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Abstract

The discrete velocity method (DVM) for rarefied flows and unified methods based on the DVM framework for

flows in all regimes have worked well as precise flow solvers over the past decades and have been successfully

extended to other important physical fields. However, these methods primarily focus on modeling gas-gas in-

teractions. For gas-surface interactions (GSI) at the wall boundary, they usually use the full accommodation

diffuse reflection model, which cannot accurately describe the behavior of reflected gas molecules in rarefied

flows. To overcome this bottleneck and extend the DVM and unified methods to more realistic boundary con-

ditions, a Cercignani-Lampis (CL) boundary with different momentum and thermal energy accommodations

is proposed and integrated into the DVM framework. In this work, by giving the macroscopic flux from the

numerical quadrature of the incident molecular distribution, the reflected macroscopic flux can be obtained

for the given accommodation coefficients. Then, an anisotropic Gaussian distribution can be found for the

reflected molecules, whose parameters are determined by the calculated reflected macroscopic flux. These

macroscopic flux and microscopic Gaussian distribution form a complete physical process for the reflected

molecules. Furthermore, the CL boundary is integrated into the unified gas-kinetic scheme (UGKS), making

it suitable for the simulation of both monatomic and diatomic gas flows, and it accommodates both the

conventional Cartesian velocity space and the recently developed efficient unstructured velocity space. More-

over, this new GSI boundary is suitable for both explicit and implicit schemes, offering better performance

for flow prediction. Finally, the performance of the new boundary is validated through a series of numerical

tests covering a wide range of Knudsen and Mach numbers.
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1. Introduction

Multi-scale flows from earth surface to outer space (or from macroscale to microscale) are common in

scenarios such as near-space vehicles and micro-electro-mechanical systems (MEMS), where multiple flow

regimes (including continuum, slip, transitional, and free molecular ones) often coexist within a single flow

field, leading to complex dynamic process, and challenging the physical modeling and numerical predictions.

It is necessary to employ multiple flow models to describe gas-gas interaction (GGI). Additionally, the gas-

surface interaction (GSI), which serves as a wall boundary condition [1], plays an important role in the

prediction of aerodynamic forces and heat transfer [2, 3]. As the rarefaction level increases, the impact of

the GSI boundary becomes increasingly significant [4]. Consequently, the GSI boundary has important ap-

plications in aerospace engineering, vacuum technology, microelectronics manufacturing, and surface science.

To accurately predict these complex multi-scale flows, it is essential to effectively tackle both GGI and GSI

challenges.

There are two basic approaches to develop a numerical method for multi-scale flows: the domain decompo-

sition strategy and the unified strategy [5]. The unified strategy can be further classified into the deterministic

methods, also referred to as the discrete velocity method (DVM) [6, 7], based on discrete velocity space, and

the stochastic methods based on model particles [8, 9, 10, 11]. Deterministic methods provide substantial

benefits in simulating low-speed multi-scale flows without statistical fluctuations. However, they require ex-

tensive computational resources for high-speed multi-scale flow simulations [12, 13, 14]. On the other hand,

stochastic methods provide notable advantages in simulating high-speed multi-scale flows. Nevertheless, they

face challenges related to statistical fluctuations and require lengthy time-averaging processes for low-speed

multi-scale flow simulations [15]. In recent years, a class of unified methods based on discrete velocity space

has been proposed, such as the unified gas-kinetic scheme (UGKS) [16, 17], discrete unified gas-kinetic scheme

(DUGKS) [18, 19], the general synthetic iteration scheme (GSIS) [20, 21], the gas-kinetic unified algorithm

(GKUA) [7, 22] the improved discrete velocity method (IDVM) [23, 24]. These unified methods make it

possible to solve multi-scale flow problems using a unified numerical method. At the present stage, unified

methods have been successfully extended to other multi-scale physics, such as radiation of photons [25, 26],

phonon heat transfer [27, 28], and plasma gas transfer [29]. After a decade of development, numerous nu-

merical techniques have been devised and incorporated into these unified methods to improve computational

efficiency and reduce memory costs [30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39].

In comparison to the significant attention given to the GGI models in simulating multi-scale flows, the

effort devoted to the GSI boundary is insufficient [40]. Although several GSI boundaries have been devel-

2



oped, including the Maxwell boundary [41, 42], the Cercignani–Lampis–Lord (CLL) boundary [43, 44], and

other derivative boundaries [45, 46, 40, 47, 48], almost all the deterministic methods have only applied the

diffuse reflection boundary condition with full thermal accommodation, which can be viewed as a rough

Maxwell boundary with a fixed accommodation coefficient (AC) [3, 49] at unity, deviating from the real

value. The Maxwell boundary, which combines the diffuse and specular reflection models by a fraction, is

the first and simplest GSI boundary. It is widely recognized that the Maxwell boundary has a single AC and

cannot simultaneously describe the different momentum and thermal energy accommodations of reflected

gas molecules [50]. In fact, the AC is a physical property of a solid surface, which affects the friction force

and heat transport on it, being crucial for aerodynamic and aerothermal predictions. Typically, ACs can

be calibrated based on experimental data [51, 52] or the results of molecular dynamics (MD) simulations

[53, 54, 55, 56]. Common ACs include the normal and tangential momentum ACs (NMAC and TMAC), the

energy AC (EAC), the normal and tangential energy ACs (NEAC and TEAC), and the rotational energy

AC (REAC). Cercignani and Lampis proposed a phenomenological GSI boundary (CL boundary) that uses

two independent scattering kernels and two independent ACs (NEAC and TMAC) to describe the normal

and tangential velocity components of reflected gas molecules [2]. Later, Lord expanded Cercignani and

Lampis’s boundary (known as the CLL boundary) and implemented it in the direct simulation Monte Carlo

(DSMC) method, one of the most famous stochastic methods, making it a popular tool for theoretical and

computational studies of rarefied gas flows [43, 44]. In the stochastic methods based on model particles,

the wall boundary condition is applied through the reflected gas molecules, obtained via sampling methods

based on the scattering kernel of a GSI boundary [57]. However, in the DVM methods, the wall boundary

condition is applied through the reflected distribution function, which requires integrating the scattering

kernel over the velocity space, making the application of GSI boundaries more challenging within the DVM

framework. It is worth noting that the CLL boundary depends on the velocity of incident particles, presenting

a challenge in deriving the corresponding reflected distribution function. In contrast, the scattering kernel of

the diffuse reflection model is independent of the incident particle velocity, simplifying the derivation of the

corresponding reflected distribution function. As a result, the stochastic methods can seamlessly apply the

CLL boundary by taking advantage of the straightforward sampling of reflection velocity. However, applying

the GSI boundary to the DVM methods, which require calculating the reflected distribution function, re-

mains challenging. Consequently, in previous research, the DVM methods have only been able to adopt the

full accommodation diffuse reflection model. More recently, the author [58] proposed a Maxwell boundary

algorithm within the DVM framework, enabling both the DVM and unified methods to apply more precise

boundary conditions for predicting the behavior of multi-scale flows and other physical fields. In this paper,

a CL boundary with different momentum and thermal energy accommodations is proposed within the DVM
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framework. The new boundary is designed to accommodate both the recently developed efficient unstruc-

tured velocity space [12, 13, 59] and the conventional Cartesian velocity space. Additionally, the proposed CL

boundary enables simulations of both monatomic gases and diatomic gases with internal degrees of freedom.

Finally, this boundary is integrated into the implicit UGKS with a simplified multi-scale numerical flux [60].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces the proposed CL boundary

within the DVM framework, including a brief overview of the UGKS and a detailed description of the new

boundary. Section 3 presents and analyzes several classical numerical simulations to validate the performance

of the proposed CL boundary. Finally, the concluding remarks are given in Section 4.

2. A novel CL boundary for the DVM framework

This paper proposes a novel CL boundary for the DVM framework and implements it within the UGKS

with simplified multi-scale flux [13, 61]. Then, the main body of this section focuses on the details of the

new CL boundary. For completeness, this boundary suits the implicit scheme and diatomic gases.

2.1. Unified gas-kinetic scheme

The UGKS adopts the gas-kinetic relaxation model equation in the following form

∂f

∂t
+ ξ · ∇f = Ω ≡ g − f

τ
, (1)

where f = f (x, ξ,η, e, t) is the distribution function for particles moving in D-dimensional physical space

with a velocity of ξ = (ξ1, ..., ξD) at position x = (x1, ..., xD) and time t. Here, η =
(
ξD+1, ..., ξ3

)
is

the dummy velocity consisting of the rest components of the particle velocity in three-dimensional space, e

represents molecular rotational energy. Ω is the collision operator. τ is the relaxation time relating to the

dynamic viscosity µ and pressure p with τ = µ/p. g is the equilibrium distribution function, such as the

Maxwellian equilibrium distribution geq, the Shakhov [62] equilibrium distribution gS , and the Rykov [63]

equilibrium distribution gR

geq =
ρ

(2πRT )(3+K)/2
exp

(
−c

2 + η2 + e2

2RT

)
, (2)

gS = geq
[
1 + (1− Pr)

c · q
5pRT

(
c2 + η2

RT
− 5

)]
, (3)

gR =

(
1− 1

Zrot

)
gtr +

1

Zrot
grot, (4)

where ρ is the density, R is the gas constant, T is the temperature, Pr is the Prandtl number, c = ξ −U is

the peculiar velocity with U being the macroscopic flow velocity, q is the heat flux, and Zrot is the rotational
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collision number. The distribution functions gtr and grot in Eq. (4) are given by

gtr = n

(
1

2πRTtr

) 3
2

exp−
c2+η2

2RTtr

1

mRTrot
exp−

e
mRTrot

×
[
1 +

c · qtr
15RTtrptr

(
c2 + η2

RTtr
− 5

)
+ (1− δ)

c · qrot
RTtrprot

(
e

mRTrot
− 1

)]
,

(5)

grot = n

(
1

2πRT

) 3
2

exp−
c2+η2

2RT
1

mRT
exp−

e
mRT

×
[
1 + ω0

c · qtr
15RTp

(
c2 + η2

RT
− 5

)
+ ω1 (1− δ)

c · qrot
RTp

( e

mRT
− 1
)]
,

(6)

where n is the molecular number density, m is the molecular mass, Ttr and Trot are the translational and

rotational temperature, respectively, ptr and prot are the pressure corresponding to Ttr and Trot, respectively,

qtr and qrot are the translational and rotational heat flux, respectively. The other coefficients are δ = 1/1.55,

ω0 = 0.2354, and ω1 = 0.3049 for nitrogen [61]. In this work, the Shakhov equilibrium distribution gS and

the Rykov equilibrium distribution gR are adopted for the simulations of monatomic and diatomic gas flows,

respectively.

Integrating Eq. (1) over control volume (cell) j from time tn to tn+1, the discrete governing equation can

be written as

fn+1
j − fn

j +
∆t∣∣Vj
∣∣F

n+1/2
j =

∆t

2

(
Ωn+1

j +Ωn
j

)
(7)

where |Vj | is the volume of cell j, ∆t = tn+1 − tn is the time step, and F
n+1/2
j is the microscopic flux

F
n+1/2
j =

∑

k

ξ ·Ak
j f
(
xk
j , ξ, tn+1/2

)
, (8)

where Ak
j is the outward normal vector of the kth face of cell j with an area of

∣∣Ak
j

∣∣, and xk
j is the center of

this face. In this study, a simplified multi-scale flux is employed. Integrating Eq. (1) along the characteristic

line (in the direction of particle velocity) from tn to tn+1/2, the interface distribution function f
(
xk
j , ξ, tn+1/2

)

can be expressed as

f
(
xk
j , ξ, tn+1/2

)
=

2τn+1/2

2τn+1/2 +∆t
f

(
xk
j − ξ

∆t

2
, ξ, tn

)
+

∆t

2τn+1/2 +∆t
g
(
xk
j , ξ, tn+1/2

)
, (9)

where the free transport distribution (representing the microscopic mechanism) and equilibrium distribution

(representing the macroscopic mechanism) are coupled rationally, leading to the multi-scale property of the

present UGKS.

To run the microscopic evolution for getting f , the equilibrium state g is needed, which is depended on

the macroscopic variablesW = (ρ, ρU , ρE, ρErot)
T
, where ρ, ρU , ρE and ρErot are the density, momentum,
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total energy and rotational energy, respectively. Therefore, take the moments of Eq. (7), the macroscopic

evolution equation can be found

W n+1
j =W n

j − ∆t

|Vj |

∫
ψF

n+1/2
j dξ +

1

2

(
Sn+1
j + Sn

j

)
, (10)

where
∫
ψF

n+1/2
j dξ is the macroscopic flux, ψ is the collision invariant, and S is the source term [14]. Once

the macroscopic variables are updated, the implicit equation Eq. (7) can be explicitly written as

fn+1
j =

(
1 +

∆t

2τn+1
j

)
−1 [

fn
j − ∆t∣∣Vj

∣∣F
n+1/2
j +

∆t

2

(
gn+1
j

τn+1
j

+
gnj − fn

j

τnj

)]
. (11)

Therefore, in UGKS the macroscopic variables and distribution functions are updated sequentially by Eqs.

10 and 11, respectively.

2.2. Details of modeling the new boundary

In this section, the details of modeling the new CL boundary are discussed. The main idea is to first

derive the reflected macroscopic flux from the definition of the given ACs (QAC). Next, a specialized Gaussian

distribution with unknown parameters is designed to describe the behavior of the reflected gas molecules,

and the Gaussian reflected macroscopic flux (QG), which is expressed in terms of these parameters, can be

obtained. The unknown parameters are then determined by equating the two fluxes (QG = QAC). Finally,

the Gaussian reflected distribution function can be obtained based on these parameters.

2.2.1. The reflected macroscopic flux dependent on AC

According to Ref. [57, 52], the definition of AC is

αp =
QI,p −QAC,p

QI,p −QD,p
, (12)

where αp is the AC of the flow variables p. For example, αmn and αmt stand for the AC of normal momentum

and tangential momentum, respectively, which are referred to as NMAC and TMAC. QI,p, QD,p, and QAC,p

are the incident macroscopic flux, diffuse reflected macroscopic flux, and reflected macroscopic flux dependent

on AC of the flow variables p, respectively. According to Eq. (12), the reflected macroscopic flux dependent

on αp can be calculated as

QAC,p = (1− αp)QI,p + αpQD,p. (13)

Therefore, once αp is determined from either experimental data or MD simulation results, the reflected macro-

scopic flux can be obtained. Specially, when the full accommodation diffuse reflection model is employed,

the reflected macroscopic flux equals the diffuse reflected macroscopic flux (QAC,p = QD,p). Consequently,

all the ACs are equal to 1 for the diffuse reflection model.
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2.2.2. The Gaussian reflected distribution function

It is well known that the Maxwell boundary is a combination of the diffuse and specular reflection

models, and the diffuse reflection model follows a Maxwellian distribution, which is an isotropic Gaussian

distribution. Inspired by this, a simplified anisotropic Gaussian distribution is used to replace the Maxwellian

distribution in the diffuse reflection model, allowing for a description of different accommodation of the

normal and tangential components of momentum and energy. Therefore, the new boundary can be viewed as

a combination of anisotropic Gaussian reflection and specular reflection. Furthermore, to avoid the complex

treatment of the specular model in velocity space [58], a tangential reflected velocity is introduced and

combined with the simplified anisotropic Gaussian distribution. Finally, the mathematical expression of the

proposed CL boundary can be stated as follows

fG = ρw
1

(2π)
3/2

(σ1σ22)
1/2

exp

[
−1

2

(
v1

2

σ1
+

(v2 − Vs,2)
2 + (v3 − Vs,3)

2

σ2

)]
, v1 > 0, (14)

where fG is the Gaussian reflected distribution function. vi represents the component of the reflected molec-

ular velocity in the local surface coordinate system, where v1 is the normal component pointing toward the

flow from the surface, v2 and v3 are the tangential components. ρw and Vs,i are the surface density and the

reflected velocity, respectively. σi is related to the anisotropic temperature Ti with σi = RTi. T1 and T2 are

the normal temperature and tangential temperature, respectively. R is the gas constant. It should be noted

that the parameters ρw, σi, and Vs,i are unknown and need to be determined. Specifically, when Vs,i = 0

and Ti = Tw (wall temperature), the present boundary reverts to the diffuse reflection model

fD = ρw
1

(2πσw)
3/2

exp

[
−1

2

(
v21 + v22 + v23

σw

)]
, v1 > 0. (15)

For diatomic gas flows [32], the rotational reflected distribution function can be calculated as

fR = σrfG, v1 > 0, (16)

where σr is related to the rotational temperature Tr with σr = RTr.

According to Ref. [57], the distribution function of the diffuse reflection model on the discrete velocity

can be decomposed into

fD = ρwfD (v1) fD (v2) fD (v3) , (17)

where fD (vi) follows a normal distribution

fD (vi) =
1

(2πσw)
1/2

exp

(
− vi

2

2σw

)
, i = 1, 2, 3. (18)

Similarly, the distribution function of proposed CL boundary (Eq. (14)) on the discrete velocity can be

decomposed into

fG = ρwfG (v1) fG (v2) fG (v3) , (19)
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where

fG (v1) =
1

(2πσ1)
1/2

exp

(
− v1

2

2σ1

)
,

fG (vi) =
1

(2πσ2)
1/2

exp

(
− (vi − Vs,i)

2

2σ2

)
, i = 2, 3.

(20)

Obviously, the distribution function in Eq. (20) also follows a normal distribution. Furthermore, it is im-

portant to emphasize that, unlike the diffuse reflection model where the three sub-distributions are identical,

the present boundary features distinct sub-distributions. This distinction allows the present boundary to

simultaneously capture different momentum and thermal energy accommodations for reflected gas molecules.

According to Eqs. (14) and (16), the Gaussian reflected macroscopic flux QG can be calculated as

QG,ρ = ⌊fG⌋ = ρw

(σ1
2π

)1/2
,

QG,mn = ⌊v1fG⌋ = ρw
σ1
2
,

QG,mt2 = ⌊v2fG⌋ = ρwVs,2

(σ1
2π

)1/2
,

QG,mt3 = ⌊v3fG⌋ = ρwVs,3

(σ1
2π

)1/2
,

QG,E =

⌊
v21 + v22 + v23

2
fG + fR

⌋
= ρw

σ1
1/2
(
Vs,2

2 + Vs,3
2 + 2 (σ1 + σ2 + σr)

)

2(2π)
1/2

,

QG,En =

⌊
v21
2
fG

⌋
= ρw

σ1
3/2

(2π)
1/2

,

QG,Et =

⌊
v22 + v23

2
fG

⌋
= ρw

σ1
1/2
(
Vs,2

2 + Vs,3
2 + 2σ2

)

2(2π)
1/2

,

QG,ǫ = ⌊fR⌋ = ρwσr

(σ1
2π

)1/2
,

(21)

where ⌊ψ⌋ =
∫

v1>0

v1ψdv represents the reflected macroscopic flux of ψ. QG,ρ, QG,mn, QG,mt2, QG,mt3,

QG,E, QG,En, QG,Et and QG,ǫ are the reflected mass flux, normal momentum flux, tangential momentum

flux related to v2, tangential momentum flux related to v3, total energy flux, normal energy flux, tangential

energy flux, and rotational energy flux, respectively. It is evident that the total energy flux is the sum of

the normal, tangential, and rotational energy fluxes (QG,E = QG,En + QG,Et + QG,ǫ). Therefore, knowing

any three of these four fluxes enables determination of the fourth. Once the unknown parameters in Eqs.

(14), (16), and (21) are determined, the reflected distribution function, the reflected microscopic flux, and

the reflected macroscopic flux can be obtained.

2.2.3. Solving the unknown parameters

The macroscopic fluxes that need to be calculated in numerical simulations are mass flux, normal mo-

mentum flux, tangential momentum flux, total energy flux, and rotational energy flux. The expressions for
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these macroscopic fluxes form a closed system of equations with six unknown parameters, thus we have

{
ρw σ1 σ2 Vs,2 Vs,3 σr

}
= Solve

[
QG,ρ QG,mn QG,mt2 QG,mt3 QG,E QG,ǫ

]
, (22)

where Solve[G] represents solving the system of equations for the macroscopic flux G. More specifically, the

expressions for these unknown parameters can be written as

ρw =
πQG,ρ

2

QG,mn
,

σ1 =
2QG,mn

2

πQG,ρ
,

Vs,2 =
QG,mt2

QG,ρ
,

Vs,3 =
QG,mt3

QG,ρ
,

σ2 =
π
(
2QG,ρ (QG,E −QG,ε)−QG,mt2

2 −QG,mt3
2
)
− 4QG,mn

2

2πQG,ρ
2 ,

σr =
QG,ε

QG,ρ
.

(23)

2.2.4. The linear small perturbation boundary

Since the present CL boundary is introduced for the first time, it is crucial to validate its performance. In

this study, the results of the Maxwell boundary and the CLL boundary will serve as benchmarks to evaluate

the proposed boundary. It is important to note that the ACs for the energy components—namely, the NEAC

and TEAC—are also required for both the Maxwell and CLL boundaries. In the Maxwell boundary, all ACs

are identical, whereas in the CLL boundary, they may differ. In this paper, a linear small perturbation CL

boundary is proposed to meet these ACs

f̃G = fG

(
1 + a

(
v1 +

(πσ1
2

)1/2))
, v1 > 0, (24)

where a is the new unknown parameter. It should be noted that the linear small perturbation CL boundary

can only be employed when the following condition is satisfied

∆ = πQG,mn
2 + 4 (π − 4) (3π − 8)QG,EnQG,ρ > 0. (25)

In this case, the unknown parameters can be determined by

{
a ρw σ1 σ2 Vs,2 Vs,3 σr

}
= Solve

[
QG,ρ QG,mn QG,mt2 QG,mt3 QG,E QG,En QG,ǫ

]
.

(26)

If the condition 25 is not satisfied, the parameter a in Eq. 24 is set to 0, indicating that the linear small

perturbation Eq. 24 reverts to Eq. 14. And the remaining unknown parameters for the Maxwell boundary
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can be calculated as follows
{
ρw σ1 σ2 Vs,2 Vs,3 σr

}
= χSolve

[
QG,ρ QG,mn QG,mt2 QG,mt3 QG,E QG,ǫ

]

+ (1− χ)Solve
[
QG,ρ QG,mt2 QG,mt3 QG,E QG,En QG,ǫ

]
,

(27)

here, χ serves as the weight coefficient and is set as the single AC (αM in Eq. (29)) of the Maxwell boundary

in this work. For the CLL boundary, the unknown parameters can be calculated as

{
ρw σ1 σ2 Vs,2 Vs,3 σr

}
= Solve

[
QG,ρ QG,mt2 QG,mt3 QG,E QG,En QG,ǫ

]
. (28)

The expressions for these parameters in Eqs. (26), (27), and (28) are provided in Appendix A

2.2.5. Discussion on the NMAC

In this paper, the ACs are represented by αmn, αmt, αE , αEn, αEt and αǫ, corresponding to NMAC,

TMAC, EAC, NEAC, TEAC, and REAC, respectively. For the single-parameter Maxwell boundary, all the

ACs are equal to the same value, αM

αmn = αmt = αE = αEn = αEt = αǫ = αM . (29)

For the CLL boundary, the accommodation of momentum and thermal energy differ in the tangential and

normal components. There are two independent parameters for monatomic gas flows (αmt and αEn) and

three independent parameters for diatomic gas flows (αmt, αEn, and αǫ). And the TEAC is calculated from

the TMAC [57, 52]

αEt = αmt(2− αmt). (30)

However, there is no unique method to evaluate the NMAC. In Ref. [64] and [65], the NMAC is considered

equal to the NEAC

αmn = αEn. (31)

While in Ref. [66], the NMAC and NEAC have a relationship similar to that of the TMAC and TEAC

αEn = αmn(2− αmn), (32)

or

αmn = 1−
√
1− αEn. (33)

In this paper, the following empirical formula is used to evaluate the NMAC for the proposed CL boundary

when compared to the CLL boundary

αmn = 0.6233αEn
3 − 0.0682αEn

2 + 0.4375αEn. (34)
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The curves of NMAC and NEAC, as given by Eqs. (31), (33), and (34), are plotted in Fig. 1.

α

α

Figure 1: The curves of NMAC and NEAC.

Finally, we summarize the entire computation procedure for the reflected distribution function of the

proposed CL boundary as follows

Step 1. Calculate the incident macroscopic flux QI and the diffuse reflected macroscopic flux QD.

Step 2. Calculate the reflected macroscopic flux QAC dependent on AC according to Eq. (13).

Step 3. Calculate the unknown parameters using Eq. (26), (27) or (28) as needed.

Step 4. Calculate the Gaussian reflected distribution function using Eq. (14).

3. Numerical experiment

In this section, three test cases are conducted to validate the proposed CL boundary in the DVM frame-

work. The simulation results from the DS2V software [67] and literature data are used as reference bench-

marks.

Generally, four independent characteristic variables are introduced in the non-dimensional reference sys-

tem, namely, reference length Lref = Lc, reference temperature Tref = T∞, reference density ρref = ρ∞ and

reference speed Uref =
√
2RTref , where Lc is the characteristic length scale of the flow, T∞ and ρ∞ are

temperature and density of the freestream, respectively. Thus, the following basic non-dimensional quantities

can be obtained

L̂ =
L

Lref
, T̂ =

T

Tref
, ρ̂ =

ρ

ρref
, Û =

U

Uref
. (35)
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One can obtain a complete non-dimensional system by employing these basic quantities. Unless declared

otherwise, all variables in the following that lack a “hat” are non-dimensional quantities for simplicity’s sake.

3.1. Supersonic flow over a sharp flat plate

The supersonic flow over a sharp flat plate is simulated to validate the performance of the proposed

method in monatomic gas flows. The working gas is argon and the variable hard-sphere (VHS) model with

a heat index of ω = 0.81 is employed. The configuration is the same with the run34 case in Ref. [68]. Figure

2(a) illustrates the physical space mesh and geometric shape of the sharp flat plate. The height of the first

layer (HFL) of the mesh on the surface of the plate is 0.2 mm. The flat plate has a thickness of 15 mm and

an upper surface length of 100 mm, forming a sharp angle of 30 degrees. The surface temperature of the flat

plate is maintained at 290 K, and the Mach number (Ma) and temperature of freestream are 4.89 and 116 K,

respectively. The Knudsen number (Kn) of the freestream, with the flat plate’s length as the characteristic

length, is 0.0078. Figure 2(b) illustrates the unstructured velocity space mesh, comprising 896 cells.

First, we test the performance of the proposed CL boundary in two extreme cases: full thermal ac-

commodation (where all ACs are equal to 1, corresponding to the diffuse reflection model) and no thermal

accommodation (where all ACs are equal to 0, corresponding to the specular reflection model). Figures 3

and 4 show the contours of density, temperature, and horizontal velocity for the flow fields in these two cases.

It is evident that the flow field properties in these two cases are quite different. Figures 5 and 6 present a

comparison of the pressure coefficient, skin friction coefficient, and heat transfer coefficient on the surface of

the flat plate for these two cases. The present results are in good agreement with those obtained from DS2V.

For ease of comparison, the surface coefficients are presented using an S-coordinate system, arranged in a

counterclockwise direction, with the end of the upper surface designated as the origin. To further investigate

the performance of the proposed boundary in the intermediate state between the two extreme cases, it is

necessary to adjust the ACs for simulations and analyze the results. Figure 7 shows the comparison of the

pressure coefficient, skin friction coefficient, and heat transfer coefficient on the surface of a flat plate with the

Maxwell boundary as the benchmark. The single AC parameter of the Maxwell boundary, αM , varies from 0.8

to 0.2, and the results are close to those of DS2V. Figure 8 presents the comparison of the pressure coefficient,

skin friction coefficient, and heat transfer coefficient on the surface of a flat plate with the CLL boundary

as the benchmark. In this case, the two independent ACs are set to the same value, i.e., αmt = αEn = αC ,

with αC varying from 0.8 to 0.2. Once again, the present results are in good agreement with those of DS2V.

In addition to analyzing the distribution of physical quantities on the surface, it is important to consider

the influence of the GSI boundary on the flow field. Figures 9 and 10 present the horizontal velocity and

temperature profiles over the flat plate at vertical positions X = 5 mm and 20 mm, with the Maxwell bound-

ary as the benchmark. Figures 11 and 12 show the corresponding profiles with the CLL boundary as the

12



benchmark. The results from the present simulation align well with those obtained from DS2V. Additionally,

the slip velocity and jump temperature on the surface vary differently as the ACs change. This indicates that

the GSI boundary has a significant influence on the flow field and aerodynamic properties, demonstrating

that the proposed CL boundary can be effectively used for flow prediction, functioning as either a Maxwell

or CLL boundary.

3.2. Supersonic flow in a microchannel

The simulation of supersonic microchannel flow is conducted to validate the performance of the present

boundary in diatomic gas flows. The freestream flow conditions align with those reported in Ref. [69], and

the results from the same source are used as benchmarks. The simulation configuration and computational

domain are depicted in Fig. 13. The working gas is nitrogen and the VHS model with ω = 0.74 is employed.

The rotational collision number is 3.5. The Mach number and freestream temperature are 4.15 and 300 K,

respectively. The temperatures of the upper and lower surfaces are both 323 K. The aspect ratio of the

microchannel is set to 5, corresponding to a height H of 1.2 µm and a length L of 6.0 µm. The freestream

upstream length Lu is 0.6 µm. In this study, the characteristic length is defined as the microchannel height

H , resulting in a Knudsen number of 0.062. Figures 14 and 15 show the physical space mesh and velocity

space mesh, which consist of 12348 and 1570 cells, respectively. The HFL of the physical space mesh on the

surface is 0.005 µm.

To simulate the GSI effects, the diffuse reflection model and the CLL boundary are employed for the

lower and upper walls, respectively. In Ref. [69], the DSMC method was used to conduct this simulation.

Since the flow is parallel to the wall, the NEAC is fixed at 1.0, and the REAC is also fixed at 1.0 in this case,

while the TMAC varies from 1.0 to 0.2. Figure 16 shows the flow contours of density, pressure, horizontal

velocity, and translational temperature for αmt = 1.0 (diffuse reflection model) and αmt = 0.2, respectively.

It can be seen that the flow structures with αmt = 0.2 are noticeably different from those with αmt = 1.0.

In the case of αmt = 1.0, two shock waves are observed at the inlet of the microchannel, resulting in strong

coupling between the shock waves and boundary layers inside the microchannel. Moreover, as the TMAC

of the upper surface decreases, the upper shock wave weakens. Figure 17 illustrates the horizontal velocity

profiles at the vertical positions X = 2.4 µm and X = 3.6 µm for various TMAC. As the TMAC decreases,

the velocity slip effect on the wall increases, leading to a gradual rise in horizontal velocity near the upper

surface. Figure 18 depicts the density profiles at the vertical positions X = 2.4 µm and X = 3.6 µm with

varying TMAC. Notably, the density at the lower surface exhibits more significant variation compared to the

upper surface, highlighting the impact of shock wave and boundary layer interactions. Figure 19 presents the

translational temperature profiles at the vertical positions X = 2.4 µm and X = 3.6 µm, showing that as the
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TMAC decreases, the translational temperature gradually decreases. This suggests that the surface’s ability

to heat the flow weakens, or, alternatively, the flow becomes less effective at cooling the surface. Overall, the

present results align well with the references, confirming the effectiveness of the proposed CL boundary in

diatomic gas flow simulations.

3.3. Hypersonic flow over a cylinder

The rarefied hypersonic flow over a cylinder, a classical example of multi-scale flow, is used to evaluate the

performance of the proposed CL boundary across a wide range of Mach and Knudsen numbers. Specifically,

the study considers two Mach numbers (5.0 and 10.0) and three Knudsen numbers (0.1, 1.0, and 10.0). The

results from DS2V using the Maxwell and CLL boundaries, with ACs ranging from 0.8 to 0.2, are employed

as benchmarks. The working gas is argon, and the VHS model with ω = 0.81 is used. The temperatures

of both the freestream and surface are 273 K, with the cylinder’s radius of 1 mm serving as the reference

length. Figure 20 illustrates the physical space mesh with an HFL of 0.01 mm for Kn = 10.0. For Kn = 1.0

and 0.1, the HFLs are 0.01 mm and 0.005 mm, respectively. Figure 21 presents the unstructured velocity

space mesh for Ma = 5.0 with 2391 cells and Ma = 10.0 with 2606 cells.

The performance of the proposed CL boundary in representing both the Maxwell and CLL boundaries

is examined in turn. First, the results obtained from DS2V using the Maxwell boundary are employed as

reference. Figures 22, 23, and 24 show the pressure coefficient, friction coefficient, and heat transfer coefficient

on the cylindrical surface for Ma = 5.0 and Kn = 10.0, 1.0, and 0.1, respectively. The simulation results

obtained with the proposed method align closely with those from DS2V under different ACs. Comparisons

of the pressure coefficient, friction coefficient, and heat transfer coefficient at Ma = 10.0 are presented in

Figures 25, 26, and 27, corresponding to Kn = 10.0, 1.0, and 0.1, respectively. Again, the current results

agree well with the DS2V results, demonstrating the effectiveness of the proposed CL boundary as a useful

Maxwell boundary. Furthermore, the results demonstrate that the GSI boundary has a significant impact

on both aerodynamic forces and aerodynamic heating. For the comparison of the proposed CL boundary

with the CLL boundary, the TMAC and NEAC are set to the same value (αC) for simplicity, despite their

inherent independence and the possibility of different values. Figures 28, 29, and 30 show the pressure

coefficient, friction coefficient, and heat transfer coefficient atMa = 5, corresponding to Kn = 10.0, 1.0, and

0.1, respectively. Similarly, Figs. 31, 32, and 33 present the comparisons at Ma = 10, with Kn = 10.0, 1.0,

and 0.1, respectively. The results indicate that the proposed CL boundary aligns well with those obtained

from DS2V using the CLL boundary, demonstrating that the present boundary can be considered a valid

CLL boundary.

In summary, the simulations of hypersonic flow over a cylinder with Mach numbers of 5 and 10, and

Knudsen numbers of 10, 1, and 0.1, demonstrate that the proposed CL boundary can function as either a
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Maxwell boundary or a CLL boundary, depending on the chosen ACs. The proposed CL boundary allows both

DVM and unified methods to apply more realistic boundary conditions, accounting for different momentum

and energy accommodation in both normal and tangential directions, enhancing the prediction of multi-scale

flows.

4. Conclusion

A novel CL boundary for the DVM framework is proposed in this work. This new boundary follows an

anisotropic Gaussian distribution, enabling it to simultaneously capture different momentum and thermal

energy accommodations for reflected gas molecules. Additionally, it can recover the classical full accommoda-

tion diffuse reflection model. Depending on the given ACs, this boundary can also recover either the Maxwell

or CLL boundary in numerical simulations. It is compatible with both the conventional Cartesian velocity

space and the recently developed efficient unstructured velocity space, and is integrated into both explicit and

implicit UGKS, offering better performance for flow prediction. The performance of the new boundary has

been validated through simulations of supersonic monatomic gas flow over a sharp flat plate and supersonic

diatomic gas flow in a microchannel within the slip regime. The results are in good agreement with those of

DSMC using Maxwell boundary and CLL boundary. Furthermore, the applicability of the CL boundary has

been further explored by simulating hypersonic flow over a cylinder across a wide range of Mach and Knudsen

numbers. This confirms that the proposed CL boundary effectively captures the gas-surface interactions and

provides more accurate predictions. Consequently, it enables the DVM and unified methods to utilize more

accurate boundary conditions for predicting the behavior of multi-scale flows and other physical phenomena.
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Figure 2: The (a) unstructured physical mesh and (b) unstructured velocity mesh for the supersonic flow over a flat plate

(Ma = 4.89, Kn = 0.0078, T∞ = 116K, Tw = 290K).
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Figure 3: The contours of (a) density, (b) temperature, and (c) horizontal velocity of the supersonic flow over a flat plate, with

all ACs set to 1 (Ma = 4.89, Kn = 0.0078, T∞ = 116K, Tw = 290K).
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Figure 4: The contours of (a) density, (b) temperature, and (c) horizontal velocity of the supersonic flow over a flat plate, with

all ACs set to 0 (Ma = 4.89, Kn = 0.0078, T∞ = 116K, Tw = 290K).
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Figure 5: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of flat plate, with all ACs set to 1 (Ma = 4.89, Kn = 0.0078, T∞ = 116K, Tw = 290K).
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Figure 6: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of flat plate, with all ACs set to 0 (Ma = 4.89, Kn = 0.0078, T∞ = 116K, Tw = 290K).
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Figure 7: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of flat plate with different αM when employing the Maxwell boundary (Ma = 4.89, Kn = 0.0078, T∞ = 116K, Tw = 290K).
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Figure 8: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of flat plate with different αC when employing the CLL boundary (Ma = 4.89, Kn = 0.0078, T∞ = 116K, Tw = 290K).
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Figure 9: Horizontal velocity profiles over the flat plate along the vertical line (a) X = 5 mm, and (b) X = 20 mm with different

αM when employing the Maxwell boundary (Ma = 4.89, Kn = 0.0078, T∞ = 116K, Tw = 290K).
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Figure 10: Temperature profiles over the flat plate along the vertical line (a) X = 5 mm, and (b) X = 20 mm with different αM

when employing the Maxwell boundary (Ma = 4.89, Kn = 0.0078, T∞ = 116K, Tw = 290K).
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Figure 11: Horizontal velocity profiles over the flat plate along the vertical line (a) X = 5 mm, and (b) X = 20 mm with different

αC when employing the CLL boundary (Ma = 4.89, Kn = 0.0078, T∞ = 116K, Tw = 290K).
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Figure 12: Temperature profiles over the flat plate along the vertical line (a) X = 5 mm, and (b) X = 20 mm with different αC

when employing the CLL boundary (Ma = 4.89, Kn = 0.0078, T∞ = 116K, Tw = 290K).
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Figure 13: Schematic view of the computational domain.

µ

Figure 14: The physical mesh for the high speed microchannel flow (Ma = 4.15, Kn = 0.062, T∞ = 300K, Tw = 323K).
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Figure 15: The velocity mesh for the high speed microchannel flow (Ma = 4.15, Kn = 0.062, T∞ = 300K, Tw = 323K).
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Figure 16: Comparison of (a) density, (b) pressure, (c) horizontal velocity, and (d) translational temperature contours along the

microchannel for αmt = 1.0 (top) and 0.2 (bottom).
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Figure 17: Horizontal velocity profiles along the microchannel at (a) X = 2.4 µm and (b) X = 3.6 µm with different αmt.
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Figure 18: Density profiles along the microchannel at (a) X = 2.4 µm and (b) X = 3.6 µm with different αmt.
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Figure 19: Translational temperature profiles along the microchannel at (a) X = 2.4 µm and (b) X = 3.6 µm with different

αmt.

Figure 20: The physical mesh for the supersonic flow over a cylinder (Ma = 10.0, Kn = 10.0, T∞ = 273K, Tw = 273K).
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Figure 21: The velocity mesh for the supersonic flow over a cylinder: (a) Ma = 5.0, (b) Ma = 10.0.
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Figure 22: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of cylinder with different αM when employing the Maxwell boundary (Ma = 5.0, Kn = 10.0, T∞ = 273K, Tw = 273K).
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Figure 23: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of cylinder with different αM when employing the Maxwell boundary (Ma = 5.0, Kn = 1.0, T∞ = 273K, Tw = 273K).
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Figure 24: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of cylinder with different αM when employing the Maxwell boundary (Ma = 5.0, Kn = 0.1, T∞ = 273K, Tw = 273K).
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Figure 25: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of cylinder with different αM when employing the Maxwell boundary (Ma = 10.0, Kn = 10.0, T∞ = 273K, Tw = 273K).
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Figure 26: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of cylinder with different αM when employing the Maxwell boundary (Ma = 10.0, Kn = 1.0, T∞ = 273K, Tw = 273K).
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Figure 27: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of cylinder with different αM when employing the Maxwell boundary (Ma = 10.0, Kn = 0.1, T∞ = 273K, Tw = 273K).
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Figure 28: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of cylinder with different αC when employing the CLL boundary (Ma = 5.0, Kn = 10.0, T∞ = 273K, Tw = 273K).
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Figure 29: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of cylinder with different αC when employing the CLL boundary (Ma = 5.0, Kn = 1.0, T∞ = 273K, Tw = 273K).
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Figure 30: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of cylinder with different αC when employing the CLL boundary (Ma = 5.0, Kn = 0.1, T∞ = 273K, Tw = 273K).
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Figure 31: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of cylinder with different αC when employing the CLL boundary (Ma = 10.0, Kn = 10.0, T∞ = 273K, Tw = 273K).
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Figure 32: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of cylinder with different αC when employing the CLL boundary (Ma = 10.0, Kn = 1.0, T∞ = 273K, Tw = 273K).
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Figure 33: Comparison of the (a) pressure coefficient, (b) skin friction coefficient, and (c) heat transfer coefficient on the surface

of cylinder with different αC when employing the CLL boundary (Ma = 10.0, Kn = 0.1, T∞ = 273K, Tw = 273K).
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Appendix A. Expressions for unknown parameters of the proposed boundary

The solution of Eq. (26) are

a =
tc+ ti

td
,

σ11 =
tf − th

tg
,

U2 =
QG,mt2

QG,ρ
,

U3 =
QG,mt3

QG,ρ
,

σr =
QG,ε

QG,ρ
,

ρ = QG,ρ
3/2

(
2π

QG,En

)1/2

,

σ22 =

(
2π

σ11

)1/2
QG,E

ρ
− 1

2

(
U2

2 + U3
2
)
− σ11 − σr +

1

4
a(2π)1/2σ11

3/2.

(A1)

where

ta = πQG,mn
2 + 4 (π − 4) (3π − 8)QG,EnQG,ρ,

tb = QG,mn
2 + (π − 4)QG,EnQG,ρ,

tc = πQG,mn
3 + (π − 4) (7π − 16)QG,EnQG,mnQG,ρ,

td = 2(π − 4)3QG,En
2Qrr,

tf = πQG,mn
2 + 2 (π − 4) (3π − 8)QG,EnQG,ρ,

tg = (3π − 8)
2
QG,ρ

2,

th = sgn (tb) (πta)1/2QG,mn,

ti =
tc+ (πta)

1/2 |tb|
td

.

(A2)
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The solution of Eq. (27) are

ρ = χ
πQG,ρ

2

QG,mn
+ (1− χ)QG,ρ

3/2

(
2π

QG,En

)1/2

,

σ11 = χ
2QG,mn

2

πQG,ρ
2 + (1− χ)

QG,En

QG,ρ
,

U2 =
QG,mt2

QG,ρ
,

U3 =
QG,mt3

QG,ρ
,

σr =
QG,ε

QG,ρ
,

σ22 =

(
2π

σ11

)1/2
QG,E

ρ
− 1

2

(
U2

2 + U3
2
)
− σ11 − σr.

(A3)

The solution of Eq. (28) are

ρ = QG,ρ
3/2

(
2π

QG,En

)1/2

,

σ11 =
QG,En

QG,ρ
,

U2 =
QG,mt2

QG,ρ
,

U3 =
QG,mt3

QG,ρ
,

σr =
QG,ε

QG,ρ
,

σ22 =

(
2π

σ11

)1/2
QG,E

ρ
− 1

2

(
U2

2 + U3
2
)
− σ11 − σr.

(A4)
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