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Abstract

We derive a fourth order entropy stable extension of the Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations into the transition
regime of rarefied gases. We do this through a novel reformulation of the closure of conservation equations
derived from the Boltzmann equation that subsumes existing methods such as the Chapman-Enskog expansion.
We apply the linearized version of this extension to the stationary heat problem and the Poiseuille channel
and compare our analytical solutions to asymptotic and numerical solutions of the linearized Boltzmann
equation. In both model problems, our solutions compare remarkably well in the transition regime. For some

macroscopic variables, this agreement even extends far beyond the transition regime.

1 Introduction

Gases in the transition regime have a mean free path that is large enough relative to macroscopic reference length
scales to render continuum models like the Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations invalid while still being small enough
that statistical methods such as Direct Simulation Monte Carlo are computationally expensive. This regime
finds applications that span many orders of magnitude from the flows around objects in the thin atmosphere of
near earth orbit to flows within microchannels of microelectromechanical systems.

Perhaps the most storied macroscopic model for gases in this regime is the Burnett equations. These third
order moment equations are derived from the Chapman-Enskog expansion of the Boltzmann equation, where
they arise as a correction to the Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations. Unfortunately, the Burnett equations prove to
be a far from ideal extension into the transition regime. For example, Bobylev showed that the Burnett
equations are unstable with respect to short wavelength perturbations while Comeaux et al. showed that the
Burnett equations violate the second law of thermodynamics at large enough Knudsen numbers. The Burnett
equations have also been shown to produce unphysical stationary solutions [4].

Many modifications have been made to the Burnett equations to overcome these shortcomings. To name a
few, Zhong adds new terms to improve stability creating the augmented Burnett equations while Jin and
Slemrod @ propose relaxing the deviatoric pressure and heat flux with rate equations. Bobylev advocates

for a transformation of the vector of hydrodynamic variables in order to obtain generalized Burnett equations



which do not suffer from the instabilities of the original. If we look beyond modifications to the Burnett equations
and also consider alternatives to it, we can also talk about moment methods that build on the work of Grad [§].
For example, the regularized 13 (and 26) moment equations of Struchtrup and Torrilhon [9] are still an area of
active theoretical [10-12] and numerical research [13}/14].

In this paper, we will use the framework of the Variational Multiscale (VMS) method to derive an alternative to
the Burnett equations by modifying the process by which we obtain constitutive relations for the deviatoric stress
and heat flux in the conservation equations obtained from the Boltzmann equation. The VMS method [15417]
was originally created as a framework for deriving stable finite element schemes for highly advective partial
differential equations and, later, for closures for turbulence modeling [18]. If we think of the conservation
equations (or moment equations more generally) as a weak form in microscopic velocity of the Boltzmann
equation, then it is not too surprising that an idea from the finite element method can be brought to bear
on the problem of finding closures. The methodology is conceptually simple. Assuming that the distribution
is a perturbation of a Maxwellian, we separate the Boltzmann equation into a finite-dimensional coarse scale
equation from which the macroscopic equations will arise and an infinite dimensional fine-scale equation which
encodes the macroscopic variables we seek closures for. Within this framework, deriving a closure amounts to
substituting an approximation of the fine-scale equation solution into the coarse-scale equation. The framework
is general enough that it can be used to describe the Chapman-Enskog expansion whilst opening the door to
considering new closures. For our particular alternative to the Burnett equation, we take advantage of the
fact the coarse-scale equation also gives an equation for the macroscopic entropy of the system of conservation
equations. We create an approximation of the fine-scale equation that ensures that the conservation equations
derived are entropy stable. In our alternative to the Burnett equations, the momentum and energy equations are
fourth order extensions to the Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the Boltzmann equation and the conservation
equations that arise from it. We discuss the collision operator (with a special emphasis on the linearized collision
operator) and the properties that make the analysis that follows possible. The material is presented in this section
is well-known but is presented here in order for the work to be self—containedﬂ In section 3, we elaborate on the
VMS moment method for deriving closures. We illustrate the process with the Chapman-Enskog expansion,
showing that the Euler and Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations are entropy stable whilst the Burnett equations and
higher are not. We then introduce the methodology to generate an entropy stable alternative to the Burnett
equations. In section 4, we apply the linearized version of the extension to the stationary heat problem and the
Poiseuille channel problem and compare the analytical solutions generated to asymptotic and numerical solutions
to the Boltzmann equation found in [22,/23]. Supplementary calculations can be found in the Appendices at the

end.

2 The Boltzmann Equation

Consider the distribution function F = F(t,z,v) that at time ¢t € R>q and position « = (z1,...,7p) € RP

gives the density of particles of a monatomic fluid with velocity v = (vq,...,vp) € RP, where D is the number

IThe reader can consult the works such as [1921] for a more in depth and technical presentation of the material in section 2.



of dimensions. The evolution of F' is governed by the Boltzmann equation
1
St 0, F(t,x,v) + v;0y, F(t,z,v) = = C(F)(t,z,v) where (t,z,v) € R, x RP x RP, (1)
€

where the collision operator C(F) acts globally on the velocity v dependence of F' but locally in time ¢ and
position . The dimensionless number St is called the kinetic Strouhal number, defined as the ratio of a reference
macroscopic length scale of the gas to the product of the thermal speed of sound of the gas (defined later) and
a reference time scale. The dimensionless number € is the Knudsen number, defined as the ratio of the mean
free path of the gas to a reference macroscopic length scale. In the above equation and throughout the text, we

employ the convention that repeated indices imply summation up to dimension D.

2.1 Macroscopic Observables

Macroscopic fluid variables are obtained from F(¢,x,v) by taking its moments in the velocity variable:

/ F(t,z,v)dv=p (2a)
RD
/ v F(t,z,v)dv =puy, (2b)
RD
/ Uﬂ)j F(t, €T, ’U) d'l) = pu,u] —+ Pij (QC)
RD
/ vvjug F(t, @, v) dv = pujujug + u Py + wj Py + ue Py + Qijk (2d)
RD

where p = p(t, ), u; = u;(t, ) are the macroscopic mass and bulk velocity vector, respectively. In addition, the
macroscopic stress tensor P;; = P;;(t, ) and the heat flux tensor Q;;x = Qi;x(t, ) are derived from the second

and third moments of F' with respect to random deviations of the particle velocities , that is

Pyt @) = /RD (v — ) (1) — ) F(t, , v) dv 3)
Qunlt.@) = [ (o= u)lo; =)o =) Fit..0) do @)

The stress tensor is decomposed into an isotropic pressure p(t,x) = %Tr(Pij) and the accompanying deviatoric

stress tensor 0;;(t,x) = pd;; — P;;. With the internal energy per degree of freedom given by

1
POt x) = = v —u|? Fdv (5)
D ]RD
we thus have that p = pf. For an ideal gas, this means that 6(t, ) is the re-scaled temperature i.e. § = "'BTT,

where kg = 1.38 - 10723JK ! is the Boltzmann constant and m is the mass of a gas particle. As such, given
a reference temperature 6y, the thermal speed of sound of the gas is given by \/~v0y where ~ is the adiabatic

exponent. Furthermore, we may infer relations for the total energy and total energy flux by taking the traces of

and , respectively:

1 ) 1, , D
= Fdv=— —pb 6
5 |, WP Fdo = Solul + o6, (60)

1 1 D+2
f/ [v|?v; F dv = §p|u|2ui + %
RD

3 pﬂul — o5 + g, (Gb)



where the vector ¢; = @Q;;;/2 denotes the heat flux vector.
For our purposes, it is also necessary to consider the situation where our distribution F' is close to a stationary

equilibrium state. In particular,

p(t’ ZC) = po+ 6/3(t,$)
u(t,x) = eu(t, x)

O(t,x) = 0y + €0(t, x)

where pyp and 0y are a constant background density and temperature. In this situation, we consider the

linearization of the macroscopic parameters with respect to e:

- F(t,z,v)dv=py+e€p (Ta)

/R i F(t,w,0) do = poiy (7h)
/IRD vv; F(t, @, v) dv = poby 055 + € (po 6+ pbo) 0ij — €5ij (7c)
/]RD |v|?v; F(t, 2, v)dv = € (D + 2) po 0 it; + 2 €G; (7d)

where €6;; and €g; represent the linearizations of o;; and g¢; respectively.

2.2 The Collision Operator

The collision operator C(F') is defined on a set of functions %, (C) C Li(RY)N Llog L(RY) where Li(RZY) := {F :
Jep (14 [v|?)F(t,@,v) dv < oo} and Llog L(RY) := {F : Flog(F)dv < co}. Given any vector U € R and
orthonormal matrix O € RP*P  translations and rotations in the v variable are defined by (T F)(v) := F(v—U)
and (ToF)(v) = F(OTv). It will be assumed that for all F' € Z,(C), we also have that T F and ToF are
contained in %, (C).

For our purposes, we will require that the collision operator satisfies certain properties we shall outline in the
intervening subsections. These properties are well-known (see, for instance [24]) but are presented here to ensure

coherence in the text.

Property 1. We require that the collision operator commutes with translations and rotations, that is
TuC(F) =C(TuF), and ToC(F)=C(ToF). (8)

The invariances are consistent with the Hamiltonian dynamics of the advective material derivative in
the left hand side of the Boltzmann equation , meaning whenever F(t,x,v) solves this equation, then so do
F(t,z — (v —U)t,v —U) and F(t,x — OTvt,0Tv).

2.2.1 Collision Invariance

A scalar-valued function 1 (v) is a collision invariant of C if

YC(F)dv=0 VYF € 2,(C), (9)
RD



The relation in @[) associates a scalar conservation law to with each collision invariant:

St 6,5/ YE dv + 0y, / viyFdv =0 (10)
RD RD
Property 2. The space of collision invariants of C is % := span{1,v1,...,vp,|v|*}. In other words,
/ Y(W)C(F)dv=0 VFeZ2,C) & (v)eS. (11)
RD

Property |2[ implies that solutions of the Boltzmann equation obey the conservation laws for compressible

gas flow systems EI

St O¢p + Oz, (pui) = 0; (12a)
St Oc(pu;) + Ou,; (puiu; + p0di; — 04i) = 0; (12b)
St O (%p|u|2 + §p0) + Oq; ((%p|u|2u¢ + gpe) s + pOu; — oiju; + q¢> =0 (12¢)

i.e. solutions of conserve mass according to , momentum according to , and energy according to
(12¢). Note that the system of conservation laws is not closed since there are (D? +5D + 2)/2 variables and
only D + 2 relations. The closure of requires a constitutive modeling assumption that characterizes, both
o;j and g;, in terms of the proposed unknowns p, u; and 6. Using equations , and (6b)), one finds that

1
oy = — /RD ((vl —u;)(v; — uy) — 5|v - u|26ij) F dw, (13a)
1

% =5 /RD (v = wl*(vi — wi) = (D +2)0(vi — ;) F dv, (13D)

Thus closures for can be found by approximating F' as a function that is solely parametrized by p, u; and 6
along with their derivatives.
The above dynamic holds true when we linearize about a constant equilibrium state. We obtain linearized

conservation equations:

St Otﬁ + pof)mai = 0; (143)
St po atﬂ,j + &UL ([390 (Sij + po ééw — 5‘1‘j) = 0; (14b)
D 3
ESt £0 0:0 + 82?1 (pooo U + (jl) =0; (14(‘,)
where
~ 1 2
€05 = — VU5 — f|’U| 61']' Fd’U, (15&)
RD D
.1 2
€G; = = (Jv[*vi = (D + 2)6pv;) F dv, (15b)
2 Jrp

and closures for can be found by approximating F' as a function that is solely parametrized by g, @; and 0

along with their derivatives.

2The reader can recall that the classical adiabatic exponent v = (D) depends on the space dimension D. For monoatomic gases
this relation is v = 1 + 2/D, recovering the familiar version of these conservation equations in terms of the adiabatic number.



2.2.2 7H—theorem: Entropy Dissipation and Equilibria

Property 3. C satisfies the local dissipation relation
/ In(F) C(F)dv <0 VF € 2(C). (16)
RD

Relation leads to a statement of Boltzmann’s H—theorem. This is accomplished by weighting the
Boltzmann equation with In (F') and integrating on the entire velocity space in order to obtain the local

entropy-dissipation law:

St at/ (Fln (F) — F) dv + s, / v; (Fln (F) — F) dv = 1/ In (F)C(F)dv < 0 (17)
RD RD RD

€

It is also important that when the Boltzmann equation is at equilibrium (C(F) = 0), the entropy equation

also be at equilibrium. As such

Property 4.
/ In(F)C(F)dv=0 = C(F)=0 (18)
]RD

Using we have that equality in holds if and only if In(F') € .# in accordance with . As a result,

C(F)=0 < In(F)C(F)dv=0 & IWn(F)e.s (19)
RD

By virtue of , the second equivalence indicates that the form of such local equilibria is given by
F = ea+biv¢+c|v\2 (20)

for some coefficients a(t, ), b;(t,x) and (¢, ). Furthermore, integrability implies that ¢ < 0 .

Remark 2.1. Without loss of generality we may reparameterize (@ as a Mazwellian distribution

My o(v) = J”;;’") (21)

p
o
for some (p,u,0) € Ry x RP x R,.

For the rest of the text, we shall use M to refer to any arbitrary Maxwellian and only include the subscript
when we want to emphasize the Maxwellian’s parameterization by p, u and 6. Furthermore, the mass, momentum
and energy moments of a distribution F', given by Equations (2a)), (2b)) and (6a)) respectively, can be used to

derive what is called the self-consistent Maxwellian which we shall denote by u(F') := M, a, .6, Where

pu(F) Jep Frdv Jop W(F) dv
pu(F)uy(F) =\ fgooFdv | =| [prop(F)dv |- (22)
o (P () + Dpu(FI0u(F))  \fun [0PFdv)  \ fuo [0 u(F) do

In other words, p(F) is the Maxwellian that has the same p(t, x), u;(t, ) and 0(¢,x) as F. Because p(t,x),
u;(t, ) and 0(t,x) completely determine a Maxwellian, we also have that FF = p(F) if and only if F' is a

Maxwellian.



2.3 The Linearized Collision Operator

To derive macroscopic fluid equations from near equilibrium, we assume that the distribution F' is a

perturbation in Knudsen number from some Maxwellian.
F(t,@,v) = M(t,2,0) (1+ ef(t @, v)) (23)

A corresponding Taylor series expansion of the collision operator about the Maxwellian M gives

CML+ef)) = e - [e(M+ )] A 5 ;i e +en)| +o(e) (24)
Substituting and into the Boltzmann equation gives
(St O + v;0,,)[M + eMf] = ML[f] + g j—; [C(M(1+€f))] . + O(€%) (25)
where the linearized collision operator
Lulfli= 17 5 (MO + ) (26)
M de e=0

is of particular importance and thus requires further study.

Remark 2.2. For the bilinear collision operators C(F) = Q(F, F), the linearized collision operator takes the

form
1

L8111 = 7 (QMF M) + QM MP) )

For example, the Hard Spheres operator will be

€

£HS —
M [f] 271'/)06\/5 RS 82

M) (F@) + F(v'2) = fw.) = f(0)) [+ (v. = v)| dit dv.
where ¢ is the mean free path of the ga v'=v+ (A (v, —v))A and v, = v, — (A (v. —v))7.

With the Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook (BGK) operator [22,|26], CBS¥(F) = “(TIE?)F where T(F) assumed to not

depend on v, the linearized collision operator will be

£BSK[f] = —ﬁ (1d — Tup) [f] (27)

where 1d is the identity operator and given a Mazwellian M with conservation moments (o, w, ) and for any

function g € £*(Mdv)

v —w

1
Mulgi=; [ gMao+ 2 [ (0 wjgMdv
RD oV RD

Y
lv—w|> D 2/ lv—w|> D
L Nt 27 = 9
+< 20 2 ) Do Jur \ 20 5 ) 9Mdv, (28)

is an orthogonal projection from £?(Mdw) onto .#. A proof that the expression is indeed an orthogonal

projection can be found in Appendix@ and the calculation to derive can be found in Appendiz @
3y =

deTmm/i where d,, is the diameter of the gas particle and m is the mass.



2.3.1 Properties of the Linearized Collision Operator

For our purposes, we require that the linearized collision operator satisfy a set of properties we will use extensively.
Given an arbitrary Maxwellian M, ,, 9, we denote the space of functions that are square-integrable in v when
weighted by M, 49 by £?*(Mdv). We also denote by Op the composition of operators T, ToT, *. The

linearized collision operators £ we deal with are such that:

Property 2.3.1.1. Ly : L*(Mdv) — L?(Mdv) is a self-adjoint operator with respect to the weighted inner
product of £?*(M dv).

Property 2.3.1.2. The linearized collision operator commutes with Og 1i.e.

eOo %C(M(l +¢f))

€2 d?
E=O:| +500 |:d€2C( 1+6f

OoLmlf] = Lm[Oof]. This property is inherited from the collision operator C because if we apply to both
e 2

sides of we get
+5 gaC@oM+en])| +0(), (29

€= e=0

:e%c (OO[M(Hef)D

Since € is arbitrary and OoM = M, the property follows immediately. This property greatly simplifies the form

in which the closures for the deviatoric stress and heat fluz take.

Property 2.3.1.3. L is negative semi-definite on £?(M dv). This property is inherited from the dissipation
property of the collision operator (Equation ) because

1d?

IMLu(fldo = 5o {/RDln(MJrer)C(M—Fer) dv

E_O] <0 (30)

where the inequality in follows from the fact that we attain a local mazimum at € = 0 whilst the equality in

can be obtained by a Taylor series expansion of the middle term

es 6f+0(62) Equation
d2 P e ———— d
- / In(M)+In(l+ef) | C(M +eMf) dv :/ 2f £C(M(1+ef)) dv (31)
RE RDP e=0

e=0

Property 2.3.1.4. The kernel of Ly is the space of collision invariants & .
This motivates the decomposition L*(M dv) = & & FLM where S is the orthogonal complement to the

space of collision products with respect to the £?*(M dv) inner product.

Property 2.3.1.5 (Fredholm Alternative). The linearized collision operator with domain restricted to M is
invertible. That is, the equation La[f] = g has a unique solution if and only if f, g € F+M. We denote the
inverse by ﬁj_wl and note that it can be extended to the rest of L*(M dv) if we assert . as its kernel. Abusing

notation, we will also denote the extension by Cj\/%. Thus for any g € L*(Mdv),
LaLiqlgl = (Id = ug)[g]

where Il xq is given by .

Of the properties outlined above, the Fredholm alternative property is the most restrictive since it does not

apply to collision operators such as the soft-sphere collision operators. It is however known to hold for hard



potential and Maxwell molecule operators [8,[20,27] as well as the BGK operator by virtue of it being a scaled

orthogonal projection onto %,

3 Variational Multiscale Moment Closures

The first step will be to apply the projection operator I, to the equation

ﬁ (St Dy + v300,) M + eMF] = Laalf] (32)

in order to separate it into a coarse-scale equation made up of the components of from the space of collision

invariants .# and a fine-scale equation made up of components of from the orthogonal complement of #+*:

St 9, In (M) + Ty [viaﬂ In(M) + ﬁ (St 8, + v:0s,) M f}] =0 (33a)

(Id — L) [viaﬁ In(M) + ﬁ (St 8, + v:0,,) M f]] = Llf] (33D)

When we test the first equation with an arbitrary element of .#, denoted by m, in the £ (Mdw) inner product,

we obtain conservation equations of the form:

(m, St M) + (m,v;0,, M) + € (m, (St 0y + v;0,,)[Mf]) =0 (34)

Where we now use angular brackets to denote integration in v over R”

(h(), g(v)) = / h(v) g(v) do

RD

The second equation can be re-written as

00, (M) + —— (St 8; + v;0s,) [M] (35)

(1d = TLu0) ] = £34(1d = TLag) o

giving an equation for the term (Id — IT)[f]. As will be elaborated upon in the coming sections, the basic idea
for deriving variational multiscale moment closures is to substitute a suitable approximation of into the
conservation equation ((34)).

We work with two types of Maxwellian within the variational multiscale framework. The first is constant
background M (v) := M, 0,6,, Which we will use to elaborate on the closure derivation process for the linearized
Boltzmann equation. The second is the self-consistent Maxwellian u(F') to the distribution F' which gives us
closures for the conservation equations in their general form. For brevity, we shall denote this Maxwellian by p

from now on. In both cases, the equations simplify greatly.

Remark 3.1. Note that leaves out the higher order terms like
2
Lo [eMA+ef))]

the coarse-scale equation (33a)) remains unchanged whilst the fine-scale equation incorporates the higher-order

. This simplifies the analysis without fundamentally changing its form. In particular
0

e=!



collision terms in a straightforward manner:

€

(1d = T[] = L34 (Id = Tag) [0id, In(M) +

(St O¢ + v;0:,) [Mf]
e d?

€ a 2
2M de? +0(€)

e=0

[C(M(1+ef)] (36)

Thus a more complete closure procedure will involve adding terms that incorporate these higher order collision

terms to whatever approximation of we come up with.

3.1 Linear Theory: The Constant Background Maxwellian Formulation

With M = M, we obtain the linearized Boltzmann equation from
1
(St Oy +vi0x,) [f] = p L[f] (37)
Noting that (m, M 0;(Id — IIps)[f]) = 0, the conservation equations take the form
(1, M (St 0y +v;0:,) ) + <m M v;0,, f> —0 (38)
where f :=IIy[f] and f := (Id — I15;)[f] and the fine-scale equation simplifies to
F=el3t(d - TIy) [via@ F+ (St 8 +v:ds,) f } (39)

Recalling the expressions and for the linearized deviatoric stress and heat flux and observing that
(Id — ) [viv;] = viv; — 5|v]?6;; and (Id — ) [[v|*v;] = |v[?v; — (D + 2)6pv; , we see that the expressions for
the deviatoric stress and heat flux are completely determined by the (v; m, M 0, f> term in . This means
that the process of closing the system of conservation equations derived from the Boltzmann equation amounts
to a substitution of some approximation of into . Our goal in this text is to ensure that the fine scale
approximation is entropy stable.

With 7 = f in (38), we have that

1

2L (M) + 50u, (0, MP) + 0, (0] M T) — (vide T M) = 0 (10)

An entropy stable (or entropy dissipative) closure refers to a fine-scale approximation f such that the spatial
integral of <vi8m f,M f > is non-positive. This is because under the assumption that any terms in divergence

form can be ignored (for example in an infinite spatial domain), equation gives
Sti/l@?Mf)dw:/<viawaf>da;<o (41)
dt Jo 2 V7 Q Y -

The non-negative term % < f.Mf > defines the macroscopic entropy for the closed conservation equations derived

from the approximation f and says that this entropy is non-increasing in time

4To obtain the non-decreasing entropy more commonly used in physics, we would use —% <f, Mf> instead of % <f7 Mf> as our
macroscopic entropy.

10



An important motivation for comes from testing the linearized Boltzmann equation with f in the

£?(M dv) inner-product and integrating in space (ignoring the divergence term) to get

1

St 4 [ 50 dw = [ (M Lulf) do <0 (42)

The idea is to view the conservation equations as a weak form (in v) of the (linearized) Boltzmann equation.
The process of closing these conservation equations then amounts to solving for a finite-dimensional Galerkin
approximation f of the unknown f with the entropy stability criterion in serving to ensure that f satisfies
a “discrete” version of the entropy inequality that f satisfies.

Remark 3.2. Using @ and , we can show that

ST
J2 o

As such, the macroscopic entropy is given by

L Po -0 Dpo
MP=—pp2+L20 =P g

3.2 Self-consistent Maxwellian formulation

With M = i, we have that f belongs in the orthogonal complement .# -+ because by the definition of u,
(m, p) = (m, F) = (m, i+ epf)

and thus (m, p f) = 0. Furthermore, we can show that (m, d¢[u f]) = 0. Thus the conservation equation
takes the form

(m, St Oy + (M, 0i0y, ) + € (M, 00 [ f]) = O (43)
and the fine-scale equation takes the form

f=L;'(1d —T1,) |v;0,, In(x) + i (St By + vy, ) [ f] (44)

As with the linear case, the closure for the deviatoric stress and heat flux is wholly determined by the
approximation f through the fine-scale equation. If we use m = In(u) in , the resulting equation can be

written as

St O ((pln () — ), 1) + Op, ((nIn (p) — ), vi) + €0z, (viIn (), f) — € (V0y, In (), f) =0 (45)

Entropy stability in this context refers to when the approximation of f is such that the term € (v;0,, In (1), o f)
is non-positive. This is because under circumstances in which we can do away with terms in divergence form

when we integrate in space, we get

St %/ﬂ«uln(ﬂ)—u),b dw:G/Q@iamiln(u),,uﬁ da < 0 (46)

11



where ((pln () — p), 1) is now the macroscopic entropy for the resulting conservation equations. This inequality
is the ”discrete” analogue to the local entropy dissipation law which when integrated in space under similar
conditions gives

St %/ﬂ((Fln(F)fF),l) da::f/Qﬂn(F),C(F)) da < 0

€

We can also draw a direct comparison with the linear case by making the substitution f = In(p) and f = ¢f into
and to get
(i, 10+ 0302 ) [F 1) + (i 0, £y + (s g foi0s, ) = 0
f=eL£;'(1d—11,) [viamﬁ (St 8y + v;0,,) f + fviamﬂ
We see that the primary differences from the linear case are in the fact that the Maxwellian depends on the
coarse-scale term (i.e. pu = el ) as well as the additional non-linear term fviaxi f in both the coarse and fine scale

equations. We would then think of the coarse-scale term In(u) as a finite-dimensional Galerkin approximation to

In(F). Tt is, however, much more convenient to work with p and f for the self-consistent formulation.

Remark 3.3. In terms of the macroscopic variables, the “discrete” entropy is

p D+2
<(Mln(ﬂ)—ﬂ)a1>=P<ln<(2ﬂ0)g>— 9 )

In the sections that follow, we shall use the framework developed here to describe the Chapman-Enskog

expansion, showing how entropy stability exists for the Euler and Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations but not
for the Burnett equations and beyond. We will then describe a way to induce entropy stability beyond the

Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations.

3.3 Chapman-Enskog Closures

The first step to deriving the classical Chapman-Enskog closure from equations and is to assume that

the orthogonal complement term can be written as a formal power series:
[ee]
f(t,SC,’U) = Ze"fn(t,ac,v) (47)
n=0

If we substitute the power series into and and arrange the resulting sequence of equations in orders of

€, we get respectively

fo=0; fi=1Ly} (00, f] ; Fot1 = L3/ (St 8; + v;0,,) [fn] (48a)
_ 1|1

fo= L, [0ide, m(u)] 5 fra = L;" ;(St O + 00, fn) | ; (48b)

Truncating the power series at different orders of € leads to different closures for the conservation equations. For

example the zeroth order truncation gives the Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations in the self-consistent Maxwellian

formulation and the linearized Euler equations in the background Maxwellian formulation. For our purposes, it

is more advantageous to obtain the Chapman-Enskog closure through a fixed point iteration on and

12



that generates the partial sums of the power series :

finr1) = €Ly} {(St O + vi0s,) [fm) + Uiaziﬂ ; foy=0 (49a)
_ €
forny =L L(St O + vi0z, ) [t fin)] + vi0z, In (M)] ; Joy=0 (49b)
with
19} n+1 . n .
font1) ZZEij; f(n+1)=ZGij
j=1 =0

3.3.1 Euler Equations

The Euler equations arise from using f(o) = f(o) = 0 as our closure for the fine-scale term. Thus the conservation

equations and become

(m, St Ogpe) + (M, v;0,, 1) =0 (50)
(m, M St 0, f) + (m, M v;0,, f) =0 (51)

2
with m =1, v; and % macroscopic conservation of mass, momentum and energy explicitly take the form of

and with 0;; = 6;; = 0 and ¢; = ¢; = 0. The corresponding macroscopic entropy equations are given by

d (1, -
% Q§<f7Mf>:0 (52)
2 [ (1) = ) =0 (53)

which means that these equations are entropy stable.

3.3.2 Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations

The Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations arise from using the correction directly above that of the Euler equations:

f(l) = €Ly} [vi0s, f] and  fu) = L, 00, In ()]

This results in conservation equations (12) and (14) with deviatoric stress tensor and heat flux given by a

Newtonian stress-tensor satisfying the Stokes hypothesis and Fourier’s law of heat conduction respectively:
~(1) _ - . S 2, 1) _ 28 3
g =w 3:,37u1 + 8miuj — Bﬁmuk 5ij g =-Fr 8@0

ij

2
oM —y (chui + O, uj — ankuk 5ij) qgl) = —Kk0y,0

13



where the viscosity and heat conductivity are given by

& =~ (An(v). M L3} [Aa(v) (>0)

wit,@) = =5 (An(v —u), u £ [Ara(v — w)]) (20) (54)
F =g (Bu(o), M L3/ [By(w)]) (>0)

At @) = =5 (Bi(v —w),n £ [By(v — w)]) (>0) (55)

The details for this derivation and the definitions of the tensors A;; and B; are given in Appendices |E| and E

The entropy relations read

d [1,. -

d 1
St o /Q ((In(p) —1),p) de = e/Q (00, I (), £, [00z, In (p)]) dae < 0

where we use the negative-definiteness of the linearized collision operator to obtain the inequalities above. We
also observe that entropy stability holds at all Knudsen number € regardless of whether or not the Navier-Stokes-
Fourier equations remain a valid model of gas flow. We will see shortly that this is not the case for the Burnett

equations.

3.3.3 Burnett equations (Part 1)

We have:

f(QBl) = f(l) + E,C;l (St at + 7}28@1) [/1, ,C;l ['Uzazl In (,u)]] (56)

1
7

f(gBl) = f(l) + EQEX;(St 8t + ’Uiaxi)ﬁ&l [vﬁ%ﬂ (57)
The stress and heat flux for the self-consistent Maxwellian formulation contains many terms so we will only

write out the stress and heat flux for the background Maxwellian formulation:

]

! 2 o i
27 =5 _ =g, [amj @i+ Oy 1y — 50, 5ij] — v (amiazjo - Damkaxkeaij>

ql@Bl) _ (L(l) + TSt ataué + % <6xkarkﬂl + <1 — ;) 377aykﬁk) (58)
where
- € -1 -1
== % (Lar [Ar2(v)], MLy [Arz(v)]) (59)
2€? 1
v = @ <[':M [Alg(’l))], MDlg(’U)> (60)
2
€ _ _
T=2 (L3 [Bi(v)], ML [Bi(v)]) (61)
0

The derivation of these new terms and the definition of the tensor D,,, (v) are given in Appendices @ and
To check for entropy stability, it suffices to analyse <viazi f,M f(231)> or, more specifically, the

14



€ <vi3mf, MEX; (St 0¢ +v;0z,) L:X/Il [v181ﬂ> term contained within it. We have that

<Ui6z,i f_, Mﬁ;/fl (St O + vié?zi) £]T41 [1}1811 ﬂ >
=St (L3} [0i0s, f] . MOLY [0i0s, f])
+ (L) [vi0s, f] , Mv;0y, L3} [vi0s, f])

= %@ <M, (Lof ['Uiaxiﬂ)2> + %811, <vi,M (Lat [Ujamjﬂ)2>

We used the self-adjointness of the linearized operator in the first step and used the product rule for derivatives
in the second step.

The time derivative term in the above calculation does not have a definite sign and as such for large Knudsen
numbers (when the €2 terms dominate) a loss of entropy stability is possible. Considering that this would only
be a problem at large enough Knudsen numbers, it might be argued that it only serves as a hard cap on the
regime of validity of the Burnett equations [28]. We argue that this loss of entropy stability is an undesirable
property for a macroscopic conservation equation that extends the Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations for two
reasons. First of all, the Euler equations and the Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations remain entropy stable for all
Knudsen numbers even beyond the regime of validity for these equations. This suggests a pattern we should strive
to preserve when extending these equations. Secondly, even if we were to allow for the loss of entropy stability
in derived extended hydrodynamic equations, the above calculation shows that the loss of entropy stability is
problem dependent because the sign of the potentially troublesome term 5£0, <M (Lo [vi0s, f] )2> depends on
the conservation variables we would be using the conservation equations to solve for since they are contained in
f. Thus it becomes difficult to make an a priori determination of when entropy stability is lost. This hampers
the practicality of these equations for real world problems. The same issue is also present in the self-consistent
Maxwellian formulation where the O(e€) term <v¢8xi In (), pl;! B (St 8y 4+ vi0s,) [ L [0:0,, In (u)”} > can
be rewritten as

% <,11 L0y (L [0s, In (u)])2> + % <Z O, (L [1j0, In (u)])2>

3.3.4 Burnett equations (Part 2)

The Burnett equations are usually derived in such a way as to get rid of the time derivatives in the closure for
the deviatoric stress and heat flux. This is accomplished by using the Euler equations. For , this means that

we make the following substitutions

1 ~
St athj = 7p7087.] [,000 + /300]

~ 2 B
St 875(9 = —590 &giul

in order to obtain stress and heat flux given by

B2 ~ 1 ~ 2= 1
52" _ 50 (v _93) (amia%.e - Daxka,keaij> N poeo (811_8%_/3 - Dawkawkﬁéij)
B2 \\/) 2 2 g
i* ) =g 46, <2 (1 - D) - DT) Oy, Oy e + 9078”8%112» (62)
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On the level of the coarse and fine-scale equations, this can be accomplished by observing that equation can

be written as

St 9, f = —Ias [vi0x, ] + O(e)

where O(¢) represents any fine-scale corrections made. These correction terms will be at least an order of ¢
higher than the other terms in f(Q). As such to get the fine-scale term for the Burnett equations, we formally

ignore these corrections when we make the substitution into to obtain
f(232) = f(l) — 625;121@81;]. HM ['Uzamlﬂ + 62£X41@jazj »CiMl ['Uzamlﬂ (63)

The derivation of the above closure takes advantage of the fact that [,X; commutes with the time derivative.
This is not the case with the self-consistent formulation and as such we do not have a fine scale analogue to
the substitution described in this section. That said, the fine-scale approximation also does not provide
unconditional entropy stability. We get

— [V} — V) 2 —
(vit f. Maoe)) = (vida f, My ) +5 0u, (vis M (L5} [0302,11)")
Stokes-Fourier (good) Divergence term (ok)
— € (L3 [vids, f1, M L3 [0, ar[v10z, 1)

Indeterminate sign (not good)

3.3.5 Super-Burnett equation

We note that the next level of closure of the Chapman-Enskog expansion in the background Maxwellian

formulation is given by

v v

famy = famy + EL37 (St Oy + vk0y, ) L3f (St 0y + v;04,) L) [0i00, f]

and the new terms that do not end up on the boundary in the entropy equation will come from the term
<vlam,f, Mﬁ;} (St O + vkaxk)ﬁx/ll (St O + vjaxj)ﬁgj [viaxiﬂ > Using self-adjointness and the product rule of

derivatives this term can be rewritten to give

(8t 0+ 0300, ) Fry, M L37 [(St 00+ 0;00,)F )| )
+ St 9, <f(1)7 M Ly (St 0, + Ujawj)f(1)>
+ azk <Uk f(l)v Mﬁ]&l(St at + vjam’])f(l)>
Due to the negative-definiteness of the linearized collision operator, we see that the first term above will be
non-negative. As such it will have a detrimental effect on the entropy stability of the conservation equations

that come from this closure. We are thus unable to deal with the problems of the Burnett equation by moving

up to the closure above it.
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3.4 An Entropy Stable Fine-Scale Closure

With the observations made of the entropy stability of the Burnett equation and Super-Burnett equations, we
can now propose a fine-scale closure that does produce entropy stability. This closure is accomplished with two

steps:

1. We assume that the Strouhal number St is at least of the same order as the Knudsen number €. This
means that the term St 0; in the fine-scale equations and will be at least an order higher in
Knudsen number than the other terms and thus when we come up with a new closure term beyond the
Navier-Stokes closure, we formally ignore this term. Thus our starting point for our alternative to the

Burnett equations will be

foc [a ()] + <0, f]} Loy

f: eﬁﬁvi&ci {f—l— f} + O(ezf)
2. The above equations can be trivially rewritten as:

F=t eyt |£ - £t [0 ] + Sun ]|

f=f+eLytvio,, {f—fﬁzﬁlviaﬁ“ {f+ f”

Initializing with f(;) (resp. f(l)), we use the above form as the basis for a new recursive relation on the

fine-scale:

Ses1) = fowy + €L, 00, [f(k) -c,! {Uiazi ()] + i”iazi I f(k)}” (64)

k1) = Fiiy + €L 0;0n, [f(k) — €L/ 00, [JF+ f(k)“ (65)
In particular, we get an alternative closure to the Burnett equations of the form

_ 11 _
fer) = fa) — 52[,#11%&% [Cﬂl [uvjazj [,u 5#1%3@ In (,u)]” (66)

femy = fay — €Ly} vida, (L3100, (L3} [0i0s,f]]] (67)

For the constant background formulation, this leads to a deviatoric stress and heat flux given by:

_(2%) (1 = - N 2, . = 2 i -
Uz(j ) = Uzgj) - <(I>1 87;k81k |:8Iluj + 8%‘ Ui — Baﬂﬂlul 6ij:| + 20, (1 - D) (azlalﬂ o %81-[83” ) [8IkU,k]> (68)
@) =" + £0,,0,,0,,0 (69)
where
- €3 N 3 K121 +K111 ~ €3 B
) = ——K5; b= -———2A—32; A= (D11(v), MLy D11 (v)]) -

0o 790m7 7%
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The process of deriving equations and and the definitions of the terms K gzm and D11 (v) are elaborated
upon in Appendices |§| and [El To prove entropy stability we need to show that the terms (v;0,, f,M f(2E)> and

(0i0x, In (1) , p f(2%y) yield non-positive terms and divergence terms. We use the self-adjointness of EJT/} and the

product rule of derivatives to show that

(e, M (=Lt vids, [C3t0,0n, (657 [0 F111)) = = (Fy Mvsde, [E30,05, [Foo]])
= —€0,, <ka(1),ME;41vj3mj [f(1)]>

L <'Ukamk.f(1)7 ML} [ujc‘)zj f(1)] >

<0

Likewise for the non-linear case, starting from the term

<Ui6mi In(p),u (—e%;lvkau [[ﬂ;l [1vj6$j (1 5;11)103“ In (u)]”)>
W

we have

1 1
—62 <f(1)7ﬂvkawk£;1 |:,U',Ujaa:j [Mf(l)]:|> - _62 aﬂ:k <Uk:f(1)’uﬁ;1 [NUJaIJ [Mf(l)]:|>
1 1|1
+ € <kaazk [/if(l)} nUﬁul [Mvjarj [l“f(l)]}>

<0

The iteration also leads to an entropy stable f(gE) . Using f(l) = eﬁl\_/llvkﬁzk f, this approximation can be

written

f(g,E) = f(zE) + Eﬁ&lvk&% |:f(2E) - eﬁ&lvjazj {f—i— f(gE)”

f(zE) + €Ly} Oy, {f(zE) - f(1)} — L3} vk0s, L) 00, [f(zE)}

= Jor) — L3000, L3000, L3t 0i0s 1) — L3} 0k0 L3105, | fiom) |

Thus the term of interest for proving entropy stability takes the form

<vmammfa M f(35)> = <'Umamm.}?a M f(25)> - 62 <f(1)a MUkazkE&lvjazj»cijlviamif(l)>
— € <f(1), kaaxkﬁgjvjamj f(25)>
and we need only focus on just the last two terms from this expression. First

e <f(1), kaaxk/:;jvjaxj E&lviaxif(1)> =

_ €2ak <’ka(1), Mvjamjﬁl\—/llviﬁmf(l)> —+ 52 < ’Ukaxk f(l), Mvja%ﬁ f >

— 29, <ka(1), Mvj(?%ﬁ&lviawif(l» <vj, ( vkaxkf 1))2>
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With the other term, applying the product rule to d,, gives
—€ <f<1>vak3mkﬁiflvj3xj f(2E>> = —Op () Fe <ﬁ&1vk5mkf(1)vMvjax.jf<2E)>
Noting that f(QE) = f(l) - 62[,]&1@”8% c;;vlax,f(l), the second term in the above can be written as

€ <£;{1vk8mk f(l), Mvjaxj f(1)> —é3 <£vak8xk f(l), Mvjazj ﬁ&lvnaxnﬁjwlvlaz[f(l)>

<0

Applying the product rule to d,, in the second term above gives

—3 0, () + € <vjax]. L3t ok foy, M L3} [vnaan;vlamlf(l)b

<0

At this time, we do not have a way to show whether the iteration always leads to an entropy stable closure.
Moreover, due to the dependence i has on «, the steps followed above cannot be used to prove entropy stability

for the fine-scale approximation f(3r) derived from . Compared to its linear counterpart, we will have terms

hke
14 k ? J J 12 L i 2 70 j I k

that cannot either be moved to the boundary or shown to be non-positive.
For the remainder of this text, we shall focus on the conservation equations that arise from the fine-scale

approximation f(gE) .

3.5 Summary Of Fine-Scale Approximations and the Resulting Closures

We summarise the linearized closures derived in this section for D = 3 in the table below

Chapman-Enskog Iteration

Joy =0 Joweny = €Lyt [0 VI + (St 0 +v- V)] |

5V =& (Va+ (Va)! - 2divald) = 20e(@)
Stokes-Fourier

GV =-iVo

2% = () 22 Stae(@) — U (VV — BA) [
Burnett . t~( ) ( 3 )[ ]

g% =g + TS,V + 2 (Aa — LVdiva)

G =61 — (VY - HA) [(w - 22)0 - 2= ]
Burnett I1

G2") = g + BYAG + 6, (L - 2X) Vdiva

New Iteration

f(1) =eLyv-Vf; f(k+1) = f(k) +elyv-V [f(k) —eLy/v-V [f+ f(k)“

Entropy Stable & =5 2 (‘iﬁ Ale(@)] + %éz (VV - %A) [diV'&])

Extension G2 = g» + AVAd
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The conservation equations for the linearized entropy stable extension will be

0 = 3tﬁ + po leﬁ
. i vy Ay 22 d N oo
0= po 0t + V]pod + po] — 2div |@e(@) — 1 Ae(@) — 3 VvV — ?A [diva)

3 o
0= 5/)08150 + pobp divar + div [f%VG + AVAG]

4 Model Problems

We now test the entropy stable extension on the parallel plates problem illustrated in Figure|l] The advantage of

Temp. = gbL Temp. = @R
velocity = 0 velocity = 0
T2

Lxl 1 =0 x1 =1

constant force (0, G, 0)

Figure 1: The setup consists of two parallel plates, assumed to be infinite in two dimensions, that are a distance [ apart.
A constant force G parallel to the surface of the plate is applied to the gas within the channel.

this setup is that the macroscopic parameters of the system depend of just the coordinate perpendicular to the

walls of the channel z;. By imposing the condition 9,,[30 + ,009] = —(G on the entire domain, the equations

simplify to:

Dy, s =0 —@ 02 g+ @105 lis = G

P00z, 0+ 0005, 5 =0 ~£20+A0:0=0 (70)

For our purposes, we only focus on the two equations on the right. The corresponding equations for the two

versions of the Burnett equations discussed, as well as the Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations, are
~@02ds=G;  —k020=0 (71)

All variables and parameters are non-dimensionalized and the dependence on the Knudsen number extracted by

introducing the following variables:

- X 17,2 9 é
= — U = —— —_
l NG 9o

2 ~ ~

B Yl ky = el (|2 ko= el (]2

Wy 90 CI)l A
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Substituting these variables into gives the following ODEs

d%u €2 d*u B
TR (72)
20 & a0

AT g 73
dz? k} da* (73)

We will use this setup to study two problems. The stationary heat problem will focus exclusively on and
the Poiseuille channel problem will focus exclusively on .
The constants in take the form:

- - 5
W = 1 €Tpoby R=37 €7 pobo

&)1 = Fl €3T3p09(2) ]\ = FQ 63T3p09(2)

where 71, v2, ['1 and I's are parameters that depend on the choice of collision operator and 7 =1 % for what
followsﬂ These can be calculated using the method described in Appendix [F} We list their values for the Hard
Spheres and BGK operators in Table [T}

From this point on unless otherwise indicated, we shall work exclusively with the Hard Spheres parameters

when concrete solutions need to be computed.

Calculated Fluid Parameters for BGK and Hard spheres
gal V2 I Iy

BGK 1 1 2 z

Hard Spheres | 1.270042 | 1.922284 | 2.838848 37.47015

Table 1

4.1 Boundary conditions

In general, the derivation of boundary conditions for a given macroscopic closure requires its own specialized
analysis. For example, Aoki et al. [29] and Coron [30] employ an asymptotic boundary layer analysis on the
Boltzmann equation to derive slip boundary conditions for the Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations while Gu and
Emerson [14] use a Hermite polynomial expansion of the distribution function supplemented by correction factors
obtained from DSMC modeling of planar Couette flow to derive a complete set of boundary conditions for the
regularized 13 moment equations [9].

In order to obtain boundary conditions for the entropy stable extension, we first determine complementary

pairs of essential and natural boundary conditions for the two main equations of by deriving a suitable

5This value of 7 can be derived from equation (18b) and (21) of [29]. The mean collision frequency of a hard sphere gas at the
equilibrium state described by the global Maxwellian M is i
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weak form for them. Using test functions w, ¥ € H?([0,1]) and integrating by pau"tﬂ7 we get

! I o=l
0= @/ axlw 6xIUQ dry + (i’l/ 831’LU 82111,2 dry + (—’LU nla-gE) _ 8x1w nl(i)lail’az)
0 0
=0
=l
! ~ ol ~ .5 o
0= /?;/ 02,0 Og0dxy + A/ 92902 0dxy + (19 nlcﬁ ) _ 02,0 M1 A@iﬂ)
0 0 e
where n; is the outward pointing normal at the boundary (so n1(0) = —1 and n1(1) =1 ). We observe two pairs

of complementary essential and natural boundary conditions inherent to the equations: the first pair indicates
~ E
that we either specify the temperature 6 (resp. i) at the boundary or specify the heat flux ’I’qu? ) (resp.

E ~
nlég )) at the boundary and the second pair indicates that we either specify n10,,6 (resp.ni0,,iz) or specify

the second derivative term A@glé (resp. élagl@).

This analysis only tells us where to impose boundary conditions but not what the imposed boundary
conditions should be. As a starting point for this latter goal, we replace the linearized Boltzmann equation’s
distribution function with our closure in the kinetic boundary condition. For the diffuse reflection boundary
condition, which will be our focus in this paper, this amounts to computing;:

/ (f + fom)) Mornido +/ (pb + ul; ° 4 7(',0‘2 D90)) Muvinidv =0 (74)

{w1n1>0} {vimi <0} \P0 0

/ m(f+ f(gE))M’Ul’IlldU - / m(pb + ue + ?(M2 D90)) Muvinidv =0 (75)
{vin1 <0} {vin1<0} Po 0 2

where m € {1, vq, |v|?}, @ and 4y are the temperature and velocity of the boundary and p; is the mass density

at the boundary required to ensure that the zero mass flux condition is satisfied. At x = 0, the computation

of and yieldﬂ

i =0 (76)
(0(0) ~ ) + 5 (B(0) — 9") =0 (77
Po
2 ) du &)1 d>u
2(u00) = 0) = 2 (510 + e ($50)) =0 (79)
2 (2(p(0) - pp) L R do
2 (B a0 - >> " donis (de“’))
A 4%
from which we obtain natural boundary conditions of the form
oF U 3u
o) (e = - (s o)~ ERTHE) me?) = /2 (ule?) - wnte?) (50)

A2 m () = (‘en T+ AT miet) = 22 (06— ) =1

- @ - __ Rk Py _ _ A
where 2° € {0,1}, w ToeTie B = Elpo 7 D = T and A = Tyl

We would still need boundary conditions for Q% and Ang in order to completely determine a solution. A

prescription for each will be made in the model problems that follow.

60nce on the Stokes-Fourier terms and twice for the entropy stable extension terms.
7"At x = 1, the signs on the derivative terms switch.

22



4.2 Stationary Heat Problem

The general solution to Equation is

k k
O(x) = cqexp <M> + coexp (_91‘) + 3z + ¢4 (82)
€ €
and the heat flux across the channel will be

(@) _ _ W s PO (€ PO\ _
W T T TR T T\ s ) T TS (83)

In order solve the ¢; uniquely, we use in addition to the following boundary condition:

AT (0 = e 2 @ty o) + x (6") - ) -

where ¢ and x are as yet undetermined constants. As a result,

c1 = —C2 6_’%6 = —%(4£_ Xﬁm) (SOR - @L)

C3:z(keg(we%&)+@(1—ek?9))(s0R—s0L) (85)
Co

e = 23:0<6(<PR+¢L) (kocv2r (1 4+ e ) + (4¢ + m(n — )V2m) (1 =€) )

+ 40" (koC (14 %) + 51— e’“f))>

where ¢o = (kg (2 + exv/2m) (1 + ekTe) + (e(4¢ + k(k — x)V2m) + 26) (1 — ekTe). We still need to determine good
values for ¢ and x. To this end, we use the data points in Table 4.1 of [22] which were obtained by numerically
solving the linearized Boltzmann equation with the hard spheres operator. With ¢ =1 and ¢ = 0, this heat
flux data, ¢°#**, and our non-dimensional heat flux (83) are related by ¢P#** = —q%ZE)\/i while the Knudsen
number k in [22] and our Knudsen number € are related by k = @6. Leaving ¢ and x as free parameters, we
use the fitnim function in MATLAB to find the values that best fit to the rescaled linearized Boltzmann
solution data f%qData. This process yields values of { = —0.96491 and x = —0.94298 with R? =1 and root
mean square error of 0.000671 between the data and our function.

In Figure |2| we plot Equation with the obtained fitted values and —%qData. We also plot the Navier-
Stokes-Fourier heat flux solution with no temperature jump q%l) = —ek, as well as a Navier-Stokes-Fourier heat

flux solution with a temperature jump obtained by solving Equation using the boundary condition

without the third order derivative term
(1) - €ER

R
We also include the solution due to the Grad-Hilbert expansion given in Equation (4.18c) of [22]. In our

non-dimensionalization, this will be

GH _ €k
4 - 1+ed1ﬁ’

where d; = 2.4001 for hard spheres. Finally, we note that in the collisionless limit ¢ — oo, the linearized

Boltzmann equation can be solved exactly with heat flux calculated to be ¢&xact = —\/% . Due to the boundary

oo
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. Grad-Hilbert Expansion
01 * Linearized Boltzmann (numerical) ||
— Entropy Stable Extension
3 W Navier-Stokes-Fourier (no jump)
03l R W Navier-Stokes-Fourier (jump)
% %\ Collisionless Heat Flux

X
3 o4f .
[
-
(4]
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Figure 2: Heat flux as a function of the Knudsen number in the stationary heat problem. All the methods compared
agree in the small € regime but the Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution without a jump condition (green dotted line) deviates
first as e increases. The Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution with a jump condition (maroon dotted line) remains relatively
close to the linearized Boltzmann solution and even converges to the correct collisionless limit heat flux. The Grad-Hilbert
solution (orange dot-dashed line) does better than the Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution with a jump condition for € < 1 but
converges to the wrong value in the collisionless limit. Finally, the solution due to our entropy stable extension agrees
with the linearized Boltzmann solution remarkably well over the entire range of Knudsen numbers observed.

Exact
)

condition , it turns out that the heat flux due to our entropy stable extension will always converge to g
regardless of the value of x, A, ¢ and x usedﬂ

In Figure |3} we plot the temperature distribution that results from using ¢ = —0.96491 and x = —0.94298 in
Equation at e = 0.125, 0.25, 1.0 and 100. For comparison, we also plot the temperature distribution due
to the Grad-Hilbert extension (Equation (4.18b) of [22]E[) and the Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution with jump
conditions.

In the collisionless limit, the temperature distribution predicted by the linearized Boltzmann equation is
M = % and we see that all three solutions plotted converge to this limit solution at large Knudsen number

approach this limit. Thus all solutions are again in agreement at very large Knudsen numbers.

4.3 Poiseuille Channel Flow and the Knudsen Minimum

The general solution to is

B 2 ku ku
u(z) = _or dsx + dy + dy exp (j) + doexp (— Ex) (86)

2e

As in the case of the stationary heat problem, we need to specify a boundary condition on ® ‘Cil%‘(a:b) in addition

to the boundary condition , in order to fully determine the solution. However we cannot use a boundary

81n fact, the Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution with the jump condition derived from (81]) also exhibits this behavior.

9With ¢ =1 and ¢ = 0, the non-dimensional temperature in [22] 17}11:%;‘]) equals 6.

10We again note that our solution converges to this limit regardless of the value of x, A, ¢ and x used.
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Figure 3: Comparison of the non-dimensional temperature distribution obtained via the entropy stable extension (blue
line), the Grad-Hilbert expansion (orange dashed) and the Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations with the jump boundary
conditions described in the text (red dotted). The three solutions agree strongly in the interior of the channel for
smaller Knudsen numbers with a discrepancy at the walls that extends into the domain as the Knudsen number increases
(e = 0.125, 0.25, and 1). The solution due to the entropy stable extension hews more closely to the Grad-Hilbert
temperature distribution than the Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution does. Because all three solutions converge to the correct
collisionless limit temperature distribution, they again agree strongly for very large Knudsen numbers (e = 100).

condition like because Equation shows that in the limit where € goes to zero g%ﬁ = O(e~ ') and this
would be inconsistent with a boundary condition that takes a form similar to . With this in mind, we instead
opt for the following boundary conditions

d3u 2 d*u

(e e+ 2T ) me?) = ety

- @(.’Eb): (—1—1—0(6))?; .’L'bE{O, 1}

The second boundary condition can be thought of as a perturbation of the Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution’s

)

where the first two terms represent the Stokes-Fourier contribution to the solution whilst the term with C(e) is

second derivative (i.e. — £) by the function C(e). The solution that results is

(87)

ue) _(@—a®) w [T () exp (£2) + exp (Rl
B 2¢ 2V2 k2 exp (Ex) +1

the contribution of our entropy stable extension. Notice that the velocity slip at the boundary is constant for
all Knudsen numbers because the C(e€) term vanishes at the boundaries. This means that the current set of

boundary conditions produces a velocity slip at the boundary equal to that given by the Navier-Stokes-Fourier
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solution. This shortcoming will be dealt with in the next section, but first we explore Equation a bit further.

The perturbation C(e) determines how the extension to the Stokes-Fourier solution behaves within the
domain and thus needs to be carefully chosen. To that end, we calculate the mass flux within the channel. It has
been experimentally observed that the mass flux of the gas in the channel is observed to initially decrease with
increasing Knudsen number until it reaches a particular Knudsen number, the Knudsen minimum, where the
mass flux then increases monotonically [31]. This phenomenon cannot be replicated by the Navier-Stokes-Fourier
equations which predict a monotonically decreasing mass flux. Equation gives the mass flux in the channel

as

Qle) Lu(z) 1 w7 2¢2 ku ku
o | - e 5 G003 (“mh (2) ) 2) (%)

and we immediately see that the C(€)D(e) term will have to counteract the monotone decreasing behavior of the
first two terms as € increases in order to produce a Knudsen minimum. Because D(e) is fixed, we can carefully
choose C(e) to select for a particular Knudsen minimum and growth behavior in the collisionless limit.

To illustrate this point, we note that Cercignani and Daneri show in [32] that % ~ 2t In(e) in the collisionless
limit. We therefore choose a perturbation of the form C(e¢) = —e(h1 In (1 + 6) + hg), where hy and hy are
constants. This will ensure that C(0) = 0 and C(e)D(e) = O(ln(e)) in the collisionless limit. Roughly speaking,
h1 tunes the logarithmic growth at large € whilst ho tunes the Knudsen minimum in the transition regime. This
ansatz is chosen for its simplicity; it is by no means unique nor provably the best possible choice. To determine
good values for h; and hs, we use the data in Table V of the paper by Ohwada et al. |23], where this problem is
solved numerically for the Hard Spheres linearized Boltzmann equation over a wide range of Knudsen numbers.

We first note that the relationship between the non-dimensional mass flux Mp in [23] and ours is % =

_

f Mp and that the conversion from our Knudsen parameter € to their Knudsen parameter k is given by
k= @ €. Using the fitnlm function in MATLAB gives best fit parameters of h; = 2.1246 and hy = 2.3066 with
R? = 0.978 between Equation and the data. In Figure we compare the fitted solution #% to the
mass flux —Mp in Table V, the Navier-Stokes-Fourier equation solution (i.e. C(e) = 0) and the regularized

13 moment (R13) equations solution calculated for Maxwell molecules by Struchtrup and Torrilhon in [33]. A

summary of the conversions used to compare these solutions is given in Table 2}

Poiseuille Channel Conversions
Linearized  Boltz- | Entropy Stable Ex- | R13 moment equa-
mann |25] tension tions (3]
k @6 4?\@Kn
2 4712
ure 'Ylﬁ% 751F v
2 _Q 4v1v2
—Mp nv7T B syt

Table 2: The conversion scheme for a direct comparison of our entropy stable extension solutions to that of Ohwada et
al. [23] and Struchtrup and Torrilhon [33]. Here, 1 = 1.270042

Figure [4 shows that the mass flux due to our entropy stable extension is in reasonable agreement with the

linearized Boltzmann solution for the range of Knudsen numbers studied. The R13 solution is just as good as
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Figure 4: We use C(e) = —¢ (2.1246 In(1+e) +2.3066) in and plot ﬁ@(%k) against k (blue line). Also plotted
are the linearized Boltzmann data points due to Ohwada, Sone and Aoki [23] (red dots), the Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution
(C(e) = 0) (black dash line) and the R13 moments solution from Struchtrup and Torrilhon [33] (magenta dot-dash). We
observe a reasonable agreement between our function and the data points from Ohwada et al., quantified by R? = 0.978.
The Knudsen minimum for the extension occurs around attained at k = 0.48. The Stokes solution for the mass flux (black
dashed) does not exhibit a Knudsen minimum and decreases monotonically whilst R13 solution is really good for smaller
values of k£ but diverges from the Boltzmann solution as k increases.

our solution for smaller values of k but diverges wildly from linearized Boltzmann solution shortly after attaining
a Knudsen minimum.

Next, we use the fitted parameters in the velocity equation and compare the result to velocity data
taken from Table I and IT of [23] in Figures[5| Because our solution provides no correction to the velocity slip,
the velocity given by is a poor match to the Boltzmann solution. The best results are observed for low
intermediate Knudsen numbers (eg. k£ = 0.4 in Figure (5|)) but the flow profile at smaller or bigger Knudsen
regimes leaves something to be desired. For smaller Knudsen numbers, the inaccuracy could be remedied by
a more judicious choice of C'(¢). However at larger Knudsen numbers, no choice of C(¢) could remedy the
inaccuracy that results due to a lack of a correction to the velocity slip in Equation .

In the next section, we describe a set of boundary conditions that introduce a non-constant velocity slip for

our solution, leading to a better solution overall.

4.4 The Effects of an Added Slip Function

In order to introduce a non-constant velocity slip to our solution, we replace u,(2?) = 0 with u(2®) = Bs(e) in
the boundary condition , where s(¢) is a slip function we shall describe later. To keep things as simple as
possible, our boundary conditions will now be:

d3u 2 5 d?u

<—ew %(mb) + 63<I>dxg(acb)> ny(zb) = = (u(xb) - Bs(e)); € @(xb) = —a Bs(e); z’ € {0, 1}
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Figure 5: We use C(e) = —¢ (2.1246 In(1+¢€)+ 2.3066) in to compare # u(ac; %k) (blue line) to the data points
for the velocity profile provided in (red dots), the reduced R13 moments solution in [34] (magenta dot-dash) and the
Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution (black dash). We fix the range of the y-axis to [0.25, 1.6] in all the plots. Notice that the
Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution and the entropy stable extension always agree at © = 1. The best results occur for low
intermediate Knudsen numbers (represented by k = 0.4). We omit the R13 solution at k = 2 and k = 8 because these are
outside its range of validity.

where o is a yet to be determined constant. Notice that requiring that % = O(e71) as € goes to zero implies

that s(¢) = O(e) in this limit. The velocity and mass flux that result from these boundary conditions are

2 kyx ko(1—2)
— — + Zuwrs
g — u + w\/? +5(6) + € 0;5(6) exp ( € ) :Xp( € ) -1 (89)
B 2¢ 2V 2 k2 exp (&) +1
Q 1 w [« 2¢(e — as(e)) ky ky
x _ - = /2 I S h22) - 2%
B o TP T > (90)

We observe that % ~ 5(€) in the collisionless limit which motivates the ansatz s(e) = hy In(1 + hae). This ensures
that s(e) = O(e) as € goes to zero and s(€) = O(In(e)) for large €. There are now three parameters to determine,
namely, hi, ho and a.

As before, we determine good values for «, h; and he by comparing #\EQ (% ) to the —M),, values
in Table V of using the fitnim function in MATLAB. This process gives a = 3.543, h; = 0.18199 and
ho = 3.0858 with R? = 0.998. In Figure |§|, we compare our fitted solution to the data points of , the full R13
solution and the Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution.

We then use these parameters in the velocity equation and compare the result to the velocity data in
Table I and II of in Figures|7land [8l In general, the fitted velocity underestimates the peak velocity whilst
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points from Table V of [23], the R13 moment solution from [33] and the Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution. We observe an
even stronger agreement to the data points than the solution given in Figure 4] quantified by a higher R? of 0.998. The
Knudsen minimum for the entropy stable extension with an added slip function, located at k = 0.76, is also in strong
agreement with that of the Boltzmann solution from [23].

overestimating the velocity slip. However this solution is superior to Equation in matching the linearized

Boltzmann solution.

5 Conclusion

In this manuscript, we derived a set of fourth order PDEs that serve as an alternative to the Burnett equations
through a reformulation of the process of deriving closures for the deviatoric stress and heat flux from the
Boltzmann equation. This reformulation subsumes the Chapman-Enskog expansion whilst opening the door to
other possibilities for closure. In particular, our closure is crafted so as to obtain entropy stability at all Knudsen
numbers for both non-linear and linearized versions of the resulting conservation equations.

The rest of the paper focuses on the linearized Hard spheres version of the equations which we apply to the
stationary heat problem and the Poiseuille channel. By deriving a symmetric weak form for the momentum and
energy equations, we are able to deduce the left hand sides of the natural boundary conditions for these two
problems. We obtain the full form of the first set of natural boundary conditions{EI by directly substituting our
closure distribution into the linearized Boltzmann diffuse reflection boundary condition. For the second set of
natural boundary conditions, we assume the right hand side takes a particular form with free parameters whose
best values we determine by comparing to the Boltzmann equation.

For the stationary heat problem, we are able to obtain an almost perfect match to the linearized Boltzmann

heat flux by fitting just two free parameters in the second set of natural boundary conditions. We then compute

HThose obtained when we integrate by parts the first time.
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Figure 7: We use a = 3.543, hy = 0.18199, he = 3.0858 in Equation to compare BL\/'FU’ (x; %k) (blue line) with

the Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution (black dash), the linearized Boltzmann solution in (red dot) and the reduced R13
solution from for k < 1. The range of the y-axis is fixed to [0.25, 1.6] for all plots. The added slip allows the solution
of the entropy stable extension to better match the linearized Boltzmann solution (compare solution without added slip
in Figure . In general, this solution underestimates the peak velocity and overestimates the slip at the boundary.

the temperature distribution within the channel with the obtained free parameters and find that it agrees
remarkably well with the Grad-Hilbert temperature in the interior of the domain. The discrepancy between the
two solutions at the boundary slowly increases as the Knudsen number is increased.

For the Poiseuille channel, we find that even though the fitted parameters lead to remarkable agreement of
our mass flux to that of the linearized Boltzmann equation, the boundary conditions as set up do not provide
any correction to the Navier-Stokes-Fourier velocity slip at the boundary. We found that introducing a slip
function into the boundary conditions not only provided a correction to the velocity slip but also led to a mass
flux that better matched the linearized Boltzmann mass flux.

Considering that these closures were derived as asymptotic corrections to the Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations
into the early transition regime, it cannot be overemphasized how surprising it is that they produce accurate
solutions far beyond the expected regime of validity. As the simple nature of the parallel plate test domain
might help explain this, it is imperative to test these equations on more complicated domains analytically and
numerically. Of particular interest for future research is the behavior of these equations in dynamic problems
especially in situations where the assumption that St = O(e) is no longer true.

Deriving solutions for these equations will also require a far better understanding of the boundary conditions
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Figure 8: We use o = 3.543, h1 = 0.18199, ho = 3.0858 in Equation to compare BL\/?U (x; %k) (blue line) with

the Navier-Stokes-Fourier solution (black dash) and the linearized Boltzmann solution (red dot) for k ten times larger
than in Figure[7l Range of the y-axis is fixed to [0.25, 1.6] for all plots. The mismatch between the slip from the extension
and that from the linearized Boltzmann equation is much more pronounced but the non-constant slip leads to a better
overall flow profile than in the version without the slip function. The velocity slip mismatch could indicate that effects
due to the Knudsen layer are not sufficiently resolved by the extension.

that need to be imposed. On this front, the model problems in this paper suggest the importance of picking
extra boundary conditions that interpolate the continuum and collisionless limit behaviors of the system under
consideration. What’s more, we believe that the parameters in the boundary condition will depend on the surface
derivative of the normal vector and, as a result, the local curvature of the boundary. A systematic derivation of
the boundary conditions for these equations that correspond to kinetic analogues (eg. diffuse reflection) would
be needed whatever the case may be.

We also plan to investigate the non-linear conservation equations we derived along lines similar to above
outline for the linearized equations. These equations will present more complications compared to their linearized
counterpart, particularly because the underlying Maxwellian now depends on space and time and thus interacts
with those derivatives. However they potentially possess a much larger range of applicability compared to the

linearized equations.
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A  Even Moments of the Maxwellian

We derive general expressions for integrals of the form
/ Ciy - Cip |€/F My g de (91)
RD

where ¢ = v — u and m and k are positive integers such that m + k is even (one can show the integral evaluates
to zero when m + k is odd).

First we note that generalized spherical coordinates can be used to show that

n—1
/ el My de = <H (D + 2k)> pf" (92)
R

k=0

The key to finding a general form for (91)) is to think of it as a tensor i.e.
. . k _ mk
/ Ciy - Cip|c|" Mpugde =T, (93)
RD

Because the Maxwellian and the Lebesgue measure de are invariant under rotational transformations, the tensor

Ti’j___im will be invariant under a change of coordinates in the ¢; subscripts. In other words for fixed k, the tensor

T}, is an isotropic tensor. This is to our advantage because isotropic tensors take very particular forms [35].

For example all isotropic 2-tensors and 4-tensors take the form:

Tk

i1%2

= T5i1i2

TF

111213%4

= T4 0414504555 + Tb 0iyig0inig + T 65144 0igig
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The scalars T', T,,, Ty, T, can then be found by considering all possible complete contractions of the tensor E

Tk
T =%
D
k k k
T (D+ 1)’1—;”]' - T1ijij B ,Tijﬁ
a D(D —1)(D +2)
k k k
T, (D + 1)’1},]'“ - T;ijj - Tijﬂ
D(D-1)(D+2)
k k k
T (D+ V)T, — T, — Ty,
¢ D(D—-1)(D +2)

The final observation is that these complete contractions (eg. Tgu) will be integrals of the form shown in .
We present below several integrals we will use in later sections of the appendix that were computed in the

manner described.

/ ciciMde = %y lc|> M dw = pb6;; (94)
RD D RD
/ cicjle|PMdw = (D + 2) p§24;; (95)
]RD
/ cicjle|*Mdw = (D + 2)(D + 4) pb> 5, (96)
]RD
/ cicjeraMde = p6? (0350k1 + 0051 + 03105k) (97)
RD
/ CiCjCkCl|C|2M de = (D + 4)/)93 (5ij6kl + 6ik6jl + 5i16jk) (98)
RD
/ CiCjCrCiCmCy M de = 063 (0350k10mn + fourteen other terms) (99)
]RD

B Derivation of Projection Operator

In this section, we show that equation (shown below as equation (100))) defines an orthogonal projection

onto the space of collision invariants .# with respect to the .#?(Mdv) inner product.

Lo mgy+ O (o), My)

II ==
Mgl P 00

w—u? DY 2 /(lp-uP D
+< 20 2 ) Dp 20 3 ) Ma) (100)

The derivation amounts to switching from the basis {1,v1,...,vp,|v|?/2} to the £?(Mdw)-orthonormal basis

{ 1 v —w Up — Up 2 (|’vu|2 D)}
VP oVpd T pd T\ Dp 20 2
and using this basis for our projection. To that end, we perform the orthogonalization via Gram-Schmidt.

The first basis element e; = % follows immediately from the fact that

(1, M) = p. To deduce es, note that

1
g =v1 — {e1, Mu1) e =U1—;<17MU1>=U1—U1

12Actually Ty, = T, = Te because equation (91) is symmetric in its subscript indices. We go through the trouble of writing out the
explicit expressions form Ty, T and Te in order to accommodate the instances in which an isotropic tensor is not symmetric.
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has norm
g3 134 = ((v1 = u1), M (v1 = ur)) = pb

where we used equation (94) to obtain the final equality. Thus our second orthonormal basis term is el =

(v1 — u1)/+/pf. More generally if we define e} = (v; — u;)/v/pf, we see that the set {e}2 | is orthonormal
because, by Equation ,

((vi = wi), M (v; —u;)) = phd;; = 0, fori#j

Thus we are left with just |v|?. We first orthogonalize

lv* 1 2 L, o i _ lv—wu’— Do

@5 = o — 5 (er, Mo2) 2 — 5 (b, Mlf?) e = Z—0 =22 (101)
The norm of g3 gives us three terms to integrate
— w2 - DH\? 1 Do D26?
w aM :7<|v—u\4,M>——<|v—u\2,/\/l>—|—7<1,./\/l>
2 4 2 4
D

= 5p92 (102)

where we have made use of the identity (92]) in the above. Thus our final basis element can be written as

2 (lv-ul* D
e3 =4/ — | —— — —
3 Dp 20 2

We then perform an orthonormal projection onto .# with our orthonormal basis {e;, e, ..., e e3}, i.e.
Hmlg] = e (er, Mg) + 5 (e5, Mg) + ez (es, Mg)

Notice that equation (L00]) isn’t the only orthonormal projection onto the space of collision invariants as we could,
for example, obtain other orthonormal bases by switching the order in which we carry out the Gram-Schmidt
procedure. However the fact that (100)) also appears when computing p'(M)[M f] (see section |C)) suggests that

this particular projection can be considered canonical.

C BGK collision operator

In this section, we will detail how the BGK operator [26] gives rise to a linearized collision operator that satisfies

the properties required for our formulation. The BGK operator is given by

CBEK(F) = (103)
where 7(F') > 0 denotes the rate of relaxation to equilibrium that may depend on moments of F'. For example, [22]
and [23] use 7 = A, p(F) where A, is a constant.

To show that CBEK complies with Galilean invariance, note that by a change of variables in it can be
shown that p,(TuF) = pu(F) = pu(ToF) and 0,(TuF) = 0,(F) = 0,(ToF) whilst u,(TuF) = u,(F)+U
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and u,(ToF') = Tou,(F). This means that u(Tu F) = Tup(F') and Tou(F) = u(ToF'). Therefore, we establish
that

crox (1) = PV EL =Tl g, (104)
and
cBoK (7o) = MT0E) “Toll _ g cnax(p) (105)

T

provided that 7 is invariant under co-ordinate translations and rotations, which is a reasonable imposition on
the relaxation rate. The collision invariance property [2| follows immediately from by linearity.
To establish the dissipation relation for CBEK we note that In (u(F)) € # and therefore by ,

ADMWUUMF—u@de=O (106)

The dissipation inequality for CBSK then follows because

/RD In (F) CBOK(F) dv = —%/}RD In (M(FF)) (F — u(F))dv <0. (107)

because In (%) (a —b) > 0 for a,b > 0. Moreover, because equality in l) holds if and only if F' = u(F'), the
condition

/ In(F) CBK(F)dv =0
RD

implies that F' is a Maxwellian and as a result In (F) € .#. Thus the equivalence in is therefore also verified.

The linearization of the BGK collision operator about an arbitrary Maxwellian M is given by

4
de

d
L M+ M)y — MS .

CBEE(M + eMf)) . M)

We note that the derivative of a Maxwellian M, ,, 9 with respect to some arbitrary argument of (p, u, ) is given

by

ap (v—u)-c‘)u+<lv—u2_D> 39) (109)

aMp,u,G = Mp,u,@ (p + 0 20 2 0

Thus in order to calculate < p(M + eM f)|._,, we need expressions for & p, (M + eM[)| _ys 5= wu (M + eMf)|

e=0

and % 0y (M + eMf)| _,- Working from , and , we have that:

d

Ze PrM A eM)l_y = (f. M) (110)

d 1

26 UM+ eMf)l_, = PR (v —uu(M)), Mf) (111)

a __ 2 v —uy (M) 0, (M)

ge Mt eMf)l o = M) << 5D 5 )M (112)
Substituting the above into gives . Thus we have proved that

1
BGK[p _ _ _

Compliance of E?/?K[f] with properties (2.3.1.1)—(2.3.1.5) follow directly from the fact that IT is an orthogonal
projection of £?(Mdv) onto .#.
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D Higher order tensors in the orthogonal complement

We define here a set of tensors that arise when computing the macroscopic fluid equations that arise from
the various fine-scale closures in the text. For an arbitrary Maxwellian M with density, bulk velocity and
temperature given by p, u and 6 respectively, we have a corresponding canonical projection IIa4[-], derived in
the previous section and a (pseudo-inverse) linearized collision operator /J/_\j []. With ¢ = v — u, we define the

following tensors:

2
c
Aij(e) = (Id — I ag)[eicj] = cicy %(23 (114)
le|cs 1 2
Bi(c) = (Id — I ) 5 | =5 (le|*e; — (D +2)8 ¢;) (115)
Ciji(c) = (Id — TLng) [ex L [Aij ()] (116)
Dij(e) = (Id — ) [e; L [Bi(e)]] (117)
E”kl(c) = (Id - HM) [Cl [,7\/} [ka(c)ﬂ (118)
Fije(e) = (Id — ) [e Lo [Dij ()] (119)
The exact form of the tensors such as Cyji, D;; depend on L. For the BGK operator, £y[-] = —7(Id —IIx) [']
these tensors can be computed explicitly with the tools developed in the previous sections.
CBCK () = L NP SPY (5 S S 120
k(€)= —1 | cicjer, — o erlij — 0| 50k +cidjr — Dkl (120)
BGK (. _ _ T 2 2 > DY
D7 (c) = —3 (|c| cicj — (D +2)0c;c; — 2 (1 + D) <20 -5 6°0;; (121)
T2 2 le|> D
FEEK(C) =5 <|c|2cicjck — (D +2)0c;cjcy, — 2 <1 + D) <29 - 2) 0%crdij
9 2
—20° { ¢;0i + ci0j — Eckéij (122)

E Derivation of the higher order fluid mechanical parameters

Our goal is to show how to compute parameters such as w, x, =, ¥ obtained from the various fluid equations we
derived. We will only focus on the terms obtained from the constant background Maxwellian formulation. It is

important to read through Appendix [D| before reading this section.

E.1 Stokes-Fourier terms

The first step to computing @ and & is to substitute the Stokes-Fourier closure into the last term of , ie.
consider ey, <T?wk, Mﬁ&l [vlamfp where
F_ b @ § (lv?®_ D
T=frsrii (5 -8)

Because the range of /.31\_/11 is in the orthogonal complement of the collision invariants .# 1 this term will be
zero when m = 1. This means there will be no ”Stokes-Fourier correction” to the conservation of mass equationﬁ

Furthermore, only the last two terms in f will contribute to the correction term because E;} [v;] = 0. We are

2
thus left with the conservation of momentum closure (m = v;) and conservation of energy closure (m = %)

13As expected.
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With m = v;, we have

= O, Uj _
e (vivy, MLy [0:0;:f]) = 69‘70% ((Id — Mar) [vkve], MLy, [vivg])

0.0 i
b2 o 2123} i)
0
afiaj -1
=0 (Api(v), MLy, [Agj(v)]) +0 (123)

In the above calculation, viv; becomes Ay (v) in the first term because the range of [ZA_/Il is in the orthogonal
complement of collision invariants. Because £7M1 commutes with rotational transformations Qg, it preserves
parity (i.e. maps even functions to even functions and odd functions to odd functions) and so the second term
will be zero. Furthermore, the term (A (v), MLy} [A;;(v)]) will be a fourth rank isotropic tensor. Combined

with the fact that A;;(v) = A;;(v) and that A;;(v) = 0, we can conclude that

(Apn (v), M,CK; [Apn(v)])

(Ar(0), ML A (0)]) = =25y

2
<5ik5ﬂ + 005 — D5¢j5k1> (124)
Thus the right-hand side of (123]) takes the form

5_(1) . _i <Amn(v)> M‘C]T; [Amn('l))b
kL, (D —1)(D +2)

2
(&;kﬁl + 8mlﬂk — Békl 811@)

However from ([124]), we observe tha@

(Amn(v), ]\4111\_/11 [Amn (v)])
(D-1)(D+2)

(A12(v), ML} A12(v)]) =
and thus the formula for viscosity can be written as

&= 5 {Ain(v), MLy A1) (125)

2
With m = %, a similar calculation to the one in 1| gives

vi|v|? = D,.0 _
(PR ML 0, 11) = 5 (Bulo) ML B W)
€ ~

= gz (Bn(0), ML3; [Bu(v)]) 00 0:.6

€

- De2 (B, (v), MLy} B, (v)]) 8,,0

By noting that (Bi(v), MLy} [B1(v)]) = % (Bn(v), ML}/ [B,(v)]), the formula for heat conductivity can be
written as

i == g (Bu(0), MLy 1B1(v) (126)
Remark E.1. We define the fourth rank tensor ¢ijn := ;1051 + 0y, — %&jékl.
Notice that ¢ijri = Qjikt = Gijik = Priij and Gijrr = ik = 0.

14The formula also works with A1z or As3 in place of Ajs.
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E.2 Burnett correction terms

The term of interest is

€2 (m, M8y, L3} [(St 9 + vi0s,) [L3f [v50, F1]])
— 20, (L} [mv], M [(St 0, + w0 ) Lot 0500, f]) (127)

Burnett o,,; and g, corrections

where we have taken advantage of the self-adjointness of L]T/jl. As before, equation 1) equals zero when m = 1.
Thus the correction only applies to the conservation of momentum and energy equations.

When m = v,,, we are left with

0y, 0,0
0

6t8;v-ai -1 —1
2 (Steoa (Lo [Am ()], MLy A (0)]) +

(L [Am(v)], MDjk(?f)))

after we ignore the terms that give odd powered integrands (and thus integrate to zero). Because Ay (v) = Ajn(v)

and A, (v) =0, we can simplify the fourth rank isotropic tensors above to

R )
(E Gniij St 0.0, + Bl Dnljk 3kaj9)

== St 9, {aﬁan + Oy, g — %aﬂak 5nl] + 0 (azlazné — ;8xk8mk§5nl>

where

€2 €

= 0—0 <£7V[1 [A12(v)], M/J;wl [A12(v)]> U = % <E]T/[1 [A12(v)], MD12(1J)>

With m = g in ID we get

, [ St0:0,,0
€ - 7

—_
—
—

By Dl

(i Biw)), ML B, (0)]) + =

7 (Dy(v), MLy} [Aij(v)]>>
0

~ U
= T(Sjl St 8t6mj9 + 907 (blkija$k8zjfl,i

=T St0,0,,0 + 907‘1’ (azj O, Ty + (1 - ;) ax,axkak>

with
2

T:?g

(L3 [Br(v)], MLy [Bi(v)])
For the BGK operator an explicit calculation gives

D+2
==V = 62T2p090 and T = T+62T2p06‘0
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E.3 Entropy Stable Extension terms

The new fine scale term is

—é <m, Muvp0y, [ﬁMlvmﬁzm [[,Mlvkazk [CMlvjaxjf]” >

= —€ 0y, (L] V], Mvy0s,, [Eﬁvkaxk [Ej_vfl [vjaxjf]]b (128)

correction to 05,,1],) and ngl)

where we used the self-adjointness of EJT/Il in the right-hand side of the above. The mass conservation equation is
unchanged because when m = 1 as £, [v,] = 0.

2
When m = %, the only non-zero term that results can be written as

Dy, g, 0y 0
—e3 (7’17

92 <£1\_/11[Dnm(v)]>MDjk('U)>>
0

If we define the tensor S = (L3 [Das(v)], MDcq(v)) and note that it is a rank four isotropic tensor, then this

term can be written as

D 1 ab _ Qbbb __ Qba
( + )Sab Saa Sab 5nj6mk

3895 8z 3309 D 1 bb _ Qab __ Qba
_6 m YTk YT (( + )Saa Sab Sab67zm6jk+

03 D(D - 1)(D +2) D(D - 1)(D +2)
(D+1)Se5 — Sip — Saas 5
D(D-1)(D+2) ™™
e*(S8h + Sap + S%%) .
= - = 902 Oy Oy, Op, 0
D(D +2)632 T TTk Tk
Finally using the left hand side of the above expression, one can show that
Sit = W which means that 3
A= -gsh (120
0

From which we can surmise that A is non-negative because the negative definiteness of the linearized collision
operator ensures that St < 0.
For the BGK operator, a direct computation gives

D?*+7D -2 ,

A= o) 3730l

With m = v, the calculation is substantially more complicated. The non-zero term we get from the correction

(128]) can be written as

—e3 (W <£Jle [Conm (v)], MCiji(v)) ) (130)

We observe that the rank six isotropic tensor K} := (L3} [Cpm (v)], MCiji(v)) is such that K" =K =
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Kf&m and K7J™ =0 = KPP™. As such for D > 3, the tensor takes the form

nm 2
Kfjk =ai 5mk¢ijpn + ag <5pm¢ijnk + 5nm¢ijpk - D(Spnqsijmk)

2

+ as <5nk¢i_jpm + 5pk¢ijmn - Dapn¢ijmk) (131)

where a1, as and ag satisfy the system of equations
Kk
(D-1)(D+2)
DK" )
CEEFS a; + (D —2)az + (D — 1)(D + 2)as
DEGy
(D-1)(D+2)

= Day + 2as + 2a3

=Da+ (D —-1)(D+2)az + (D —2)as

Thus (130) takes the form

€3

2
7970 ((al + a9 + (13) 3;,;,@8;,;,9 (’9%111, -+ &,;pﬁn — Bénp leﬂ:|

2 On, .
+ 2(as + as) (1 — D> (O, Ox, — l;’a%amk)[dwuo

Using (131)), one can show that

121 111
Kii5 + Kisg

2(1—%)

121
a1 +ax+a3=Ki35; and aj+az=

and we can thus define the parameters <i>1 and <i>2 as

” e e 121
Q) =——(a1 +az+a3z) =—— Ki5
90 90
3 3 7121 122
~ € e Kity + K
&y = 797(@ Fag) = - 112 111
o

0 2

e
Due to the negative definiteness of EX/[I, we surmise that ®; is non-negative. The sign of @5 is not immediately
obvious from the above formula. However, we verified that ®, is positive albeit smaller than ®; for the BGK,

Maxwell molecule and Hard Spheres collision operators.

For the BGK operator, a direct computation shows that

@1 = 2&32 = 26373p098
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F Hard Spheres calculations of fluid parameters

The calculation of the fluid parameters for the Hard sphere collision operator is based on the methodology
outlined in [36]. With w := ﬁ and W := i, we define the Burnett functions

— L (Jw]?) [wl! Y ()
(n+1+43)!
5]

where Lf is an associated Laguerre polynomial and Y;™ is a spherical harmonic. This family of functions
possesses the following orthogonality property:

* _ P * ~|wl
<anma MXPQT> - \/7? /]RS anm(w) €

2
Xpgr (W) dw = % OnpOlgOmr
where X7, is the complex conjugate of Xnim. The decomposition of a function h € $2(6_|w|2dw) will be

n=0 =0 m=—1

oo 00 l
2
h(w) = Z Z Z Pnim Xnim(w), where hpim = /]R3 X (W) €711 h(w) dw

If we orient the spherical coordinate system such that @ = (cos 8, sin 6 sin ¢, sin @ cos ¢), then decomposition of
the collision invariants will be

1= 7r%Xooo(w)

wlw

im
Wy =

5 (xo11(w) + x01-1(w))

w3 =
g
lw|* =7 2Xooo

(w) - \/3)(100(’“’))

3
T4

w = —= w
1 \/§X010( )

3
M‘ Blw

(X01—1(w) - X01—1(’w))

This means that the projection of a function onto the orthogonal complement of the collision invariants can be

accomplished simply by removing all x000, Xo1m and X100 components from the function’s decomposition.

The action of the linearized collision operator and its inverse can be characterized as

oo 0o 1 o
Euli =323 3 (Sus ) v o0
—1 \p=0

(Z [*Ql];;}) hplm> Xnlm (w)
n=0 =0 m=—1 \p=0

where the [-parametrized family of infinite symmetric matrices [£!] are derived from the identity

* —|w|?
/]RE' Xnim € [l L:M[qur} dw = [Sl]np O1g Omr

and [£']~! represents the corresponding (pseudo—)inverse

15Note that the indices for both [£!] and [£!]~! start from n =0, p = 0.
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For the hard spheres operator, the entries of [£!] ar

min{n,p} [

n!p! l'l"—f—i—n—&—p—i—l—Q]—k) A
22 B)
=0 k=0

[Ty = Tf\/srn+l+ (p+1+32)

(n— ) p— )N — k) 2ntpHi—2j—k

. , o
where Bj]-C = 7(J+j]!€]:§1)' + 5j05k0 — 21 k(2j+]f+1).

For our calculation, we found that it was enough to calculate the first 200 rows and columns of [£!] for
1€{0,1,2,3}. We use these finite matrices to compute the corresponding pseudo-inverses [£/]~! . For brevity,
we will only describe the calculation of £ and A . The process for calculating @, ®; and P, follow similar steps.

We first note that

S e 563
By (v ):7(\w| V8 — 5\/5)101:— <7T4 >X110( )

2
Thus,
- € _
i =~ (Bi(v), MLy [Bi(w))
0
) 2 —
:—*€P090/ Xi10(w) e vl Z[E] Xn1o(w) dw
n=0
= 7*6,0090[2 ]11 = (]. 922284) 67p000

Next"]

Dll(v) = ’Ulﬁ&l[Bl(’U)} = *7‘(40 \[Z 21 1n (wl ano( ))

o0 oo
3 _
= _7T493\/52[£1]1n1 Z (anm Xn,00(W) + Bon, Xn120(w))
n=0 n1=0
where an, = /322 60y — /2L Gppny 1y and Buny = /252 Sy — /32 Gpny 11}~ As a result

L3} D1 (w)] = —7163V5 Z Z( (Z[£1]1nlann2>><n100(w)
n1=0n2=0 n=0
[£2]n1n2 (Z[’gl]lnlﬁrmm) Xn120(w)>
n=0
Thus

A= 02 (Dr1(v), MLy [Dur(v)])

= _5530098< Z (Z[gl]l_nl‘)@ml) Z [’Eo]mnz (Z[Sl]l_;(J‘?an)

n1=0 \n=0 n1=0 n=0
9] oo
+ Z <Z 1nﬁ7m1> Z [’82]711712 <Z[‘Sl]1_nlﬁnn2>>
n1=0 \n=0 n1=0 n=0
= 37.47015 37 p 602

16See [36] for a derivation
17Strictly speaking, we have to apply (Id — IT5s) in the definition of D11. However, the inner product with E;; [D11(v)]
automatically accomplishes this projection.

44



Although we have presented the above calculation in terms of infinite sums, in practice, truncating each of the
sums after about fifteen terms gives a result accurate to seven significant figures.
The above calculations can be repeated for any collision operator provided their corresponding collision

matrices [£!] are available. For example, by observing that the BGK operator has collision matrices of the form

0, l=0and ne{0,1} orpe {0, 1}
1on_
T[Sl]np:;[sl}n;}: 0, l=landn=0o0rp=0
—0np, otherwise

one can easily obtain the BGK values reported in this manuscript with the formulas derived above.
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