in the range {−n, · · · , n}^3.

To solve (3.10), we apply Newton’s iteration which updates f̂_p by solving

(3.11) ∑ q a_{p,q}(f̂^s)(f̂^{s+1}_q − f̂^s_q ) = − ( N^3 Δx ∑ q V̂_{p−q}f̂^s_q − 1 Kn ∑ q B̂_{q,p−q}f̂^s_qf̂^s_{p−q} − R̂_p ) , where s is the index representing the number of Newton iterations, and the coefficient matrix A(f̂ ) = ( a_{p,q}(f̂ ) ) is the Jacobian of the nonlinear system. Since the system is quadratic, computing the elements of A is straightforward:

(3.12) a_{p,q}(f̂) =

N^3 Δx V̂_{p−q} − 1 Kn (B̂_{q,p−q} + B̂_{p−q,q})f̂_{p−q}. By plugging (3.12) into (3.11), we can reformulate Newton’s iteration to the following linear system:

(3.13) ∑ q a_{p,q}(f̂^s)f̂^{s+1}_q = b_p(f̂^s) := − 1 Kn ∑ q B̂_{p−q,q}f̂^s_{p−q}f̂^s_q + R̂_p. The detailed procedure of this method is given in Algorithm 1, which includes the following parameters:

• N_{max}: The maximum number of outer (SGS) iterations; • S_{max}: The maximum number of inner (Newton) iterations;

• tol: The threshold for the relative difference between two adjacent steps in the outer iteration; • tol_{NT}: the threshold for the L^2 residual of the nonlinear equation (3.10).

The normalization at the end of each iteration is applied when the total mass needs to be specified to determine the solution (see (2.7)).

In general, the coefficient matrix A(f̂ ) is an N^3 ×N^3 dense matrix and is generally non-symmetric. Therefore, solving the linear system is highly challenging and may require a significant amount of computational time. In our implementation, we use the FGMRES solver in the PETSc package [4, 3, 2] to solve the linear system. It will be shown in Sec. 4 that the solver of the linear system takes most of the computational time in Newton’s iterations.

Interestingly, despite the theoretical quadratic convergence rate of Newton’s method, the iteration still suffers from the slowdown of convergence when Kn is small. This can be seen by applying the inverse DFT to (3.13) and rewriting the equation in the physical space, which turns out to be

(3.14) |v_{1,k}| Δx f^{s+1}_k − 1 Kn Q_k(f^s, f^{s+1}) − 1 Kn Q_k(f^{s+1}, f^s) = − 1 Kn Q_k(f^s, f^s) + R_k.

Suppose Kn is small. The numerical solution at the previous step f^s is usually close to the local Maxwellian M^s:

f^s = M^s + O(Kn).

In order to satisfy (3.14), the new solution f^{s+1} must also satisfy

f^{s+1} = M^s + O(Kn)

to guarantee that the O(Kn^{−1}) terms in (3.14) are balanced. It appears that the method has the same behavior as the source iteration. However, since R_k is unchanged during the iteration, the effective small parameter in (3.14) is Kn/Δx. As a result, when Δx is small, a better convergence rate is expected in practice. This will be further confirmed in our numerical experiments to be presented in Sec. 4.

Nevertheless, solving the linear system with a full matrix could take a large amount of computational time and memory. We are therefore inspired to consider a more straightforward approach to solving the nonlinear system without solving large linear systems, which will be introduced in the next subsection.

Algorithm 1: Symmetric Gauss-Seidel method with Newton’s iteration (SGSN) Set the initial guess f̂^0_j , j = 1, . . . , N_x Set n = 0, diff = ∞ while n < N_{max} and diff > tol do

for j = 1, ..., N_x do

Calculate R_k by (3.7) Set s = 0 and f̂^{n,0}_j = f̂^n_j while s < S_{max} and res_{NT} > tol_{NT} do Solve the system A(f̂^{n,s})f̂^{n,s+1}_j = b(f̂^{n,s}_j ) (see (3.13)) to get f̂^{n,s+1}_j Compute the L^2 residual of the nonlinear equation (3.10) res_{NT} and set s = s + 1 end f̂^{n∗}_j = f̂^{n,s}_j end for j = N_x, ..., 1 do

Calculate R_k by (3.8) Set s = 0 and f̂^{n∗,0}_j = f̂^{n∗}_j while s < S_{max} and res_{NT} > tol_{NT} do Solve the system A(f̂^{n∗,s})f̂^{n∗,s+1}_j = b(f̂^{n∗,s}_j ) (see (3.13)) to get f̂^{n∗,s+1}_j Compute the L^2 residual of the nonlinear equation (3.10) res_{NT} and set s = s + 1 end f̂^{n+1}_j = f̂^{n∗,s}_j end Compute the difference between two steps: diff = ‖f̂^{n+1} − f̂^n‖_2/‖f̂^n‖_2 If necessary, apply a global scaling of f̂^{n+1}_j to match the total mass in the computational domain n = n + 1 end Result: Fourier modes of the distribution functions f̂^n_j , j = 1, . . . , N_x

3.2. Fixed-point iteration. Another approach to solving the nonlinear system (3.6) is inspired from the source iteration described in Section 2.3. The iteration reads

(3.15) ( |v_{1,k}| Δx + ϵ^s_k ) f^{s+1}_k = ϵ^s_kf^s_k + 1 Kn Q_k(f^s) + R_k.

The parameter ϵ^s_k > 0 should be chosen to guarantee the stability of the iteration. One obvious way to select ϵ^s_k is based on the splitting of the collision term into the gain term and the loss term: Q[f, f] = Q^+[f, f] − Q^−[f, f] with

(3.16) Q^−[f, f] = (∫ R^3 ∫ S^2 B(v − v_∗, σ)f(v_∗)dσdv_∗ ) f(v), which leads to the choice ϵ^s_k = ∫ R^3 ∫ S^2 B(v_k − v_∗, σ)f^s(v_∗)dσdv_∗. In particular, for the Maxwell molecules, the kernel B is independent of the relative velocity v − v_∗ and

(3.17) ϵ^s_k = ρ^s Kn ∫ S^2 B(σ)dσ. As in the method of source iteration, the fixed-point iteration also slows down as Kn decreases. However, it can be demonstrated in the linear case that the situation here is better than the source iteration. For simplicity, we assume that the collision term is linear and the parameter ϵ^s_k is independent of k as in the case of Maxwell molecules. Furthermore, the velocity variable is assumed to be continuous, so that the scheme (3.15) can be simplified to

f^{s+1}(v) = ( |v_1| Δx + κ Kn )_{−1} ( κ Kn + 1 Kn L ) f^s(v) + ( |v_1| Δx + κ Kn )_{−1} R(v), where ϵ is written as κ/Kn to show its relationship with the small parameter Kn, and L denotes the linear collision operator. The convergence rate of the iteration depends on the eigenvalue of the linear operator applied to f^s on the right-hand side of the scheme. Let λ be its eigenvalue and r(v) be the associated eigenfunction. Then

(3.18) λ ( |v_1| Δx + κ Kn ) r(v) = ( κ Kn + 1 Kn L ) r(v). When Kn is small, we apply asymptotic expansions to λ and r(v): λ = λ_0 + Kn λ_1 + · · · , r(v) = r_0(v) + Kn r_1(v) + · · · .

Plugging the expansion to (3.18) and balancing the O(Kn^{−1}) and O(1) terms on both sides, we obtain O(Kn^{−1}) : λ_0κr_0(v) = κr_0(v) + Lr_0(v),

O(1) : |v_1| Δx λ_0r_0(v) + λ_1κr_0(v) + λ_0κr_1(v) = κr_1(v) + Lr_1(v).

The first equation shows that κ(λ_0 − 1) is an eigenvalue of the negative semidefinite collision operator L. By choosing κ to be greater than the spectral radius of L, we see that 0 < λ_0 ⩽ 1, and λ_0 attains the maximum value 1 when Lr_0(v) = 0, i.e. r_0(v) is a linearized Maxwellian:

r_0(v) = [ϕ(v)]^T α · 1 (2π)^{3/2} exp ( − |v|^2 2 ) , where ϕ(v) = (1, v_1, v_2, v_3, |v|^2)^T and α ∈ R^5 . In this case, the O(1) equation becomes |v_1| Δx r_0(v) + λ_1κr_0(v) = Lr_1(v).

To find λ_1, we take moments on both sides of the equation by multiplying ϕ(v) and taking the integral, resulting in a system Σ(λ_1κ)α = 0, where

Σ(λ_1κ) = ∫ R^3 ( |v_1| Δx + λ_1κ ) ϕ(v)[ϕ(v)]^T · 1 (2π)^{3/2} exp ( − |v|^2 2 ) dv.

Since α ≠ 0, we can solve the nonlinear equation det(Σ(λ_1κ)) = 0 to find λ_1. The equation is quintic and has five solutions, among which the largest is

λ_{1,max} = 1 κΔx (√ 11 24π − √ 25 8π ) < 0. This indicates that the amplification factor of the fixed-point iteration is 1 − CKn(κΔx)^{−1} + O(Kn^2) with C ≈ 0.615. As a comparison, the spectral radius for the source iteration is 1 − Kn^2/2 + O(Kn^3) (see [40]). Our approach can achieve faster convergence when Kn is small.

Likewise, we summarize the procedure of the SGSFP iteration in Algorithm 2. Like SGSN, the detailed procedure of Algorithm 2 includes the following parameters:

• N_{max}: The maximum number of outer (SGS) iterations; • S_{max}: The maximum number of inner (Fixed-point) iterations;

• tol: The threshold for the relative difference between two adjacent steps in the outer iteration; • tol_{FP}: the threshold for the L^2 residual of the nonlinear equation (3.6).

Algorithm 2: Symmetric Gauss-Seidel method with fixed-point iteration (SGSFP) Set the initial guess f^0_j , j = 1, . . . , N_x Set n = 0, diff = ∞ while n < N_{max} and diff > tol do

for j = 1, ..., N_x do

Calculate R_k by (3.7) Set s = 0 and f^{n,0}_j = f^n_j while s < S_{max} and res_{FP} > tol_{FP} do Calculate ϵ^{n,s}_k by (3.17) Solve (_{|v1,k|} Δx + ϵ^s_k ) f^{n,s+1} k = ϵ^{n,s}_k f^{n,s}_k +^1_{Kn} Q_k(f^{n,s}) + R_k (see (3.15)) to get f^{n,s+1}_j Compute the L^2 residual of the nonlinear equation (3.6) res_{FP} and set s = s + 1 end f^{n∗}_j = f^{n,s}_j end for j = N_x, ..., 1 do

Calculate R_k by (3.8) Set s = 0 and f^{n∗,0}_j = f^{n∗}_j while s < S_{max} and res_{FP} > tol_{FP} do Calculate ϵ^{n∗,s}_k by (3.17) Solve (_{|v1,k|} Δx + ϵ^s_k ) f^{n∗,s+1} k = ϵ^s_kf^{n∗,s}_k +^1_{Kn} Q_k(f^{n∗,s}) + R_k (see (3.15)) to get f^{n∗,s+1}_j Compute the L^2 residual of the nonlinear equation (3.6) res_{FP} and set s = s + 1 end f^{n+1}_j = f^{n∗,s}_j end Compute the difference between two steps: diff = ‖f^{n+1} − f^n‖_2/‖f^n‖_2 If necessary, apply a global scaling of f^{n+1}_j to match the total mass in the computational domain n = n + 1 end Result: The distribution functions f^n_j , j = 1, . . . , N_x

3.3. Boundary conditions and normalization. The steady-state Boltzmann equation needs appropriate boundary conditions to uniquely determine the solution. In a boundary cell, the slope in the reconstruction is defined by the one-sided difference (see (3.3)). In our numerical tests, two types of boundary conditions are encountered.

For the inflow boundary conditions, the distribution function on the boundary is given for the velocity pointing into the domain. For example, the left inflow boundary condition is given by (3.19) f(x_L, v) = g(v), v_1 > 0.

Numerically, the boundary value g(v_k) is used to replace f^L_{k,1/2} in (3.1) when j = 1. The right inflow boundary condition can be processed in a similar manner.

Another boundary condition encountered in our tests is Maxwell’s wall boundary condition for solid walls. The walls are assumed to be moving at a constant velocity u_W and have a fixed temperature T_W which can affect the fluid states in the domain. To describe the boundary condition, below we again take the left boundary as an example. Maxwell [32] assumed that the gas molecules colliding with the solid wall are reflected either specularly or diffusively:

(3.20) f(x_L, v_1, v_2, v_3) = (1 − χ)f(x_L, −v_1, v_2, v_3) + χM[ρ_W , u_W , T_W ](v), v_1 > 0, where χ ∈ [0, 1] is the accommodation coefficient specifying the proportion of diffusively reflected gas molecules, and M[ρ_W , u_W , T_W ] is the local equilibrium defined by

(3.21) M[ρ_W , u_W , T_W ](v) = ρ_W (2πT_W )^{3/2} exp ( − |v − u_W |^2 2T_W ) , in which ρ_W is chosen to guarantee that the mass flux is zero on the boundary:

ρ_W = √ 2π T_W ∫_{uW,1} −∞ (∫_{+∞} −∞ ∫_{+∞} −∞ (u_{W,1} − v_1)f(v_1, v_2, v_3)dv_2dv_3 ) dv_1.

In our test cases, we assume that the wall velocity is perpendicular to the normal direction (u_{W,1} = 0), so that the domain does not change due to the movement of the walls. Numerically, the values of f^L_{k,1/2} for v_{1,k} > 0 are given by f^L_{k,1/2} = 2f^b_k − f^R_{k,1/2}, where

f^b_k = (1 − χ)f^R_{−k,1/2} + χ · ρ_W (2πT_W )^{3/2} exp ( − |v_k − u_W |^2 2T_W ) , where ρ_W is chosen such that ∑ k (v_{1,k} − u_{W,1})f^b_k = 0.

When the wall boundary conditions are imposed on both boundaries, the solution of the Boltzmann equation can be uniquely determined only if the total mass is specified by ∫_{xR} x_L ∫ R^3 f(x, v) dv dx = M for a given M. Note that the symmetric Gauss-Seidel iteration does not preserve the total mass, we therefore need to apply normalization after each iteration. This is done by a uniform rescaling of all the distribution functions such that the total mass of f^{n+1} equals M, as indicated in both algorithms.

4. Numerical experiments In this section, numerical experiments are carried out to show the performance of our numerical algorithm.

In all the experiments, we assume that the collision term is modeled by the Maxwell model, where B(v − v_∗, σ) is a constant. According to the nondimensionalization in the appendix, the constant is chosen to be 1/(π √ 2π). For all numerical examples, the total tolerance is tol = 10^{−7}. In SGSN, Newton’s method tolerance is set as tol_{NT} = 10^{−9} while fixed-point’s method tolerance is tol_{FP} = 10^{−9} in SGSFP.

4.1. Fourier heat flow. Our first example is the heat conduction between parallel plates. It is assumed that both boundaries at x_L and x_R are solid walls, with temperature T_L and T_R, respectively. The boundaries are fully diffusive, meaning that χ = 1 in (3.20). The computational domain is set to be [0, 1] and the total mass M is set to be 1.0. Due to the different temperatures of the plates, heat is transferred from the hot plate to the cold plate via the gas in between. In the steady state, a temperature difference can be observed between the solid wall and the gas adjacent to the wall. In general, for higher Knudsen numbers, this temperature jump is larger. Below we study the problem by considering three different choices of T_L and T_R.

4.1.1. Small temperature difference. We begin with a basic test case with T_L = 263.15/273.15 ≈ 0.963 and T_R = 283.15/273.15 ≈ 1.037. This corresponds to a 20K temperature difference normalized about the reference temperature 273.15K. Some numerical parameters are as follows:

• Spatial grid: 1D, N_x = 30, Δx = 1/30. • Velocity grid: 3D, L_v = 6.62132, N = 17.

Note that the discrete Fourier transforms take up only a tiny proportion of the total computational cost, and therefore it is unnecessary to choose N to be the power of 2.

Our numerical results for the Knudsen numbers 0.1, 1 and 10 are plotted in Figure 1. We performed the same simulation using the DSMC method, and the results are also provided as a reference. Due to the temperature jump, the temperature difference between both sides is less than T_R − T_L (≈ 0.073), and the temperature profile approaches a constant when Kn gets larger. Results of SGSFP and SGSN agree well with each other for all Knudsen numbers, since the only difference between these methods is the nonlinear solver of (3.6).

Compared with DSMC results, our method produces similar curves for Kn = 0.1 and Kn = 1.0. However, a larger discrepancy can be observed for Kn = 10. In general, when the gases are more rarefied, the distribution function becomes more irregular. In particular, discontinuities may appear in the distribution functions for points close to the boundary of the domain. As a result, it is harder for the spectral method to capture them accurately, resulting in worse approximations of the overall solution. The approximation can be improved by increasing N, which will be demonstrated soon.

The two methods SGSFP and SGSN can validate each other, but the computational cost is quite different. Table 1 records the running time of both methods. It is seen that the SGSFP method is significantly faster, and the reason for the slowness of SGSN is the high computational cost of the linear solver, which takes up more than 99% of the computational time. The number of iterations for both methods is generally the same, since the difference between the two methods only affects inner iterations. The number of iterations increases slightly for smaller Knudsen numbers. For the SGSFP method, the average computational time T_{avg} increases for decreasing Kn, due to the increasing number of inner iterations. For the SGSN method, although T_{avg} also rises for denser gases, it generally shows a more stable behavior due to the superiority of Newton’s iteration compared with the fixed-point iteration. We believe Newton’s method may achieve better performance if accompanied by a more carefully designed linear solver, but at the moment, we will mainly focus on the SGSFP method below.

(a) Temperature plot with N = 13 (b) Temperature plot with N = 17

Figure 1. Temperature profiles of the Fourier flow for T_L = 263.15/273.15 and T_R = 283.15/273.15.

More results with smaller Knudsen numbers or larger values of N are given in Figure 2, all of which are simulated using the SGSFP method. Note that for Knudsen numbers 5.0 and 10.0, we have increased the number of Fourier modes to achieve better results. For small Kn, the major difficulty is the convergence of the nonlinear algebraic problem, whereas for large Kn, the major difficulty comes from the high computational

Table 1. The computational time for the Fourier flow for T_L = 263.15/273.15 and T_R = 283.15/273.15. T_{total}: total computational time; T_{lin}: computational time spent on the linear solver; N_{iter}: number of iterations; T_{avg}: average computational time for each iteration.

SGSFP SGSN T_{total} N_{iter} T_{avg} T_{total} T_{lin} N_{iter} T_{avg} Kn = 0.1 523s 19 28s 37333s 36989s 19 1965s N = 13 Kn = 1 88s 8 11s 14466s 14334s 8 1808s Kn = 10 45s 6 8s 10415s 10313s 6 1736s Kn = 0.1 2396s 18 133s 395499s 393636s 18 21972s N = 17 Kn = 1 407s 8 51s 160096s 159346s 8 20012s Kn = 10 187s 6 31s 113444s 112897s 6 18907s

complexity of the collision term (O(N^6) in the current simulation) and the need for a larger number of Fourier modes. When Kn = 10, the result is unsatisfactory even for N = 27, which manifests the drawback of the spectral method under this circumstance.

In Figure 4, we plot the marginal distribution functions on both boundaries of the domain, defined by

g_1(x, v_1) = ∫ R^2

f(x, v_1, v_2, v_3) dv_2 dv_3, g_2(x, v_2) = ∫ R^2

f(x, v_1, v_2, v_3) dv_1 dv_3.

It can be observed that for larger Knudsen numbers, the distribution functions on both sides are closer to each other. In fact, in the collisionless case, the distribution function f(x, v) should be independent of x [11]. For small Knudsen numbers, the Boltzmann equation behaves more like the Euler equations, in which the pressure is a constant, and therefore the distribution function on the high-temperature side has small values around velocity zero, indicating a smaller density to balance the pressure.

The computational time for N = 17 is summarized in Tab. 2. As Kn decreases, the numbers of both outer (SGS) and inner (fixed-point) iterations increase. Note that different Knudsen numbers lead to different solutions, so the same stopping criterion may actually mean different absolute accuracy in different tests. It is therefore inappropriate to make a direct comparison for the number of outer iterations N_{iter}. Nevertheless, it is encouraging to notice that from Kn = 10 to Kn = 0.01, the average computational time for each iteration increases only by about 20 times, indicating that our method does not worsen too fast when Kn decreases.

4.1.2. Large temperature difference. We now increase the temperature difference to 100K, so that T_L = 223.15/273.15 and T_R = 323.15/273.15. The velocity domain is again chosen as [−L_v, L_v]^3 with L_v = 6.62132. The temperature profiles for different Knudsen numbers are plotted in Fig. 5(a), and the DSMC results are again given as reference solutions. A good agreement between our solution and the DSMC solution can be observed up to Kn = 1.0 with N = 17. However, for Knudsen numbers 5 and 10, the difference between two sets of solutions is still significant even with N = 27, since a larger temperature difference between walls leads to a stronger discontinuity in the distribution function. The computational cost and the number of iterations are given in Tab. 3, which shows the same trend as in Sec. 4.1.1.

A more challenging test case with a temperature ratio 1 : 4 is also done in our experiments (see Fig. 5(b)). Due to the large temperature of the right plate, we increase the velocity domain to [−2L_v, 2L_v]^3 in the simulation. Meanwhile, a larger value of N is adopted for the velocity discretization. All the results are qualitatively correct, but quantitatively accurate results require more Fourier modes except for Kn = 0.1. Note that for such a large temperature ratio, we did not carry out simulations for smaller Knudsen numbers Kn = 0.01 and Kn = 0.05, since the inner iteration takes too much time due to both the small Knudsen numbers and the large value of N.

4.1.3. Computational cost. The computational time for the simulations using the SGSFP method is summarized in Fig. 3. In these tests, no parallelization is applied. As expected, the computational time increases for smaller Kn or larger N. To improve the computational efficiency for large Knudsen numbers, we need to improve the time complexity for the calculation of collision operators. This includes the application of fast spectral methods [17] or adaptive methods [12]. To reduce the computational cost for small Knudsen

(a) Small Knudsen numbers (b) Large Knudsen numbers

Figure 2. Temperature profiles of the Fourier flow for T_L = 263.15/273.15 and T_R = 283.15/273.15 at small Knudsen numbers (left) and large Knudsen numbers (right).

Table 2. The computational time for the Fourier flow with T_L = 263.15/273.15 and T_R = 283.15/273.15. All results are for N = 17. T_{total}: total computational time; N_{iter}: number of iterations; T_{avg}: average computational time for each iteration.

Kn = 0.01 Kn = 0.05 Kn = 0.1 Kn = 1 Kn = 5 Kn = 10 T_{total} 71740s 5440s 2396s 407s 218s 187s N_{iter} 116 28 18 8 6 6 T_{avg} 618s 194s 133s 51s 36s 31s

numbers, one can turn to the method of GSIS [40] or directly apply moment models such as the regularized 13-moment equations [37].

Figure 3. Computational time of the Fourier flow.

4.2. Couette flow. The Couette flow, which is another benchmark channel flow driven by the movement of the walls, is simulated in our tests. The gas is between two parallel plates with the same temperature, but the plates move in opposite directions at the same velocity u_{W,2}, leading to a flow velocity parallel to the plates in the steady-state solution. For rarefied gases, the velocity of the fluid is always smaller than the velocity of the wall, which is known as the velocity slip in shear flows.

(a) g_1(x, v_1) (b) g_2(x, v_2)

Figure 4. The one-dimensional marginal distribution function g_1(x, v_1) and g_2(x, v_2) of Fourier heat flow for T_L = 263.15/273.15 and T_R = 283.15/273.15.

(a) T_L = 223.15/273.15, T_R = 323.15/273.15 (b) T_L = 1, T_R = 4

Figure 5. The temperature profiles for Fourier flows with large temperature differences.

Table 3. The computational time for the Fourier flow with T_L = 223.15/273.15 and T_R = 323.15/273.15. All results are for N = 17. T_{total}: total computational time; N_{iter}: number of iterations; T_{avg}: average computational time for each iteration.

Kn = 0.01 Kn = 0.05 Kn = 0.1 Kn = 0.5 Kn = 1 Kn = 5 Kn = 10 T_{total} 118669s 15049s 3698s 1463s 1136s 722s 646s N_{iter} 143 32 20 11 10 8 8 T_{avg} 830s 470s 185s 133s 114s 90s 81s

In our experiments, we again set the spatial domain to be [0, 1], and the velocity space to be [−L_v, L_v]^3 with L_v = 6.62132. Three different wall speeds u_{W,2} = 0.1, 0.2 and 0.5 are studied. The numerical results of the SGSFP method for six Knudsen numbers, as well as the reference solution given by the DSMC method, are shown in Fig. 6, and the agreement of two sets of solutions again validates our algorithm. For Kn = 0.01, the speed of the fluid on both boundaries is nearly the same as the speed of the wall, whereas in the rarefied case Kn = 10, a large velocity slip is observed.

(a) Kn = 0.01, N = 17 (b) Kn = 0.05, N = 17 (c) Kn = 0.1, N = 17

(d) Kn = 0.5, N = 17 (e) Kn = 1.0, N = 17 (f) Kn = 10, N = 33

Figure 6. The velocity curves of Couette flows with different Knudsen numbers and wall speeds.

(a) u_{W,2} = 0.1 (b) u_{W,2} = 0.2 (c) u_{W,2} = 0.5

Figure 7. The velocity curves of Couette flows for different wall speeds at Kn = 10.

As in the case of Fourier flows, for Kn = 10, a larger N is used in the numerical simulations, compared with all other Knudsen numbers ranging from 0.01 to 1.0, which is again due to the decreasing regularity of the distribution functions as Kn increases. The convergence with respect to N is demonstrated in Fig. 7. By comparing the results of N = 17 and N = 33, we see that the spectral method still shows fast convergence despite the large Knudsen number.

Fig. 8 shows the marginal distribution functions g(x, v_1, v_2) defined by

g(x, v_1, v_2) = ∫ R f(x, v_1, v_2, v_3) dv_3

on both boundaries of the domain. All the figures in the top row have focal points slightly below the origin, indicating the negative velocity on the left boundary, whereas the figures in the bottom row are the opposite. The figures correctly show the symmetry of the flow, and it can be noticed that the distribution functions are further away from the center for larger u_{W,2}. This can be observed more clearly in Fig. 9, where one-dimensional marginal distribution functions are plotted.

The computational time for these simulations is given in Tab. 4. For the fixed Kn and N, the computational cost is nearly the same for different wall velocities. The change of computational time with Kn again exhibits the same behavior as in the tests of Fourier flows.

(a) u_{W,2} = 0.1, left boundary (b) u_{W,2} = 0.2, left boundary (c) u_{W,2} = 0.5, left boundary

(d) u_{W,2} = 0.1, right boundary (e) u_{W,2} = 0.2, right boundary (f) u_{W,2} = 0.5, right boundary

Figure 8. The two-dimensional marginal distribution function g(x, v_1, v_2) of Couette flow with Kn = 0.1 on boundaries of the domain.

Figure 9. The one-dimensional marginal distribution function g_2(x, v_2) of Couette flow at Kn = 0.1.

4.3. Shock structures. The computation of shock structures is another benchmark test for rarefied gas flows, which requires solving the steady-state solution on the unbounded domain R. According to the Rankine-Hugoniot condition, for a stationary shock wave with Mach number Ma, the fluid state before the shock is given by an equilibrium with the following macroscopic variables:

(4.1) ρ_L = 1, u_L = (√ 5 3 Ma, 0, 0 )_T , T_L = 1,

Table 4. Computational time of the Couette flow. The last column is separated due to a different value of N.

Knudsen number Kn = 0.01 Kn = 0.05 Kn = 0.1 Kn = 0.5 Kn = 1 Kn = 10 Velocity discretization N = 17 N = 17 N = 17 N = 17 N = 17 N = 33 u_{W,2} = 0.1 117948s 9287s 4486s 1034s 935s 32042s u_{W,2} = 0.2 136909s 10474s 4628s 1129s 1000s 11754s u_{W,2} = 0.5 128234s 11348s 4811s 1197s 1028s 14158s

and the fluid after the shock is in an equilibrium with

(4.2) ρ_R = ρ_L

4Ma^2 Ma^2 + 3

, u_R = (√ 5 3 Ma^2 + 3 4Ma , 0, 0 )_T , T_R =

(5Ma^2 − 1)(Ma^2 + 3) 16Ma^2 . Since the domain is unbounded, the Knudsen number is only a scaling of the spatial variable, which does not change the nature of the solution. Here we simply set Kn = 1. Numerically, we set the computational domain to be [−20, 20], and we apply the inflow boundary condition on the left boundary as in (3.19), where g(v) is chosen to be the local equilibrium M[ρ_L, u_L, T_L](v) (see (3.21) for the definition). The right boundary condition is imposed symmetrically. Again, we only use SGSFP in the simulations below.

Three Mach numbers Ma = 1.55, 2 and 3 are considered in our tests. The results are given in Figs. 10, 11 and 12. In these results, the density, velocity and temperature are normalized into the region [0, 1] by the following equations:

(4.3) ρ̄ = ρ − ρ_L |ρ_R − ρ_L| , ū = u_1 − u_{R,1} |u_{R,1} − u_{L,1}| , T̄ = T − T_L |T_R − T_L| . We have also plotted some nonequilibrium quantities including the stress and the heat flux defined by σ(x) = ∫ R^3 |v_1 − u_1|^2f(x, v) dv − ρ(x)T (x), q(x) = 1 2 ∫ R^3 |v − u(x)|^2(v_1 − u_1)f(x, v) dv. The general structures of shocks are correctly reflected in the numerical solutions: the temperature rises up earlier than the density in front of the shock wave; the thickness of the shock wave decreases with increasing Mach numbers for small Mach numbers; the nonequilibrium variables have larger magnitude for larger Mach numbers.

(a) Normalized density ρ̄, velocity ū and temperature T̄ (b) stress σ and heat flux q

Figure 10. Shock structure for Mach number Ma = 1.55.

Fig. 13 demonstrates the convergence of our numerical method. Fig. 13(a) shows the linear convergence rate for all Mach numbers, while Fig. 13(b) shows that the residual plateaus after about 35 iterations. The reason that the residual does not decay to zero is likely to be the truncation of the spatial domain. Note that the final residual decreases as the Mach number increases, owing to the smaller shock thickness for larger Mach numbers. The computational time is given in Tab. 5. Since the number of grid points and the

(a) Normalized density ρ̄, velocity ū and temperature T̄ (b) stress σ and heat flux q

Figure 11. Shock structures with Mach number Ma = 2.

(a) Normalized density ρ̄, velocity ū and temperature T̄ (b) stress σ and heat flux q

Figure 12. Shock structures with Mach number Ma = 3.

value of Kn are the same for all three Mach numbers, the computational time is generally proportional to the number of iterations.

(a) Decay of the relative difference between adjacent steps (b) Evolution of the residual ‖v · ∇_xf − Kn^{−1}Q(f, f)‖_2

Figure 13. The evolution of the relative difference and the residual for shock structure simulations. In both figures, the x-axis is the number of iterations.

Table 5. Computational cost of shock structures.

Mach number Ma = 1.55 Ma = 2 Ma = 3 Velocity domain [−7, 7]^3 [−8, 8]^3 [−11, 11]^3 Computational time (s) 33752 29053 26911

5. Conclusion In this work, we tested the solver of the Boltzmann equation based on the symmetric Gauss-Seidel iteration, and the nonlinear system on each grid cell is solved using Newton’s method (SGSN) and the fixed-point iteration (SGSFP). In our current tests, the SGSFP method is significantly faster than the SGSN method, but the SGSN method can achieve a stable computational cost in all regimes. Compared with the source iteration, the SGSFP method has faster convergence for small Knudsen numbers. However, unlike GSIS, the convergence rate of our method still depends on the Knudsen number, since our method does not utilize the macro-micro decomposition. Nevertheless, our approach does not require solving steady-state microscopic equations, and is therefore easier to implement. In general, we believe our approach is suitable for moderate to large Knudsen numbers (Kn ⩾ 0.05). In our ongoing work, we are considering applying the micro-macro decomposition to the nonlinear algebraic equation (3.6) to accelerate the inner iteration, which can possibly lead to an improved scheme that does not slow down for small Knudsen numbers.

Acknowledgements Tianai Yin was supported by the China Scholarship Council (CSC) (File No.202204890003). Zhenning Cai’s work was supported by the Academic Research Fund of the Ministry of Education of Singapore under grant number A-0004592-00-00. This work of Yanli Wang is partially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 12171026, U2230402, and 12031013), and the Foundation of the President of China Academy of Engineering Physics (YZJJZQ2022017).

Appendix A. Nondimensionalization of the Boltzmann equation The nondimensionalization of the Boltzmann equation is based on the table below:

Original variable Reference variable Dimensionless variable Mass m m_0 m̃ =^m_{m0} Number density n n_0 ñ =^n_{n0} Temperature T T_0 T̃ =^T_{T0} Length x L_0 x̃ =^x_{L0} Time t t_0 = L_0/v_0 t̃ =^t_{t0} =^t_{L0/v0} Velocity v v_0 = √_k m T_0 ṽ =^v_{v0} =^v√_{km T0} Distribution function f f_0 = n_0/v^3_0 f̃ =^f_{n0 /v30}

By such transformations, the Boltzmann equation can be reformulated as ∂f̃ ∂t̃ + ṽ · ∇_{x̃}f̃ =

L_0n_0 v_0 ∫ R^3 ∫ S^2 B(v − v_∗, σ)[f̃(t̃, x̃, ṽ^′)f̃(t̃, x̃, ṽ^′_∗) − f̃(t̃, x̃, ṽ)f̃(t̃, x̃, ṽ_∗)]dσdṽ_∗. Our desired form is ∂f̃ ∂t̃ + ṽ · ∇_{x̃}f̃ = 1 Kn ∫ R^3 ∫ S^2 B̃(ṽ − ṽ_∗, σ)[f̃(t̃, x̃, ṽ^′)f̃(t̃, x̃, ṽ^′_∗) − f̃(t̃, x̃, ṽ)f̃(t̃, x̃, ṽ_∗)]dσdṽ_∗. By comparision, it can be easily seen that

(A.1) B̃(ṽ − ṽ_∗, σ) =

L_0n_0 v_0 Kn B(v − v_∗, σ). For VHS gases, one can use (2.5) and (2.4) to derive that

(A.2) B(v − v_∗, σ) = d^2 4 · |v − v_∗|.

The diameter of VHS gas molecules during the collision depends on the relative speed:

(A.3) d^2 = d^2_0 ( 4kT_0 m|v − v_∗|^2 )_{ω−} 1_2 1 Γ(2.5 − ω) , where ω is the viscosity index and d_0 is the reference molecular diameter at the reference temperature T_0 [6]. Recall that the Knudsen number Kn is defined as the ratio of the mean free path λ_0 to the characteristic length L_0, and the mean free path at the reference temperature is calculated by λ_0 = 1/( √ 2πd^2_0n_0). Therefore,

(A.4) Kn = 1 √ 2πd^2_0n_0L_0 . Now, we can plug (A.2)(A.3)(A.4) into (A.1) to obtain

(A.5) B̃(ṽ − ṽ_∗, σ) = 2^{2ω−3}|ṽ − ṽ_∗|^{2(1−ω)} √ 2πΓ(2.5 − ω) . For Maxwell molecules, ω = 1, and thus B̃(ṽ − ṽ_∗, σ) is a constant 1/(π √ 2π).

References

[1] M.L. Adams and E.W. Larsen. Fast iterative methods for discrete-ordinates particle transport calculations. Progress in Nuclear Energy, 40(1):3–159, 2002.

[2] S. Balay, S. Abhyankar, M.F. Adams, S. Benson, J. Brown, P. Brune, K. Buschelman, E. Constantinescu, L. Dalcin, A. Dener, V. Eijkhout, J. Faibussowitsch, W.D. Gropp, V. Hapla, T. Isaac, P. Jolivet, D. Karpeev, D. Kaushik, M.G. Knepley, F. Kong, S. Kruger, D.A. May, L.C. McInnes, R.T. Mills, L. Mitchell, T. Munson, J.E. Roman, K. Rupp, P. Sanan, J. Sarich, B.F. Smith, S. Zampini, H. Zhang, H. Zhang, and J. Zhang. PETSc/TAO users manual. Technical Report ANL-21/39 - Revision 3.20, Argonne National Laboratory, 2023.

[3] S. Balay, S. Abhyankar, M.F. Adams, S. Benson, J. Brown, P. Brune, K. Buschelman, E.M. Constantinescu, L. Dalcin, A. Dener, V. Eijkhout, J. Faibussowitsch, W.D. Gropp, V. Hapla, T. Isaac, P. Jolivet, D. Karpeev, D. Kaushik, M.G. Knepley, F. Kong, S. Kruger, D.A. May, L.C. McInnes, R.T. Mills, L. Mitchell, T. Munson, J.E. Roman, K. Rupp, P. Sanan, J. Sarich, B.F. Smith, S. Zampini, H. Zhang, H. Zhang, and J. Zhang. PETSc Web page. https://petsc.org/, 2023.

[4] S. Balay, W.D. Gropp, L.C. McInnes, and B.F. Smith. Efficient management of parallelism in object oriented numerical software libraries. In E. Arge, A.M. Bruaset, and H.P. Langtangen, editors, Modern Software Tools in Scientific Computing, pages 163–202. Birkhäuser Press, 1997.

[5] G.A. Bird. Shock-wave structure in a rigid sphere gas. In Proceedings of the Fourth International Symposium on Rarefied Gas Dynamics at Toronto, pages 216–222, Toronto, Canada, 1964.

[6] G.A. Bird. Molecular gas dynamics and the direct simulation of gas flows. Clarendon Press, 1994. [7] J.E. Broadwell. Shock structure in a simple discrete velocity gas. The Physics of Fluids, 7(8):1243–1247, 08 1964. [8] H. Cabannes. The discrete Boltzmann equation (theory and applications). Univ. California, Berkeley, 1980. [9] Z. Cai, Y. Fan, and Y. Wang. Burnett spectral method for the spatially homogeneous Boltzmann equation. Computers & Fluids, 200:104456, 2020.

[10] Z. Cai, B. Lin, and M. Lin. A positive and moment-preserving Fourier spectral method. To appear in SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis.

[11] Z. Cai and M. Torrilhon. On the Holway-Weiss debate: Convergence of the Grad-moment-expansion in kinetic gas theory.

Physics of Fluids, 31(12):126105, 12 2019.

[12] Z. Cai and Y. Wang. Numerical solver for the Boltzmann equation with self-adaptive collision operators. SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 44(2):B275–B309, 2022.

[13] G. Dimarco, R. Loubére, J. Narski, and T. Rey. An efficient numerical method for solving the Boltzmann equation in multidimensions. Journal of Computational Physics, 353:46–81, 2018.

[14] G. Dimarco and L. Pareschi. Numerical methods for kinetic equations. Acta Numerica, 23:369–520, 2014. [15] L. Einkemmer. A low-rank algorithm for weakly compressible flow. SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 41(5):A2795– A2814, 2019.

[16] L. Einkemmer, J. Hu, and L. Ying. An efficient dynamical low-rank algorithm for the Boltzmann-BGK equation close to the compressible viscous flow regime. SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 43(5):B1057–B1080, 2021.

[17] I.M. Gamba, Jeffrey R. Haack, C.D. Hauck, and J. Hu. A fast spectral method for the Boltzmann collision operator with general collision kernels. SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 39(4):B658–B674, 2017.

[18] I.M. Gamba and S. Rjasanow. Galerkin–Petrov approach for the Boltzmann equation. Journal of Computational Physics, 366:341–365, 2018.

[19] I.M. Gamba and S.H. Tharkabhushanam. Spectral-Lagrangian methods for collisional models of non-equilibrium statistical states. Journal of Computational Physics, 228(6):2012–2036, 2009.

[20] D. Goldstein, B. Sturtevant, and J.E. Broadwell. Investigations of the motion of discrete-velocity gases, pages 100–117.

the American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics, Inc, 1989.

[21] G. Hu, R. Li, and T. Tang. A robust WENO type finite volume solver for steady Euler equations on unstructured grids.

Communications in Computational Physics, 9(3):627–648, 2011.

[22] J. Hu, X. Huang, J. Shen, and H. Yang. A fast Petrov-Galerkin spectral method for the multidimensional Boltzmann equation using mapped Chebyshev functions. SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 44(3):A1497–A1524, 2022.

[23] J. Hu, J. Shen, and Y. Wang. A Petrov-Galerkin spectral method for the inelastic Boltzmann equation using mapped Chebyshev functions. Kinetic & Related Models, 13(4):677–702, 2020.

[24] Z. Hu and Z. Cai. Burnett spectral method for high-speed rarefied gas flows. SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 42(5):B1193–B1226, 2020.

[25] Z. Hu, Z. Cai, and Y. Wang. Numerical simulation of microflows using Hermite spectral methods. SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 42(1):B105–B134, 2020.

[26] G. Kitzler and J. Schöberl. A polynomial spectral method for the spatially homogeneous Boltzmann equation. SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 41(1):B27–B49, 2019.

[27] H.J. Kopp. Synthetic method solution of the transport equation. Nuclear Science and Engineering, 17(1):65–74, 1963. [28] R. Li, X. Wang, and W. Zhao. A multigrid block LU-SGS algorithm for Euler equations on unstructured grids. Numerical Mathematics: Theory, Methods and Applications, 1(1):92–112, 2008.

[29] C. Liu, Z. Wang, and K. Xu. A unified gas-kinetic scheme for continuum and rarefied flows VI: Dilute disperse gas-particle multiphase system. Journal of Computational Physics, 386:264–295, 2019.

[30] C. Liu and K. Xu. A unified gas kinetic scheme for continuum and rarefied flows V: Multiscale and multi-component plasma transport. Communications in Computational Physics, 22(5):1175–1223, 2017.

[31] C. Liu, Y. Zhu, and K. Xu. Unified gas-kinetic wave-particle methods I: Continuum and rarefied gas flow. Journal of Computational Physics, 401:108977, 2020.

[32] J.C. Maxwell. III. On stresses in rarefied gases arising from inequalities of temperature. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London, 27(185-189):304–308, 1878.

[33] C. Mouhot and L. Pareschi. Fast algorithms for computing the Boltzmann collision operator. Mathematics of Computation, 75(256):1833–1852, 2006.

[34] L. Pareschi and B. Perthame. A Fourier spectral method for homogeneous Boltzmann equations. Transport Theory and Statistical Physics, 25(3-5):369–382, 1996.

[35] N. Sarna and M. Torrilhon. On stable wall boundary conditions for the Hermite discretization of the linearised Boltzmann equation. Journal of Statistical Physics, 170:101–126, 2018.

[36] C. Shen. Rarefied gas dynamics: fundamentals, simulations and micro flows. Springer Science & Business Media, 2006. [37] H. Struchtrup and M. Torrilhon. Regularization of Grad’s 13 moment equations: Derivation and linear analysis. Physics of Fluids, 15(9):2668–2680, 2003.

[38] W. Su, M.T. Ho, Y. Zhang, and L. Wu. Gsis: An efficient and accurate numerical method to obtain the apparent gas permeability of porous media. Computers & Fluids, 206:104576, 2020.

[39] W. Su, L. Zhu, P. Wang, Y. Zhang, and L. Wu. Can we find steady-state solutions to multiscale rarefied gas flows within dozens of iterations? Journal of Computational Physics, 407:109245, 2020.

[40] W. Su, L. Zhu, and L. Wu. Fast convergence and asymptotic preserving of the general synthetic iterative scheme. SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 42(6):B1517–B1540, 2020.

[41] L. Wu, C. White, T.J. Scanlon, J.M. Reese, and Y. Zhang. Deterministic numerical solutions of the Boltzmann equation using the fast spectral method. Journal of Computational Physics, 250:27–52, 2013.

[42] K. Xu and J. Huang. A unified gas-kinetic scheme for continuum and rarefied flows. Journal of Computational Physics, 229(20):7747–7764, 2010.

[43] L. Zhu, X. Pi, W. Su, Z. Li, Y. Zhang, and L. Wu. General synthetic iterative scheme for nonlinear gas kinetic simulation of multi-scale rarefied gas flows. Journal of Computational Physics, 430:110091, 2021.

[44] Y. Zhu, C. Liu, C. Zhong, and K. Xu. Unified gas-kinetic wave-particle methods. II. Multiscale simulation on unstructured mesh. Physics of Fluids, 31(6):067105, 06 2019.

[45] Y. Zhu and K. Xu. The first decade of unified gas kinetic scheme, 2021.

(Tianai Yin) Beijing Computational Science Research Center, Beijing, China 100193 Email address: tianai.yin@csrc.ac.cn

(Zhenning Cai) Department of Mathematics, National University of Singapore, Level 4, Block S17, 10 Lower Kent Ridge Road, Singapore 119076

Email address: matcz@nus.edu.sg

(Yanli Wang) Beijing Computational Science Research Center, Beijing, China 100193 Email address: ylwang@csrc.ac.cn