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Multi-species modeling is implemented for the particle-based ellipsoidal statistical Bhatnagar-Gross- Krook
(ESBGK) for monatomic species in the open-source plasma simulation suite PICLas. After a literature review
on available multi-species extensions of the kinetic model equations and approaches for the determination of
the transport coefficients, Brull’s model is implemented for the former and Wilke’s mixing rules and collision
integrals for the latter. The implementation is verified with three simulation test cases: a simple reservoir,
a supersonic Couette flow and the hypersonic flow around a 70◦ blunted cone. The simulation results are
compared with the Direct Simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) method, where good overall agreement can be
achieved. However, the determination of the transport coefficients through collision integrals offers better
agreement with the DSMC results at acceptable computational cost. For the last test case, a comparison of
the computational duration is presented.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Numerical simulations of fluid dynamics in space ap-
plications such as atmospheric entry maneuvers and in-
space propulsion systems pose considerable challenges for
the applied numerical methods. Large density gradients
spanning from the continuum regime to the free molecu-
lar flow and the consequent breakdown of the continuum
assumption require the utilization of numerical meth-
ods with an extended applicability. A well-established
method for the simulation of rarefied gas flows is the
Direct Simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) method1. Al-
though applicable in the continuum regime, the micro-
scopic treatment of the gas flow becomes computation-
ally infeasible. Thus, a coupling of DSMC with a com-
putationally efficient method is desirable. While conven-
tional computational fluid dynamics (CFD) approaches
based on the solution of the Navier-Stokes equations offer
a fast numerical solution in the continuum regime, the
bidirectional coupling with the DSMC method is cum-
bersome due to the utterly different approaches of the
methods2. Recently, particle-based continuum methods
gained traction as an alternative solution, bridging the
gap in the transitional regime. A recent review of sev-
eral such methods was conducted by Pfeiffer, Mirza, and
Nizenkov 3 .

One of the most promising approaches is the
Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook model4, which is an approxima-
tion of the collision integral of the Boltzmann equation.
The assumption is that the distribution function relaxes

a)Electronic mail: mpfeiffer@irs.uni-stuttgart.de
b)Electronic mail: mirza@boltzplatz.eu
c)Electronic mail: nizenkov@boltzplatz.eu

towards a target distribution function, which can have
different forms. While the original BGK model using
the Maxwellian distribution cannot reproduce the cor-
rect Prandtl numbers, different alternative distribution
functions exist. Two popular functions are used for the
simulation of rarefied gas flows in high-speed applica-
tions: the Ellipsoidal Statistical (ESGBK)5 and Shakhov
(SBGK)6 models. In the continuum limit, both methods
can be used to derive the Navier-Stokes equations. While
both models have been implemented in PICLas7,8,9 and
extensively tested for atmospheric re-entry10 and noz-
zle expansion3 flows in the particle-based context, this
has been done for single component gases. The focus is
this paper is the extension of the particle-based ESBGK
model to gas mixtures. For this purpose, two major chal-
lenges have to be addressed.

A. Extension of the kinetic model equations

First, a proper mathematical model is required which
fulfills the consistency requirements of the Boltzmann
collision operator such as conservation, equilibrium, H-
theorem and positivity of the density and temperature
fields. Moreover, it has to satisfy the indifferentiability
principle11, meaning that in case of identical species in
terms of masses and cross-sections, the total distribu-
tion function reduces to the single species system. Fi-
nally, these models have to be able to correctly repro-
duce the transport coefficients (diffusion by Fick’s law,
viscous stress by Newton’s law, and thermal conductiv-
ity by Fourier’s law) in the continuum limit. Available
models can be categorized based on the treatment of the
collision term12: single- and multi-relaxation modeling,
where the difference is whether a single or multiple relax-
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ation rates are employed for self- and cross-collisions. On
the one hand, single-relaxation models are computation-
ally more efficient and less complex than multi-relaxation
models. On the other hand, multi-relaxation models with
different relaxation rates are likely to be better suited
for mixtures, where the species differ substantially. Since
many of the models were derived mathematically but not
applied to a realistic application, it is not clear whether
the more complex multi-relaxation model are absolutely
required for most of the application cases. Therefore, the
focus of this project will be on single-relaxation models.
However, Klingenberg, Pirner, and Puppo 13 are develop-
ing a potential multi-relaxation model, which might be
considered in future work.

Single-relaxation models for the ESBGK model, which
satisfy the indifferentiability principle, were introduced
by Groppi, Monica, and Spiga 14 and Brull 15 , extending
the ideas introduced by Andries, Aoki, and Perthame 11

for the original BGK model. The model by Groppi, Mon-
ica, and Spiga 14 is able to reproduce the correct diffusion
coefficient and viscous stress and the model by Brull 15

is able to reproduce the correct viscous stress and ther-
mal conductivity. To rectify the shortcomings, Todorova
and Steijl 16 introduced an extension to the model by
Groppi, Monica, and Spiga 14 to reproduce the correct
thermal conductivity in the continuum limit by adding
an additional free parameter. The focus of this paper is
Brull’s model with two different approaches for the de-
termination of the transport coefficients.

B. Determination of the transport coefficients for
mixtures

Second, a method for the determination of transport
coefficients of the gas mixture has to be devised. Here,
much of the work done for conventional computational
fluid dynamics can be capitalized on. One of the most
widely used approaches are the mixing rules by Wilke 17 ,
which were derived from kinetic gas theory. Palmer and
Wright 18 gives an overview of available mixing rules and
approximative methods to determine transport coeffi-
cients, including a comparison of Wilke’s mixing rules
with two more advanced models. A more recent ap-
proach with fewer assumptions is to calculate the trans-
port coefficients directly from collision integrals as out-
lined by Hirschfelder, Curtiss, and Bird 19 . For this
purpose, different fits for the collision integrals can be
utilized to speed up calculation times (e.g. by Kestin
et al. 20 , Capitelli et al. 21 , and Wright et al. 22 , Wright,
Hwang, and Schwenke 23 , who give an overview over the
available collision integral data for the atmospheres of
Earth, Mars, and Venus). Most of these collision inte-
grals assume an attractive-repulsive intermolecular po-
tential. However, to allow for a comparison with the
Direct Simulation Monte Carlo method in PICLas, ei-
ther collision integrals using the Variable Hard Sphere
(VHS) have to be implemented as given by Stephani,

Goldstein, and Varghese 24 or a collision model using the
Lennard-Jones potential has to be implemented in the
DSMC method as presented by Venkattraman and Alex-
eenko 25 . The former approach is chosen for this paper.

II. THEORY

The Boltzmann equation describes the gas kinetic be-
havior of the particle distribution function fs = f(x,v, t)
at position x and velocity v of the species s

∂fs
∂t

+ v
∂fs
∂x

=
δfs
δt

∣∣∣∣
coll

, (1)

where external forces are neglected. Furthermore,
δfs/δt|coll is the collision term for a mixture of M gases,
which can be described by the Boltzmann collision inte-
gral

∂fs
∂t

∣∣∣∣
coll

= (2)

M∑
k=1

∫
R3

∫
S2

Bs,k [fs(v
′)fk(v′∗)− fs(v)fk(v∗)] dndv∗.

Here, S2 ⊂ R3 is the unit sphere, n is the unit vec-
tor of the scattered velocities, Bs,k is the collision kernel
and the superscript ′ denotes the post-collision velocities.
The multiple integration of this collision term makes is
difficult to compute. The macroscopic flow values parti-
cle density n, flow velocity u and temperature T of each
species s are defined as:

ns =

∫
R3

fs dv, nsus =

∫
R3

vfs dv, (3)

Es =
3

2
kBTs =

ms

2ns

∫
R3

c2
sfs dv, (4)

Es =
1

2
msnsu

2
s + nsEs, (5)

with the thermal particle velocity cs = v − us. Further-
more, the macroscopic mean values of the flow are given
by:

n =

M∑
k=1

nk, ρ =

M∑
k=1

mknk, ρu =

M∑
k=1

mknkuk, (6)

nE +
ρ

2
u2 = E =

M∑
k=1

Ek, E =
3

2
kBT. (7)

A. ESBGK Mixture Model

The ESBGK mixture model of Brull15 approximates
the collision term using one relaxation term per species,
where the distribution function relaxes towards a target
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distribution function fES
s with a certain relaxation fre-

quency ν:

∂fs
∂t

∣∣∣∣
coll

= ν
(
fES
s − fs

)
. (8)

The target velocity distribution function fES
s is given by

fES
s =

ns√
detA

(
ms

2πkBT

)3/2

exp

[
−msc

TA−1c

2kBT

]
(9)

with the anisotropic matrix

A = I − 1− αPr
αPr

(
P

kBT/m
− I

)
. (10)

The anisotropic matrix A consists of the identity matrix
I and the pressure tensor P,

P =
1

ρ

M∑
k=1

mk

∫
(v − u)(v − u)T fk dv, (11)

which are both symmetric. Additionally, c = v−u is the
thermal particle velocity determined from the particle
velocity v and the average flow velocity u. Pr is the
targeted Prandtl number of the gas mixture and α is a
mass fraction and density fraction dependent variable of
the model

α =

M∑
k=1

nk
n

m

mk
, m =

M∑
k=1

nk
n
mk. (12)

The relaxation frequency ν of the model is defined by

ν =
nkBT

µ
αPr (13)

with the viscosity of the mixture µ. The ESBGK model
of Brull15 produces a positive definite matrix A for
Prandtl numbers in the range of

[
2

3α ,∞
[
, which depends

on the involved species masses and the mole fractions.
More precisely, this condition is too restrictive accord-
ing to Mathiaud and Mieussens 26 . It is demonstrated
that the matrix is positive definite as long as the Prandtl
number used in the scheme Pr∗ is chosen as

αPr∗ = 1
1−ν̃ , (14)

ν̃ = max
(

1− 1
αPr ,−

kBT/m
λmax−kBT/m

)
, (15)

with λmax being the maximum eigenvalue of P. Nev-
ertheless, in every simulation of this paper the case
never occurred that the target Prandtl number could
not be reached. The Brull-ESBGK model for mixtures
reproduces the Maxwellian distribution in the equilib-
rium state and fulfills the H-theorem. Furthermore, it
fulfills the indifferentiability principle which means that
the model reduces to a single species model for identical
species15.

B. Gas mixture properties

For the calculation of the gas mixture viscosity assum-
ing a variable hard sphere (VHS) interaction potential,
two different approaches are tested: the approximation
of the mixture properties using Wilke’s mixture rules17

and the first approximation of the transport properties
using collision integrals19.

1. Wilke’s mixing rules

For this approach, the well known exponential ansatz
of the viscosity µk

µk = µref,k

(
Tk
Tref,k

)ωVHS,k

(16)

is used for each species k. Here, Tref, is a reference tem-
perature, µref,k the reference dynamic viscosity at Tref,k

27

and ωVHS,k is a parameter of the VHS model. For a
VHS gas the reference dynamic viscosity can be calcu-
lated with the VHS reference diameter dref,k:

µref,k =
30
√
mkkBTref,k

4
√
π(5− 2ωVHS,k)(7− 2ωVHS,k)d2

ref,k

. (17)

The mixture viscosity is calculated using Wilke’s mixture
rule17:

µ =

M∑
k=1

nk
µk
Φk

, Φk =

M∑
r=1

nr

(
1 +

√
µk

µr

(
mr

mk

)1/4
)2

√
8
(

1 + mk

mr

) .

(18)
The Prandtl number of the gas mixture is defined as

Pr = cp
µ

K
(19)

with the thermal conductivity K of the mixture and the
specific heat cp = 5kB

2m evaluated with the mixture mass
m. The thermal conductivity of each species Kk is cal-
culated using the Eucken’s relation with the viscosity18:

Kk =
15

4

µkkB

mk
. (20)

Afterwards, the thermal conductivity of the mixture K
is again calculated using Wilke’s mixture rule:

K =

M∑
k=1

nk
Kk

Φk
. (21)

2. First approximation of transport properties

The first approximation to the viscosity of species k

depending on the collision integral Ω
(2)
k (2) is given by19

µk =
5kBT

8Ω
(2)
k (2)

. (22)
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The mixture viscosity is determined by

µ =

M∑
k=1

bk, (23)

where bk is the contribution of each species to the total
mixture viscosity and is determined by solving the system

χk = bk

(
χk

µk
+
∑
r 6=k

3χr

(ρ′r+ρ′k)Dkr

(
2
3 + mr

mk
Akr

))
− χk

∑
r 6=k

3br
(ρ′r+ρ′k)Dkr

(
2
3 −Akr

)
(24)

with the mole fraction χ, the density ρ′r of species r when
pure at pressure and temperature of the actual gas mix-
ture, the parameter Akr defined by

Akr =
Ω

(2)
kr (2)

5Ω
(1)
kr (1)

(25)

and the binary diffusion coefficient with the reduced mass
m∗kr:

Dkr =
3kBT

16nm∗krΩ
(1)
kr (1)

. (26)

The mixture thermal conductivity K is calculated by

K =

M∑
k=1

ak, (27)

with ak being the species contribution to the total mix-
ture thermal conductivity. The factors ak are determined
by solving the system

χk = ak

[
χk

Kk
+
∑
r 6=k

χr

5kBnDkr
(28)

×
(

6
(

mk

mr+mk

)2

− (5− 4Bkr)
(

mr

mr+mk

)2

+8 mrmk

(mk+mr)2Akr

)]
− χk

∑
r 6=k ar

mrmk

(mk+mr)2 (5kbnDkr)
−1

× (11− 4Bkr − 8Akr) .

Here, Kk is the first approximation of the thermal con-
ductivity of species k

Kk =
25cV kBT

16Ω
(2)
k (2)

, cV =
3kb
2mk

(29)

and the parameter Bkr is defined by

Bkr =
5Ω

(1)
kr (2)− Ω

(1)
kr (3)

5Ω
(1)
kr (1)

(30)

The collision integrals for the VHS model are given by
Stephani, Goldstein, and Varghese 24 :

Ω
VHS,(1)
kr (1) = π

2 d
2
ref

√
kBT

2πm∗kr

(
Tref

T

)ω−1/2 Γ(7/2−ω)
Γ(5/2−ω)

Ω
VHS,(2)
kr (2) = π

3 d
2
ref

√
kBT

2πm∗kr

(
Tref

T

)ω−1/2 Γ(9/2−ω)
Γ(5/2−ω)

BVHS
kr = 5Γ(9/2−ω)−Γ(11/2−ω)

5Γ(7/2−ω) , (31)

with the VHS parameters dref , Tref and ω.

III. IMPLEMENTATION

The proposed ESBGK particle method for mixtures is
implemented in the PIC-DSMC-BGK code PICLas28,29

as described in detail by Pfeiffer8,9. The main concept of
the particle ESBGK method, especially the energy and
momentum conservation is based on the works of Gal-
lis and Torczynski 30,31 . The ESBGK particle method
has many similarities to the DSMC method: particles
are moved on a simulation mesh, collide with boundaries
and the microscopic particle properties are sampled to
calculate macroscopic values in the same manner. But
instead of performing binary collisions between particles,
each particle of species s in a cell relaxes with the prob-
ability

P = 1− exp [−ν∆t] (32)

according to Eq. (8) towards the target distribution fES
s .

For this, the relaxation frequency ν is evaluated in each
time step for each cell, depending on the targeted Prandtl
number and the mixture viscosity in the cell.

A particle chosen to relax receives a new particle ve-
locity sampled from the target distribution with the cor-
responding particle mass of the species. The detailed
description of the sampling process for different target
distributions (e.g. ESBGK or SBGK) can be found in
Pfeiffer 8 . As proposed by Gallis and Torczynski 30 , a
symmetric transformation matrix S can be defined to de-
scribe the anisotropic matrix A from Eq. (10): A = SS.
Furthermore, a normalized thermal velocity vector C is
defined as such that c = SC. Using these definitions, the
argument of the exponential function in Eq. (9) becomes

cTA−1c = (SC)TS−1S−1SC = CTC (33)

using (SC)T = CTST = CTS due to the fact that S
is symmetric. Consequently, S can transform a vector
C sampled from a Maxwellian distribution to a vector c
sampled from Eq. (9). Here, an approach is used with
an approximation of the transformation matrix S as de-
scribed in previous studies8,27,30

Sij = δij −
1− αPr

2αPr

[
m

kBT
Pij − δij

]
. (34)

In the context of particle methods, the required moments
are evaluated with

Es =
1

Ns − 1

Ns∑
p=1

ms

2
(vp,s − us)

2, (35)

P=
1

(
∑M
s=1

∑Ns

p=1ms)(Ntotal − 1)

×
M∑
s=1

Ns∑
p=1

ms(vp,s − u)(vp,s − u)T , (36)
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with the particle number Ns per species s and the to-

tal particle number Ntotal =
∑M
s=1Ns. Here, the factors

1
Ns−1 and 1

Ntotal−1 lead to an unbiasedness of the vari-
ance. It is obvious that at least two particles per species
are needed to calculate the species temperature. How-
ever, this leads to a bad estimation of the temperature
and it is recommended to use at least 6-7 particles per
species. If the case occurs that only one particle of a
species is present in the cell, this species is skipped in
the calculation of Es and T .

A. Energy and Momentum Conservation

A detailed discussion of the possible energy and mo-
mentum conservation schemes for the particle BGK
method can be found in Pfeiffer 8 . For the mixture model,
the flow velocity and the thermal energy are determined
before the collision (u and E(th)) and for the provisional
post-collision conditions (u† and E†,(th)):

u =

∑M
s=1

∑Ns

p=1msvp,s∑M
s=1

∑Ns

p=1ms

(37)

E(th) =

M∑
s=1

nsEs =

M∑
s=1

Ns∑
p=1

ms(vp,s − u)2

2
. (38)

The final post-collision velocity v∗ of every molecule
(whether having undergone a relaxation or not) is then
determined from the provisional post-collision velocity v†

according to

v∗ = u + (v† − u†)

√
E(th)

E†,(th)
. (39)

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

A. Reservoir Simulations

As a first verification step, simple reservoir (or heat
bath) simulations of argon-neon and argon-helium mix-
tures were performed. These simulations allow to verify
the transient relaxation behavior as well as the equilib-
rium temperature. The gas mixture is initialized at dif-
ferent species temperatures (TAr,0 = 9000 K, THe/Ne,0 =

1000 K, nAr/Ne/He = 1 · 1023 m−3) in a single cell with
perfect specular reflection at the boundary. To be able
to compare the transient behavior, the time has to be
normalized with the respective characteristic relaxation
time τc. It corresponds to the point where the relaxation
has progressed to 1/e, for argon the characteristic tem-
perature is Tc = 6471.5 K and the determined relaxation
times for the different methods and gases are summarized
in Table I.

The simulation results using Wilke’s mixing rules are
shown in Fig. 1 and agree well with DSMC in terms of

TABLE I. Characteristic relaxation times [s] of argon from
TAr,0 = 9000 K to Tc = 6471.5 K.

Ar-Ne Ar-He

DSMC ESBGK DSMC ESBGK

2.186 89 · 10−8 2.261 03 · 10−8 3.885 48 · 10−8 1.233 69 · 10−8

0 2 4 6 8

2,000

4,000

6,000

8,000

Time t/τc [−]

T
em

p
er
a
tu
re
T
tr
a
n
s
[K

] DSMC ESBGK

Ar Ar

Ne Ne

(a) Argon-Neon

0 2 4 6 8

2,000

4,000

6,000

8,000

Time t/τc [−]

T
em

p
er
a
tu
re
T
tr
a
n
s
[K

] DSMC ESBGK

Ar Ar

He He

(b) Argon-Helium

FIG. 1. Reservoir (50%:50% mixture): Comparison of species
temperature towards thermal equilibrium between DSMC and
ESBGK (Brull’s model and Wilke’s mixing rules). Time is
normalized with the respective relaxation time τc.

the transient behavior as well as the final equilibrium
temperature. Slightly better agreement can be seen for
the argon-neon mixture due to the lower mass difference
of mAr/mNe ≈ 2 as compared to mAr/mHe ≈ 10.

B. Supersonic Couette Flow

The second test case is a supersonic Couette flow. Su-
personic conditions were chosen as they push the limits
of the methods. Here, the different approaches, Wilke’s
mixing rules (denoted by Wilke) and the collision inte-
grals (denoted by CollInt) for the determination of the
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transport coefficients are compared. The setup is one-
dimensional with a height of 1 m and 100 cells in the
y-direction and a single cell in x and z. The top and
bottom boundaries have a velocity of vtop = 350 m s−1

and vbot = −350 m s−1, respectively. Additionally, dif-
fuse reflection and complete thermal accommodation at
a constant wall temperature of Twall = 273 K is assumed
at the boundary. The boundaries in x- and z-direction
are periodic, meaning that particles leaving on one side
reappear on the other. The gas mixture is initialized
at v0 = 0, T0 = 273 K, and n = 1.3 · 1020 m−3. After
a transient phase, the stationary solution is utilized for
comparison with the reference DSMC simulation.

The simulation results of an argon-helium mixture,
which represent a challenging case due to the relatively
large mass difference, are shown in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 for
a 50%-50% and 75%-25% ratio, respectively. The results
using Wilke’s mixing rules show good agreement for the
number density as well as translational temperature. For
the latter, the deviation from the DSMC result is below
2% for the 50%-50% mixture case and below 2.5% for
the 75%-25% case. Excellent agreement can be observed
using the collision integrals for the number density and
temperature, where the temperature deviation is below
0.2% for the 50%-50% and below 0.4% for the 75%-25%
case.

The results of a nitrogen-oxygen mixture are shown
in Fig. 4. They demonstrate that for lower mass ratios,
Wilke’s mixing rules achieve very good agreement with
the DSMC result.

C. 70 Degree Blunted Cone

The last verification case is the hypersonic flow around
a 70◦ blunted cone. The geometry of the model, which
is based on a wind-tunnel experiment, is shown in
Fig. 5. Axisymmetric simulations are performed, where
the particle weighting factor increases with an increas-
ing y. While the DSMC simulations require a particle
”cloning”/deletion to ensure that the particle weights of
colliding particles are similar, the ESBGK approach can
handle different particle weights without additional par-
ticle manipulation. The surface of the blunted cone is
diffusively reflective and with complete thermal accom-
modation at a constant wall temperature of Tw = 300 K.
Three different test are performed with the inflow condi-
tions shown in Table II to investigate different composi-
tions as well as mass ratios of the included atoms.

TABLE II. Inflow conditions for 70◦ blunted cone cases.
n∞ [1/m3] T∞ [K] u∞ [m/s] Composition

Case 1 7.43 · 1020 13.3 1502.57 3/4N-1/4O
Case 2 7.43 · 1020 13.3 1502.57 3/4Ar-1/4He
Case 3 2.4 · 1021 13.3 1502.57 1/3N-1/3O-1/3Ar
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T
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s
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(a) Temperature
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N
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b
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n
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−
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ESBGK, CollInt

(b) Number density

FIG. 2. Comparison of the stationary solution for a supersonic
Couette flow for a 50%-50% argon-helium mixture.

1. Case 1

The first test is performed with an atomic nitrogen-
oxygen mixture at a 75%-25% ratio. A comparison of
the mean translational temperature of the gas mixture
using DSMC and ESBGK is depicted in Fig. 6. The
results using Wilke’s mixing rules or collision integrals are
almost identical in this case and are therefore not shown
in this comparison. The ESBGK model predicts an early
onset of the temperature increase compared with DSMC,
which results in slightly wider shock profiles. However,
the overall agreement for with the DSMC result is very
good.

The simulation results of the mean flow variables of
the mixture as well as the species flow variables over the
stagnation stream line are shown in Fig. 7 and Fig. 8, re-
spectively. The overall agreement for both methods with
the DSMC result is very good. Again, small differences in
the temperature can be observed during the onset of the
shock, however, the agreement in the post-shock region
is excellent.
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the stationary solution for a supersonic
Couette flow for a 75%-25% argon-helium mixture.

The heat flux and pressure on the surface of the
cone are depicted in Fig. 9 and Fig. 10 with the points
{A,B,C,D} corresponding to the points depicted in Fig. 6.
Both show excellent agreement on the flow-facing heat
shield as well as the sting further downstream.

2. Case 2

Case 2 is performed with an argon-helium mixture at
a 75%-25% ratio. This mixture has a significant higher
mass ratio mAr/mHe ≈ 10 compared with the first case
mO/mN ≈ 1.14. Therefore a greater difference between
Wilke’s mixing rules and the collision integral approach
is expected here. However, the results of the mean flow
variables of the mixture (Fig. 11) as well as the species
flow variables (Fig. 12) over the stagnation stream line
are almost identical for both models. Furthermore, the
agreement of both ESBGK models with DSMC regard-
ing the mean flow variables in Fig. 11 is very good, the
deviations are only slightly larger than in Case 1.

The differences between the ESBGK models and
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FIG. 4. Comparison of the stationary solution for a supersonic
Couette flow for a 50%-50% nitrogen-oxygen mixture.

FIG. 5. Geometry of the 70◦ blunted cone. Rb = 25.0 mm,
Rc = 1.25 mm, Rj = 2.08 mm, Rn = 12.5 mm, Rs = 6.25 mm.
S denotes the arc length along the surface.

DSMC are more pronounced for the individual species
in Fig. 12. Nevertheless, the deviation is still rela-
tively small for the large mass ratio. We expect that
this difference can be further reduced with more so-
phisticated models, e.g. by Klingenberg, Pirner, and
Puppo 13 , Todorova and Steijl 16 . These will be imple-
mented and compared in the future.

The pressure on the surface depicted in Fig. 13 is
almost identical for DSMC and both ESBGK models.
The heat flux, however, shows a difference between the
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FIG. 7. 70◦ blunted cone, Case 1: Mixture mean values of
gas temperature, velocity in x-direction and number density
along stagnation stream line using DSMC and ESBGK.

two ESBGK models, where the collision integral ESBGK
model matches the DSMC result very well on the flow-
facing heat shield while Wilke’s mixing rules show a slight
deviation from the DSMC result as shown in Fig. 14.
This result was to be expected with regard to the results
of the supersonic Couette flow of Section IV B.

3. Case 3

The third case is performed with an equal ra-
tio nitrogen-oxygen-argon mixture with mass ratios of
mAr/mN ≈ mAr/mO ≈ 2.6. For this case, the product αPr
is depicted in Fig. 15 to illustrate the changing Prandtl
number of the mixture in the flow. The factor αPr is
ranging between 0.7 and 0.8 in this example.
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FIG. 8. 70◦ blunted cone, Case 1: Species temperatures,
velocities in x-direction, and number densities along the stag-
nation stream line using DSMC and ESBGK.

Again, the results of the mean flow variables of the
mixture (Fig. 16) as well as the species flow variables
(Fig. 17) over the stagnation stream line show a very
good agreement between DSMC and both ESBGK mod-
els. The DSMC temperature curve of argon as the heavi-
est species is well reproduced with the ESBGK modeling
as depicted in Fig. 17.

The pressure on the surface depicted in Fig. 18 is prac-
tically identical again for DSMC and ESBGK. The heat
flux of the collision integral ESBGK model matches the
DSMC result better than Wilke’s mixing rules on the
flow-facing heat shield as depicted in Fig. 19. But again,
the result with Wilke’s mixing rules is also quite good.

A performance comparison for 100 iterations between
DSMC as well as ESBGK with Wilke’s mixing rules and
the collision integral approach is given in Table III for the
third case. In cases 1 and 2 the computing time between
DSMC and ESBGK was almost the same due to the de-
gree of rarefication. This has already been described in
detail by Pfeiffer, Mirza, and Nizenkov 3 , Pfeiffer 8 and is
expected that DSMC will be faster than ESBGK, when
the number of collisions is low. In the third test case,
however, the density was slightly increased and as shown
in Table III, the ESBGK method outperforms DSMC.
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FIG. 11. 70◦ blunted cone, Case 2: Mixture mean values of
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along stagnation stream line.
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FIG. 12. 70◦ blunted cone, Case 2: Species temperatures,
velocities in x-direction, and number densities along the stag-
nation stream line using DSMC and ESBGK.

Time step
∆t [s]

CPU Time /
300 iterations

[s]

CPU Time /
4.5 · 10−5 s
Simulation

time [s]
DSMC 2 · 10−8 112 840
ESBGK Wilke 1.5 · 10−7 55 55
ESBGK CollInt 1.5 · 10−7 60 60

TABLE III. Comparison of CPU time between DSMC
(NDSMC

part = 6.1 · 106) as well as ESBGK (NBGK
part = NDSMC

part /2)
with Wilke’s mixing rules and the collision integral model for
Case 3. The CPU time is the time per node with 40 cores on
an Intel Xeon Platinum 8160 CPU @ 2.10GHz.

This is partly because DSMC needs more particles to
resolve the mean free path, and partly because DSMC
requires a smaller time step to resolve the collision fre-
quency in this case. As a result, DSMC takes about 14
times longer than ESBGK to achieve the same simula-
tion time for the third test case. The difference in sim-
ulation time between ESBGK with Wilke’s model and
the collision integral model is acceptable considering the
increased accuracy in the simulation results.
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V. CONCLUSION

Multi-species modeling for atomic species in the
particle-based ellipsoidal statistical Bhatnagar-Gross-
Krook model is implemented using Brull’s model15. For
the determination of the transport coefficients two ap-
proaches have been implemented. The first relies on
Wilke’s mixture rules to determine the mixture proper-
ties and the second calculates them from collision inte-
grals (for the Variable Hard Sphere model). The im-
plementation is verified with reservoir test cases, a su-
personic Couette flow test case and the hypersonic flow
around a 70◦ blunted cone at different free-stream con-
ditions, and the results are compared with the DSMC
method. The collision integral model offers the best
agreement overall, and especially when the mass ratio
is high (e.g. in an argon-helium mixture) compared to
Wilke’s mixing rules. However, Wilke’s mixing rules
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FIG. 15. 70◦ blunted cone, Case 3: Plot of αPr for the
collision integral model.
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FIG. 16. 70◦ blunted cone, Case 3: Mixture mean values of
gas temperature, velocity in x-direction and number density
along stagnation stream line.

show good agreement for smaller mass ratios as demon-
strated in supersonic Couette and the 70◦ blunted cone
test cases. Although the calculation of the transport co-
efficients through the collision integrals is more complex,
a first performance comparison of the computational ef-
fort suggests that the increase is below 10% compared to
Wilke’s mixing rules.

The next steps in the development include the inves-
tigation of more advanced models for the extension of
the kinetic equations (e.g. Todorova and Steijl 16 and
Klingenberg, Pirner, and Puppo 13) and the extension of
the current models to diatomic molecules. Looking fur-
ther ahead, modeling of chemical reactions shall allow
the bidirectional coupling with the DSMC method for a
multitude of applications such as the simulation of atmo-
spheric entry maneuvers and in-space propulsion.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors gratefully acknowledge the Deutsche
Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) for funding this research



Multi-species modeling in the ESBGK method for monatomic species 11

0.02 0.025 0.03 0.035 0.04
0

500

1,000

1,500

T
[K

]
DSMC ESBGK Wilke ESBGK CollInt

N O Ar

0.02 0.025 0.03 0.035 0.04
0

500

1,000

1,500

v x
[m

/
s]

0.02 0.025 0.03 0.035 0.04

1021

1022

x [m]

n
[m

−
3
]

FIG. 17. 70◦ blunted cone, Case 3: Species temperatures,
velocities in x-direction, and number densities along the stag-
nation stream line using DSMC and ESBGK.

within the project “Partikelverfahren mit Strahlungslöser
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