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Abstract

This paper presents the application of the Shifted Boundary Method (SBM) to thermal flow simulations, utilizing
incomplete octree meshes (Octree-SBM) to perform multiphysics simulations that couple flow and heat transfer. By
employing a linearized form of the Navier-Stokes equations, we accelerate the simulations while maintaining accu-
racy. SBM enables precise enforcement of field and derivative boundary conditions on intercepted elements, allowing
for accurate flux calculations near complex geometries, when using non-boundary fitted meshes. Both Dirichlet and
Neumann boundary conditions are implemented within the SBM framework, with results demonstrating that SBM en-
sures precise enforcement of Neumann boundary conditions on octree-based meshes. We illustrate this approach by
simulating flows across different regimes, benchmarking results over several orders of magnitude variation in Rayleigh
numbers (Ra ~ 10° to 10%) and Reynolds numbers (Re ~ 109 to 10%), covering laminar, transitional, and turbulent
regimes. Coupled thermal-flow phenomena as well as summary statistics across all these regimes are accurately
captured without any additional numerical treatments, beyond a Residual-based Variational Multiscale formulation
(RB-VMS). This approach offers a reliable and efficient solution for complex geometries, boundary conditions and
flow regimes in computational multiphysics simulations.

Keywords: Shifted Boundary Method; Immersed Boundary Method; Computational fluid dynamics; Incomplete
octree; Optimal surrogate boundary; Weak boundary conditions; Buoyancy-driven convection; Residual-based
variational multiscale

1. Introduction

Natural and forced convection are fundamental mechanisms in heat transfer, influencing a wide range of engi-
neering applications. These processes are essential for optimizing the design of thermal exchangers [1, 2]. Beyond
industrial contexts, convection plays a key role in addressing climate-related challenges. For example, the urban
heat island effect has become increasingly prominent due to rising global temperatures and urbanization, making the
understanding and management of convection more critical than ever [3, 4]. In sustainable building design, natural
ventilation has emerged as a promising strategy for improving energy efficiency by harnessing wind and thermal en-
ergy [5, 6]. Furthermore, accurately modeling the interaction between airflow and temperature in built environments
is essential for ensuring indoor comfort and safety. This is particularly relevant in the context of public health, where
effective airflow control is crucial in preventing the spread of infectious diseases [7—12].

Simulating these processes, however, often involves geometrically complex domains, such as urban layouts in
heat island studies, human anatomy in aerosolized virus transmission modeling, or intricate configurations in ther-
mal exchangers. Generating boundary-fitted meshes for such geometries is time-consuming and resource-intensive.
Moreover, during simulations, engineers frequently discover that some regions require finer resolution, while others
can afford coarser discretization. Adjusting these resolutions typically necessitates revisiting meshing software like
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Gmsh or commercial tools (e.g., ANSYS Meshing), which is impractical for workflows demanding rapid iterations,
such as those required for building large datasets in the era of Al-driven research [13], or during the design process.

The immersed boundary method (IBM) [14-20] offers an alternative by enabling the use of non-boundary-fitted
meshes, significantly simplifying the meshing process. This approach decouples the computational grid from geomet-
ric complexity, allowing researchers to perform simulations and testing with greater efficiency. However, traditional
IBM implementations, such as the Finite Cell Method (FCM) [21-26] and immersogeometric analysis IMGA) [27-
36], face inherent challenges. Issues such as the small-cut cell (or Intercepted element) problem and load balancing
inefficiencies arise because elements intersected by the geometry often require a disproportionately large number of
integration points, leading to uneven computational loads across processors.

To address these limitations, recent advancements in IBM have proposed integrating over a surrogate domain
instead of directly working on the cut elements (or Intercepted elements). This innovation forms the basis of
the Shifted Boundary Method (SBM) [10, 37—47], which has demonstrated notable success across various applica-
tions. SBM has demonstrated its versatility in various applications, including fluid dynamics [48], structural simu-
lations [41], free surface flows [49], and one-way coupled fluid-structure interaction (FSI) [S0]. By eliminating the
need for boundary-fitted meshing, SBM significantly reduces preprocessing time while maintaining high accuracy.
However, efficiently and automatically generating non-boundary-fitted meshes for SBM or IBM simulations remains
challenging. To overcome this, there have been recent efforts to employ octree meshes, which enable faster and
parallelized generation of non-boundary-fitted meshes. Octree meshes stand out due to their favorable aspect ratios,
intrinsic hierarchical structure, and compatibility with parallel computing frameworks [51-58, 58—64]. These proper-
ties minimize inter-processor communication overhead by localizing the required neighborhood element information,
making them highly efficient for large-scale, distributed simulations. The Octree-SBM framework, which combines
octree meshes with the SBM, has been applied to a variety of PDEs [47, 65]. Together, they provide robust capabilities
for handling geometrically complex domains while maintaining computational efficiency and accuracy, making them
a promising approach for modern simulation challenges.

Modeling thermal flows using SBM is, therefore, a promising avenue for a variety of applications, but has been
largely unexplored. Existing research has been limited to a single example involving a 1D convection-diffusion
equation [37]. Motivated by this gap, this paper investigates the efficacy of SBM for thermal incompressible flow sim-
ulations, with a focus on a coupled solver framework for the Navier-Stokes and convection-diffusion equations. The
simulation framework developed in this study leverages octree discretization, the linearized Navier-Stokes equations
using a Variational Multiscale (VMS) formulation, a two-way coupling mechanism between the Navier-Stokes equa-
tions and heat transfer, backflow stabilization techniques for both Navier-Stokes and convection-diffusion equations,
and the implementation of SBM for efficiently handling complex geometries. This comprehensive approach enables
accurate and efficient simulations of thermal incompressible flows, addressing key challenges in both computational
efficiency and geometric flexibility. Our key contributions are:

e Application of SBM for thermal flow simulations: Shifted Boundary Method (SBM) with octree-based dis-
cretization for efficient handling of complex geometries.

o Linearized Navier-Stokes and Heat Transfer (NS-HT) solver: A linearized solver framework for fast and accu-
rate solutions in coupled thermal flow simulations.

o Comprehensive validation: Validate the framework across diverse geometries in 2D and 3D, spanning multiple
flow regimes and boundary conditions.

This paper is structured as follows: In Section 2, we present the equations we solve, which are divided into the
Navier-Stokes subproblem and the Heat Transfer subproblem. In Section 3, we discuss the coupling of Navier-Stokes
and Heat Transfer, introducing the block-iterative strategy. In Section 4, we perform various simulations, including
both 2D and 3D cases; mixed, forced, and natural convection; and scenarios with Neumann and Dirichlet boundary
conditions. Finally, in Section 5, we summarize our findings and suggest directions for future work.



2. Mathematical Formulation

2.1. Formulation for linearized Naiver Stokes
The strong form of the non-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations can be written as follow:

ou; ou; o*u;  dp

Momentum Eqns: ” + ujﬁ_xj - V@xz. a_x, - fi=0. @))]
J
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Continuity Eqn: —u. 2
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The v in the momentum equations can be written in natural, forced, and mixed convection situations:

Pr 1 ;
— = 4=, Natural convection;
v = 1 Ra Gr 3)

Re’ Forced or mixed convection,
3PATLY
va
and Re = 291 ig the Reynolds number. Here, g denotes the acceleration due to gravity, 8 is the coeflicient of thermal
expansion, and AT = T, — T, represents the temperature difference between the highest temperature (77,) and the
lowest temperature (7). The parameter Ly is the characteristic length scale of the system, u is the dynamic viscosity,

«a is the thermal diffusivity, p is the density of the fluid.

We consider an implicit, second-order accurate in time discretization of %. We utilize the Backward Difference
Formula (BDF) discretization of the time derivatives. Unlike our previous work, here, we consider the possibility that
successive time-steps, A" = ™! — " and A#""! = £ — "1, are not necessarily equal, thus allowing the possibility
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where Ra = v

is the Rayleigh number, Gr = is the Grashof number, Pr =  is the Prandtl number,
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of variable time stepping. Due to these variable time steps, the time derivative term
backward difference formula (specifically, BDF2)):

can be expressed (using a

au;ﬁl
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where coefficients vy, y;, and y, are provided in Table 1. This produces a second order accurate in time discretization,
which is implicit in the unknown variable. We use the method of manufactured solutions (MMS) to evaluate accuracy
while using the coefficients listed in Table 1, as detailed in Appendix A.1. These simulations highlight the importance
of applying the correct BDF2 coeflicients when using variable time steps. The rationale for testing variable time steps
is grounded in the practical considerations of CFD simulations. Users of our framework may often prefer to gradually
increase the Reynolds number through a ramping approach. This strategy helps the solution converge more reliably,
reducing the risk of numerical instabilities that could arise from an abrupt jump to high Reynolds numbers. At lower
Reynolds numbers, larger time steps are typically sufficient and can enhance computational efficiency. However, as
the Reynolds number increases, smaller time steps are preferred to maintain numerical stability and accuracy, ensuring
robust simulation performance across a range of flow conditions. Additionally, this approach allows natural extension
to adaptive time-stepping.

Table 1: Coefficients for the BDF2 (second order in time) and Backward Euler (BDF1, first order in time) implicit methods are provided, along with
BDF?2 coefficients for non-uniform timesteps. The validation results using the non-uniform timestep BDF2 coefficients are presented in Figure A.3.
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Before defining the variational formulations, we introduce the scalar and vector discrete function spaces as follows:
Vi@ = [¢" 14" € '@ N PNT), with T € F) )
V@) = {Mw | Mw € (@) N (2" (D))!, with T € F} . 5)

The weak form of the governing equations, incorporating Variational Multiscale Stabilization (VMS) terms, can
be written as follows:
Find u; € V*(Q) and p € V"(Q), such that, for any w; € V*(Q) and ¢ € V"(Q),
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Cy and Cg are chosen as 36. The quantities G;; and g; are related to mapping physical elements to their isoparametric
elements.



Inside the formulations (Eq. 6 and Eq. 7), the uppercase letters ¢ and f are used to distinguish the coarse and
fine scale variables, respectively. The superscripts n + 1, n, and n — 1 following ¢ and f denote the time steps of the
simulation: n + 1 corresponds to the time step being solved, n represents the current time step, and n — 1 refers to the
previous time step. In the convection term discretization (Eq. 6), an approximate velocity (i) is computed through an
extrapolation based on the previous two time steps (u! and u;"l), as detailed in equations Eq. 10, Eq. 11, and Eq. 12.
This approach enables a linearized Navier-Stokes solver by replacing the nonlinear convective term with a linearized
approximation, thereby simplifying the computational solution strategy. The force term varies across three different
scenarios:

"1 50, Natural convection;
fin+1 _ 10, Forced convection; (17)
Gr c.n+1 : nen+l : :
— 0" 0, = Ri 0" 6,  Mixed convection;
Re?

where m is the direction of the gravity, 8 is the non-dimensional temperature (see next sub-section), Gr is the Grashof
number, and Ri is the Richardson number.

2.2. Formulation for convection diffusion equation
The strong form and the boundary conditions for the convection diffusion equation can be written as follows:
90 9 00

L o2 2o, 18
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where « for natural and forced convection scenarios is given as:

[ 1
) Natural convection;
a= PrRa (19)

1
—_ Forced or mixed convection.
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Here, Pe = Re X Pr represents the Peclet number, where we select Pr = (0.7, which corresponds to air. Table 2
shows how v, f;, and @ are chosen based on different convection types (summarizing Eq. 3, Eq. 17, and Eq. 19). The
weak form can be stated as:

Find 4 € V"(Q), such that V¢ € V(Q),
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Table 2: Summary of non-dimensional parameters and forcing terms for natural, forced, and mixed convection scenarios.
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Similar to the Navier-Stokes equations, we consider variable time step in our formulation: Af" = *! — ¢* and
Al =1 — 71 and we use Y0 + 160" + y,6"! to approximate %‘:]. For the coefficients of the time derivative,
we refer to Table 1. To address potential numerical instabilities in advection-dominated problems, we incorporate
the Streamline-Upwind Petrov-Galerkin (SUPG) stabilization term [66]. This term is designed to enhance solution
stability along the streamlines by introducing additional weighting. For the SUPG term, we neglect the diffusion term
given that we use the linear basis function in our framework. The SUPG stabilization parameter Tsypg is defined as:

hz
— , 21
TSUPG = 3 N 21
where u; is the velocity vector and +/u;u; its magnitude.
The element length £ is:
2
h=— 22)

with N4 as the shape function, % its gradient, and A running over all nodes of the element. The parameter z depends

on the local Reynolds number:
\/M,‘M,‘/’l

Re, = ——— 23
¢ 2v (23)

The value of z is:
1 if Re, >3,

= 24
: {RT if Re, <3 . @4

2.3. SBM preliminaries: The true domain, surrogate domain, and maps

Figure la illustrates a closed region &, where clos(QQ) C Z (with clos(Q) denoting the closure of Q), along
with the family .7,(2) of admissible, shape-regular discrete decompositions (meshes/grids) of 2. In this study, we
specifically focus on octree grids that are aligned with the axes of the Cartesian coordinate system. Each 5,(9) is
then restricted by selecting only those elements T € .7,(2) that satisfy the condition:

meas(T N Q) > (1 — A),meas(T);, for some A € [0, 1];. 25)

In other words, these elements are those that intersect with the domain of interest 2 and have an area or volume greater
than 1 — A of their total area or volume, depending on whether the context is two- or three-dimensional. For example,
choosing A = 0 selects the elements that are strictly contained in the computational domain Q (see, e.g., Figure 1a),
choosing 4 = 1 selects the elements that have a non-empty intersection with Q (see, e.g., Figure 1b), and choosing
A = 0.5 selects elements whose intersection with € includes at least 50% of their area/volume.

We define the family of grids that satisfies Eq. 25 as

I =T € T3(2) : meas(T N Q) > (1 — ) meas(T)}.

Q= int( U T),

TeJ?

This identifies the surrogate domain

or, more simply, {,, with surrogate boundary I, := 3, and outward-oriented unit normal vector 7 to I',. Obviously,
f,f is an admissible and shape-regular family of decompositions of €, (see again Figure la). Here, we choose
A =1, which is advantageous for thermal incompressible flow calculations, particularly for cases where the quantity
of interest is the boundary thermal flux, or in dimensionless terms, the Nusselt number, which requires the first
derivative at the cut (or INTERCEPTED) element. By selecting A = 1, no special implementation is needed to compute
the first derivative at the cut (or INTERCEPTED) element. Instead, we can directly use the derivative of the shape function
and nodal point values to interpolate and obtain the derivative on the true boundary (I).
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(a) The surrogate domain Q; < Q, the difference Q \ Q between the true and (b) The surrogate domain Q < Q) the difference &} \ Q between the true and
surrogate domains, true boundary I', and the surrogate boundary Iy (1=0). surrogate domains, true boundary I', and the surrogate boundary Iy@a=1.

(¢) The distance vector d, the true normal n, the true tangent 7, and
the surrogate normal 72 (horizontal).

Figure 1: The surrogate domain, its boundary, and the distance vector d.

The mapping sketched in Figure Ic is defined as follows:

M,:T,->T, (26a)
X—>x s (26b)

where M), maps any point ¥ € ', on the surrogate boundary to a point x = M (%) on the physical boundary T".
In this study, M), is defined as the closest-point projection of ¥ onto I', as illustrated in Figure lc. Using this
mapping, a distance vector function dyy, can be expressed as:

dy,(X) =x-% =[M-I]%), 27

where M is the mapping operator, and I is the identity operator. For simplicity, we denote d = dj, and further
decompose it as:
d=|dlv,

where ||d|| is the magnitude of the distance vector, and v is a unit vector indicating the direction of the distance.

Remark. There are several strategies to define the mapping My, and, consequently, the distance vector d. The
closest-point projection of ¥ onto T is a natural and widely used choice for determining x (and thus M},), provided
it is uniquely defined. However, alternative approaches may be more suitable in specific scenarios. For example,
a level-set representation of the true boundary can be employed, where d is defined using a distance function. For
algorithms related to distance functions for complex geometries in 3D, see [47]. For further discussions, including
considerations for domains with corners, refer to [41, 42].

2.4. Shifted boundary conditions

We begin by examining Dirichlet boundary conditions, which are particularly relevant as they encompass the
no-slip boundary condition - a crucial constraint for fluid-solid interfaces.



Let us consider a surrogate Dirichlet boundary ', positioned near the actual Dirichlet boundary T'. By utilizing
the distance measure between these boundaries, we can express the velocity vector through its Taylor expansion:

u(®) + (Vu - d)(&) + (Rp(u, d))(¥) = up(My(%)), onlp,, (28)

Here, the remainder term Rp(u, d) exhibits the property that ||Rp(u, d)|| = o(||d||*) as ||d|| — 0. To formalize this
relationship, we introduce two key operators on I'p:
The extension operator:

Eup(X) := up(Mu(X)) (29)

The shift operator:
Spau(X) := u(®) +Vu(x)dx) . (30)

By disregarding the higher-order residual term in Eq. 28, we arrive at the definitive form of the shifted boundary
conditions:

Sphu= Eup, on fD,h . 31

2.5. SBM formulation for the linearized Naiver Stokes equations
Suppose the Dirichlet boundary conditions for Navier-Stokes equations are:

uj=g on TP (32)

Here we use lowercase u in I'? to distinguish the Navier-Stokes boundary conditions from the convection-diffusion
boundary conditions. After plugging in Eq. 8 and Eq. 9 into Eq. 6 and Eq. 7, and adding the boundary terms from SBM
to enforce the Dirichlet boundary condition, we can rearrange the equations. By placing the unknowns (" L pently
on the left-hand side and the known values on the right-hand side, we obtain the following weak form: Find u; €

Vh(flz) and p € V"(Q}), such that, for any w; € Vh(Qz) and g € VA(Q),
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where C fi[ is the penalty parameter for the Navier-Stokes equation.
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The step-by-step details of formulating the Shifted Boundary Method (SBM) for the Navier-Stokes equations is
presented in Appendix B.

2.6. SBM formulation for the convection diffusion equation

Suppose the boundary conditions in convection-diffusion equation are:

{9=0D on FQD, (34)

VO-n=hr on l"é,v_

We utilize SBM to enforce both the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions. By arranging equation with the
unknown (#"*!) on the left hand side and the known values on the hand side, we derive the following linear system
to solve:

Find 6 € V(Q}), such that V¢ € VA(Q)),

agc,nﬂ a¢ aernﬂ a agc,nﬂ
, 9“’"“) +( ,uc.’"—) + ( , ) +T ( 2 gen+l +uc.’"+l—)
(¢ 70 &, o1 ox; o, ox;’ Ox; /g, SUPG\H; (j Yo J ax; Ja,
aec,m—l 96° n+1 aec,nﬂ a¢ (99c,n+1
+a ,(ﬁ<n-)—n-> —a/< ,—ﬁ<> —a< ,—n“'> - < i, 6 d<>
<¢ I Ox; ! Fan ¢ Ox; ! Fan ¢ Ox;j e, Ox; ! Ox; e,
SBM neumann term Consistency term Adjoint consistency term
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+ L (p+——d;, 60" + —d»>
h <¢ axj I axj I o
Penalty term
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| ——
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¢ Cpay 04
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<6x/ ! DrDh h e ox; 7 DFDh G2
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where C g is the penalty parameter for the convection-diffusion equation.

2.7. Backflow stabilization

Instabilities arising from backflow at outflow or open boundaries can lead to solver divergence in thermal incom-
pressible flow simulations. Backflow stabilization introduces a dissipative boundary term that activates in the presence
of backflow, effectively maintaining stability. This approach is particularly suitable for simulations involving thermal
incompressible flow problems characterized by strong flow recirculation or vortices impinging on the outlet boundary.

In both the backflow stabilization method [67] and the Directional do-nothing (DDN) boundary condition [68], a
boundary term is introduced to the left-hand side of (33):

<w,, Bo min(0, 15" "+1> (36)
T,

o

where Sy is the stabilization parameter for Navier-Stokes. Similarly, backflow stabilization is applied to the heat
transfer equation, adding the following term to the left-hand side of (35):

—<¢ , B min(0, u;’"nj)ec’"“ >1_ (37

o

where [y is the stabilization parameter for heat transfer. In the simulations performed in this paper, we pick 8y = 0.5
and By = 0.5 for the backflow stabilization terms.



3. Implementation details

3.1. Numerical implementations

Our computational framework is built on two core components: DEnbpro-KT [10, 69] and PETSc, both of which
play essential roles in enabling high-performance, large-scale scientific simulations across various domains. These
tools work together to deliver an efficient and scalable solution for complex numerical problems. At the core of our
numerical approach is Denpro-KT, an in-house open source library that employs octree-based domain decomposition
for parallel computing. In prior work, this approach has been applied (in a non-SBM manner) to various multiphysics
applications, such as two-phase flow dynamics [70], electrokinetic transport phenomena [71], and computational risk
assessments for disease transmission [11]. We employ a block-iterative strategy to couple different PDEs, as men-
tioned in Section 3.2. Key features include (a) Complex Geometry Handling using incomplete octrees: Utilizes
in-out tests [19, 59, 72] to efficiently determine point locations within intricate structures, enabling creation of incom-
plete octrees representing complex geometries. (b) Adaptive Mesh Refinement: Ensures high resolution in critical
regions (e.g., boundary layers and wake areas) while maintaining computational efficiency. (c) Load Balancing: Uses
space-filling curves (SFC) to optimally distribute computational tasks across processors in distributed memory envi-
ronments. (d) Matrix Assembly: Streamlines the process through innovative traversal methods, eliminating the need
for traditional element mappings. (e) 2:1 Balanced Octrees: Enhances stability and accuracy by ensuring adjacent
octants differ by only one refinement level [69, 73, 74].

Additionally, efficient distance function calculation plays an essential role in the SBM. To address this, we use the
k-d tree nanoflann library [75]. For further details on the implementation of these components, readers are referred
to Yang et al. [47].

3.2. Block-iterative strategy

The block-iterative strategy has proven to be effective in addressing various multi-physics problems, such as
fluid-structure interaction [76], thermal incompressible flow [77], Cahn-Hillard Navier-Stokes coupled two-phase

Known fields at some timestep k:
U = {up6)f
blockyey : ¢ = O:
WO = gk PRI o gk ghHIO) 2 gh

Solve energy equation with

u**1® and update the fields: <
G phrl(D)

l

Solve Navier-Stokes equations
with #71(D and update the fields:

WD gk O pRIED O k=k+1

no
{(’=Z+l

k+1(£) E:l}g?(l})f)
Ok D,

UEIED] < E

yes

Solution at current timestep k + 1:
ubtl = g0 R o RO grrl - gl O

Figure 2: Diagram illustrating the block iteration technique used to perform multiphysics simulations of thermal incompressible flow (NSHT).
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flows [70, 78], and thermal free-surface flows [79]. In our framework, we also utilize a block-iterative strategy to
couple energy and flow dynamics. The flowchart of this approach is illustrated in Figure 2. Within each block, we
solve the convection-diffusion equation, passing the resulting temperature to the Navier-Stokes equation, which is then
solved. We check for convergence within the block. If the solution is not convergent, we pass the velocity obtained
from solving the Navier-Stokes equation back to the convection-diffusion equation and follow the above loop again.
This loop continues until the multi-field solution converges to below a user-defined tolerance.

4. Results

Figure 3 provides a birdseye view of the various scenarios we test the Linearized Octree-SBM approach. Most of
the simulation results are displayed in this section, except for the Rayleigh-Bénard results, which are discussed sepa-
rately in Appendix A.2. Additionally, we performed a numerical study using the method of manufactured solutions
to validate the linearized Navier-Stokes solver, as detailed in Appendix A.l.

NSHT
2D j\ 3D [(6) Natural convection around a 3D sphere and gyroid}

{(1) Rayleigh- Benard} Neumann for HT} LDmchlet for HT} [(5) Natural convection around a 3D @phere}

[(2) Flow past a circular disk with UHF (3) LDC (4) Flow past a heated circular disk (CWT)}

Figure 3: Schematic graph of various NSHT simulations performed in the paper.

'SR

4.1. Comparison of running time between Linearized and Non-Linearized Navier-Stokes simulations

To demonstrate the benefit of using the Linearized Navier-Stokes equations in simulations, we selected a canonical
problem in incompressible flow: flow past a fixed cylinder in 2D at a Reynolds number of 100. The Navier-Stokes
equations are solved using the GMRES (Generalized Minimal Residual) method with a restart value of 1000, coupled
with the Additive Schwarz Method (ASM) preconditioner configured with an overlap of 10 on PETSc. The simulations
were conducted on the TACC Frontera system, utilizing 10 nodes and a total of 560 processors. The simulation
domain is [0, 30] x [0, 20], featuring a circular disk with a radius of 0.5, positioned at the coordinates (10, 10). A
non-dimensional freestream velocity of (1, 0) was applied to all boundary walls, except for the outlet wall, where the
pressure was set to zero. Local mesh refinement was applied to ensure sufficient resolution in regions with complex
flow behavior. A circular region, centered at (10, 10) with a radius of 1, was refined to level 12 (mesh size = 30-27!2)
to capture critical boundary-layer flow features. Additionally, two rectangular refinement regions were used. The
first rectangle spans [8, 14] x [8, 12] and was refined to level 9 (mesh size = 30 - 27°). The second rectangle spans
[8, 18] x [7,13] and was refined to level 8 (mesh size = 30 - 27%). These refinement strategies are summarized in
Figure 4. We used both Linearized NS and Non-Linearized NS solvers to solve this problem with two different
timesteps, 0.01 and 0.002. Our findings indicate that, for the drag coefficient, both solvers yielded consistent results
regardless of the time step, as shown in Table 3. For simulations up to the final non-dimensional time of 10, the
Linearized Navier-Stokes solver demonstrates superior performance, reducing the total running time by nearly 60%
compared to the Non-Linearized Navier-Stokes solver when using a timestep of At = 0.002. The solving time for
the Non-Linearized Navier-Stokes equations is used to normalize the solving time for the Linearized Navier-Stokes
solver, clearly highlighting the computational efficiency gained by using the Linearized Navier-Stokes approach in
Table 4.
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level of refinement
12

Figure 4: Image showing the various levels of mesh refinement for flow past a circular disk case (Section 4.1). An increase of mesh resolution
by 1 represents a reduction in element size by a factor of 2. Here, the finest element and the coarsest element vary by factor of 64 in length (and
642 = 4096 in area)

Table 3: 2D flow past a cylinder case at Re = 100. Results using both the linearized as well as non-linear [65] Navier-Stokes frameworks.

Study Cd
Liu et al. [80] 1.350
Posdziech and Grundmann [81] 1.310
Wu and Shu [82] 1.364
Yang et al. [83] 1.393
Rajani et al. [84] 1.340
Kamensky et al. [85] 1.386
Main and Scovazzi [86] (triangular grid) 1.360
. . At =0.01 1.351
Linearized NS At = 0.002 1.350
At =0.01 1.351

Non-Linearized NS Af = 0.002 1.350

Table 4: Comparison of solving times for Non-Linearized and Linearized Navier-Stokes equations at different time steps.

Time Step (A7) NLNS Time (s) LNS Time (s) Speed-Up (NLL—I\I;ISS)
0.002 1180.0 483.5 2.44
0.010 271.1 136.3 2.00
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4.2. Dirichlet boundary condition for heat transfer in 2D

4.2.1. Mixed convection in lid-driven cavity thermal flows

We place circular disks inside the lid-driven cavity and perform simulations of mixed convection, which refers to
the combination of natural and forced convection. In this context, the Richardson number (Ri) becomes essential, as
it is the non-dimensional number that characterizes the flow regime: when Ri <« 1, the flow is dominated by forced
convection; when Ri > 1, it is dominated by natural convection; and when Ri close to 1, both natural and forced
convection contribute significantly. In this study, we conducted two types of simulations: the first involved a single
circular disk inside the cavity, and the second involved two circular disks.

In the single-disk simulation, the disk is positioned at the geometric center of a lid-driven cavity, with the cavity
having a unit length (L = 1). The Dirichlet boundary condition is applied to the disk using SBM, enforcing a
non-dimensional temperature of zero and imposing a no-slip boundary condition. The boundary conditions for the
problem are detailed in Table 5. The disk has a radius of 0.2L, where L denotes the length of the cavity. The SBM
is used to enforce Dirichlet boundary conditions on the disk for both the Navier-Stokes and energy equations. The
non-dimensional parameters used are Re = 100, Pr = 0.7, and Ri values ranging from 0.01 to 5.0, covering the flow
regime from forced convection to mixed convection and natural convection, where Ri = %. For higher Ri values, the
flow tends more toward natural convection, while lower Ri values indicate a stronger influence of forced convection.
The mesh resolution is 128 x 128 (mesh size = 277).

Table 5: Boundary conditions for mixed convection in lid-driven cavity thermal flows with one circular disk (Section 4.2.1).

Boundary Navier-Stokes (Velocity) Heat Transfer (Temperature, 6)
Top Wall u=1,v=0 6=0

Bottom Wall u=0,v=0 6=1

Left Wall u=0,v=0 Zero flux: % =0

Right Wall u=0,v=0 Zero flux: 2 =0

The temperature contours are shown in Figure 5. As Ri increases, the buoyancy effect becomes stronger, causing
the high-temperature region to extend further upward in the cavity. Notably, the contour line near the disk region in
Figure 5 represents the zero-temperature contour, closely following the shape of the disk. This observation demon-
strates that SBM effectively enforces the true boundary condition, even when applied at the surrogate octree-based
boundary. To further illustrate this, Figure 6 provides a zoomed-in view of the temperature contour at Ri = 1, where
the zero-temperature contour (white line) closely matches the circular boundary (red line). Nusselt number compar-
isons along the bottom wall are presented in Figure 7. Additionally, we compared the temperature profiles along
specific lines with data from the literature [87], as shown in Figure 8.

In the next case, we analyze a chamber with two circular disks, as described in [88]. The circular disk on the left
is set with a constant non-dimensional temperature of 6 = 1 using SBM, while the circular disk on the right is set with
a constant non-dimensional temperature of & = 0 using SBM. The boundary conditions for the walls in the Navier-
Stokes equations remain identical to the single circular disk case. The thermal boundary conditions for the rectangular
walls are defined such that the temperature 8 is set to zero for all boundary walls. Our objective is to accurately capture
the Nusselt number at the circular disk regions. To achieve this, we apply local mesh refinement near the circular disks,
using a refinement level of 10 (mesh size = 27'9), which creates a refinement region with a radius of 0.23, as shown in
Figure 9a. The center of the refinement region coincides with the center of the corresponding geometric circle. The
base refinement level is set to 7, corresponding to a mesh size of 277. The non-dimensional parameters are Re = 100,
Pr =0.7, and Ri = 0.01 and 10.0. The temperature contours for Ri = 0.01 and Ri = 10 are presented in Figure 9b
and Figure 9c, respectively. The local Nusselt numbers over the circular disks and wall boundaries are illustrated
in Figure 10 and Figure 11. In Figure 10, we compare the Nusselt number on the true boundary, which involves
calculating the first derivative of our numerical results on the Intercepted elements. These results demonstrate the
capability of the SBM to accurately capture the first derivative on the Intercepted elements.
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(a) Ri = 0.01 (b)Ri=1 (©Ri=5

Figure 5: Temperature contour in lid-driven cavity thermal flow case with one circular disk (Section 4.2.1). The contour lines are plotted from 0 to
1 non-dimensional temperature at regular intervals of 0.1.

Figure 6: Close-up of the temperature contour in lid-driven cavity flow case (Section 4.2.1) with one circular disk: the red line indicates the
geometry boundary, while the white line represents the zero-temperature contour.

— Current (Ri = 0.01)

- - Chen et al. (Ri = 0.01)
Current (Ri = 1)

-- Chen et al. (Ri=1)

— Current (Ri = 5)

- - Chen et al. (Ri =5)

Figure 7: Comparison of the local Nusselt number (non-dimensional thermal flux) with Chen et al. [87] at various locations along the bottom wall
for the lid-driven cavity thermal flow case with a circular disk (Section 4.2.1).
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Figure 8: Comparison of temperature distributions with Chen et al. [87] for the lid-driven cavity mixed convection case featuring a circular disk
at various Richardson numbers (Section 4.2.1). Temperature profiles are analyzed along (a) x = 0.15, (b) x = 0.85, (¢c) y = 0.15, and (d) y = 0.85,
illustrating the impact of Richardson numbers on convective patterns within the cavity.

Element Size

[ 0.007812
- 0.00390625
0.00195312 [
0.000977

(a) Element size (b) Ri =0.01 (¢)Ri=10

Figure 9: Temperature contours and local mesh refinement are demonstrated in the lid-driven cavity thermal flow case with two circular disks
(Section 4.2.1). The contour lines represent non-dimensional temperatures ranging from O to 1, plotted at regular intervals of 0.1.
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Figure 10: Distribution of the local Nusselt number along the boundary of two circular disks (one cold and one hot) within the lid-driven cavity
thermal flow (Section 4.2.1). The simulation results are validated against values from Khanafer et al. [88].
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Figure 11: Nusselt number distribution over the four boundary walls of the lid-driven cavity thermal flow with two circular obstacles (Section 4.2.1).
Results are benchmarked against the findings of Khanafer et al. [88] for validation and comparison.
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4.2.2. Flow past a heated circle with constant wall temperature (CWT)

We next compare our results with several studies on flow past a circular disk with a constant wall temperature
(CWT) [89-94]. For these simulations, no-slip and 8 = 1 boundary conditions are applied on the boundary of the
circular disk using SBM. In addition to the circular disk, the boundary conditions on the domain walls are described in
Table 6. The simulations are conducted under forced convection, involving one-way coupling where the heat transfer
is influenced by the flow, but the flow remains unaffected by the heat. The simulation domain spans [0, 50] x [0, 40],
with the circular disk positioned at the center (20,20). Details of the mesh configuration are provided in Table 7.
Using this mesh, simulations are performed for Reynolds numbers ranging from 21580 to 50350, demonstrating the
effectiveness of our approach to local mesh refinement. Figure 12 depicts the mesh refinement, emphasizing the fine
boundary mesh near the circular disk that accurately captures the thermal boundary layer. The simulation results are
presented in Figure 13a and summarized in Table 8.

Our investigation achieved consistency between our findings and those reported in the literature, including experi-
mental and numerical studies. This agreement covers a range of Reynolds numbers, from 100 to 50350. Additionally,
we computed the local flux on the actual boundary of the circle, achieving a good match with the literature, as shown
in Figure 13b, which demonstrates the capability of the SBM to capture the first derivative on the INTERCEPTED elements
accurately.

Table 6: Boundary conditions for flow past a circular disk with constant wall temperature (Section 4.2.2).

Boundary Navier-Stokes (Velocity) Heat Transfer (Temperature, 6)
Inlet (Left Side) u=1,v=0 6=0

Outlet (Right Side) Backflow stabilization Backflow stabilization for temperature
Top Wall u=1,v=0 6=0

Bottom Wall u=1,v=0 6=0

Table 7: Mesh specifications for simulations of flow past a circular disk with constant wall temperature (CWT) across varying Reynolds numbers
(Section 4.2.2).

Reynolds Number 100 500 7190 21580 35950 50350
% 2622 2622 10486 20971 20971 20971
Total mesh nodes 1573621 1573621 1849272 2252484 2252484 2252484

Table 8: Comparative Nusselt number values at different Reynolds numbers for flow past a CWT circular disk, benchmarking against various
literature sources (Section 4.2.2).

Reynolds Number 100 500 7190 21580 35950 50350
Scholten and Murray [89] 51.00 10340 127.50 155.10
Szczepanik et al. [90] 67.30  148.00 191.10
Nakamura and Igarashi [91] 6.21 13.19 51.68 102.17

Zukauskas and Ziugzda [92] 5.10 10.78 47.3 91.30 124.00 151.70
Pachpute et al. [93] 5.18 12.17 55.52 11145 14286 171.28
Hsu [94] 5.25 12.28

Octree-SBM 5.13 11.93 56.40 101.74 132.09 159.29
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Figure 12: Levels of refinement for flow past a circular disk with constant wall temperature (CWT), highlighting mesh refinement near the disk to

resolve the thermal boundary layer (Section 4.2.2).
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(a) Relationship between Reynolds number (Re) and Nusselt number (Nu) for flow
past a CWT circular disk, comparing results with existing literature.

Figure 13: Comparison of Nusselt numbers across various Reynolds numbers and angular positions for flow past a CWT circular disk (Sec-

tion 4.2.2).
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4.3. Neumann boundary condition for heat transfer in 2D: flow past a circular disk with uniform heat flux (UHF)

In addition to the Dirichlet boundary condition, the Neumann boundary condition, often referred to as a flux
boundary condition in the context of convection-diffusion equations, is essential in thermal incompressible flow prob-
lems. We first consider a case similar to Section 4.2.2 — a forced convection problem. We put a disk with uniform
heat flux (UHF) boundary condition [95-97] on the center of the fluid domain whose domain size is [0,61] x [0, 61]
based on what is suggested in the literature [97]. We applied velocity boundary conditions of (1,0) on the top, left,
and bottom walls. On the right wall, we prescribed a pressure of zero. For the heat transfer problem, we implemented
zero-flux boundary conditions for all walls, with the exception of the left wall, which was set to a fixed temperature
of & = 0. The non-dimensional uniform heat flux applied to the disk, denoted as ¢* = %, is assigned a value of —1.
Here, n is directed inwards towards the disk. Consequently, the fluid system experiences an increase in energy due to
the introduction of this heat flux. In this simulation, we applied three different levels of mesh refinement. The region
closest to the circular disk is refined to level 13 (mesh size = 61 -27'3). Surrounding this is a larger rectangular region
with a refinement level of 8 (mesh size = 61 - 278). The base refinement level for the entire simulation is 7 (mesh
size = 61 -277). Due to the 2:1 balancing constraint in our octree mesh framework, intermediate refinement levels are
automatically introduced between levels 13 and 8. The mesh is shown in Figure 14.

The temperature contour after the flow reach steady state for different Reynolds number are illustrated in Figure 15.
Table 9 presents the results obtained by applying the SBM for Neumann boundary conditions with the literature. We
conducted experiments to evaluate the impact of the area correction term (n - /1) by comparing the results with and
without its inclusion in Table 10. It is crucial to note that, without including the area correction term (n - 71), the
obtained Nu value on the true boundary deviates from its true value. The SBM plays a vital role in ensuring that the
pixelated octree-based mesh satisfies the boundary conditions on the true boundary. Without the application of the
area correction term (i.e., by setting n - i = 1), the numerical error becomes significant, reaching an order of O(1)
shown in Table 10. We can see that the solution without area correction is way off the literature results. O(1) errors
imply that the errors persist no matter how much the mesh is refined. This illustrates that the SBM strategy is a viable
strategy for imposing Neumann boundary conditions.

Element Size
0.007446  0.0148926 0.0297852 0.0595703  0.119141 0.238281 0.476562

Figure 14: Mesh refinement levels for flow past a circular disk with uniform heat flux (UHF), highlighting finer element sizes near the disk to
accurately capture heat transfer effects (Section 4.3).
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Figure 15: Temperature contours at steady-state for flow past a circular disk with uniform heat flux (UHF) under various Reynolds numbers

(Section 4.3).

Table 9: Comparison of Nusselt numbers obtained using the Octree-Shifted Boundary Method (Octree-SBM) with literature values across different
Reynolds numbers for flow past a UHF circular disk (Section 4.3).

Study Re =10 Re =20 Re =40 Re =45
Bharti et al. [97] 2.0400 2.7788 3.7755 3.9727
Ahmad and Qureshi [96] 2.0410 2.6620 3.4720 -
Dennis et al. [95] 2.1463 2.8630 3.7930 -
Octree-SBM 2.0365 2.7534 3.7640 3.9630
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0 (angular displacement from the front stagnation point)
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Figure 16: Comparison of the local Nusselt number distribution with Bharti et al. [97] as a function of the angular position around a UHF circular

disk for selected Reynolds numbers (Section 4.3).
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Table 10: Comparison of Nusselt numbers with and without the area correction term for Neumann boundary conditions, highlighting the importance
of the area correction term (/i ;n; in the SBM Neumann term in Eq. 35) for achieving accurate results (Section 4.3).

Re 10 20 40
Area Correction 2.0365 2.7534 3.7640
Without Area Correction (by setting n -7 = 1) 2.5794  3.5024 4.7362
Bharti et al. [97] 2.0400 2.7788  3.7755

4.4. Natural convection around a 3D sphere in a cubic enclosure

We conduct simulations similar to those presented in [87, 98], where a heated sphere with a radius of 0.2 is placed
inside a cold environment bounded by a cube with edge lengths of 1. This setup is used to observe natural convection
driven by the temperature difference. The boundary conditions are set as § = 1 at the surface of the sphere and 8 = 0
at the cube’s walls. No-slip boundary conditions are applied to all walls and the sphere’s boundary. Unlike the mixed
convection problem discussed in Section 4.2.1 and the forced convection problems in Section 4.2.2 and Section 4.3,
this subsection focuses exclusively on natural convection. We simulate a wide range of Rayleigh numbers ranging
from 10° all the way to 10%.

For Ra = 10° and 10%, a spherical refinement region with a radius of 0.35, centered at the same location as the
sphere, is set to level 8 (mesh size = 27%), while the base refinement level is set to 6 (mesh size = 27°). Additionally,
a cylindrical refinement region with a radius of 0.35 is applied, with its centerline aligned with that of the cube,
extending from the bottom wall to the top wall. The mesh sizes for these two cases are shown in Figure 17a. For
Ra = 10° and 10°, the spherical refinement region, with a radius of 0.35 and centered at the sphere, remains at level
8 (mesh size = 27%), but the base refinement level is increased to 7 (mesh size = 277). The mesh sizes for these cases
are shown in Figure 17b. For Ra = 107 and 103, the refinement strategy is similar to that for Ra = 10° and 10°, with
an additional level 9 refinement (mesh size = 2~%) applied at the boundary of the cube, and an additional spherical
refinement region at level 9 with a radius of 0.25, centered at the sphere. The mesh sizes for these cases are shown in
Figure 17c.

>

(a) Ra = 10%,10* (b) Ra = 10°,10° (¢) Ra = 107,108

Element Size
0.001953 0.00390625 0.0078125 0.015625

S -

Figure 17: Element size for the natural convection simulation around a 3D sphere within a cubic enclosure, shown for various Rayleigh numbers.
(Section 4.4)
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Table 11: Mesh convergence study results for natural convection around a 3D sphere in a cubic enclosure, detailing the effect of different element
sizes on Nusselt number values. The Nusselt numbers are defined as follows: Nur represents the average Nusselt number at the top boundary, Nug
at the bottom boundary, Nus at the side boundaries, and Nus, on the surface of the sphere (Section 4.4).

Ra Highest refine level ~ Nug Nug Nug Nug »

7 10.51 0.02 1.27 29.05
107 8 11.25 0.02 1.32 31.63
9 11.57 0.02 1.35 33.05

Table 12: Nusselt number comparisons for natural convection around a heated sphere within a cubic enclosure at varying Rayleigh numbers,
benchmarked against literature values (Section 4.4).

Ra  Study Nur Nug Nug Nug »
Yoon et al. [98] (FVM) 0.69 0.62 0.66 7.42
10> Chen et al. [87] (LBM) 0.71 0.63 0.67 7.97
Octree-SBM 0.69 0.61 0.64 7.41
Yoon et al. [98] (FVM) 1.23 0.38 0.64 7.80
10*  Chen et al. [87] (LBM) 1.23 0.39 0.66 8.46
Octree-SBM 1.2 0.37 0.63 7.81
Yoon et al. [98] (FVM) 3.87 0.08 0.67 12.61
10°  Chen et al. [87] (LBM) 3.91 0.09 0.69 13.42
Octree-SBM 3.77 0.09 0.65 12.34
Yoon et al. [98] (FVM) 6.97 0.04 097  20.64
10°  Chen et al. [87] (LBM) 6.94 0.04 1.02 2258
Octree-SBM 6.63 0.04 0.92 19.87
10" Octree-SBM 11.57 0.02 1.35 33.05
108 Octree-SBM 18.75 0.01 223 54.82

Table 13: Comparative drag force coefficients for natural convection around a 3D sphere in a cubic enclosure at different Rayleigh numbers
(Section 4.4). Here, the direction of gravity is —y.

Ra C, C, C.
10 -3.8-1073 0.4923 -9.81- 107
104 ~3.8-1073 0.5063 ~9.65- 107
10° ~3.86-107* 0.2160 ~1.84-107*
10° ~1.88- 107 0.1291 ~8.81-107°
107 1.57-107 0.0351 1.52-107°
108 2.7-107° 0.0182 438-107°

For Ra = 107, we conduct a mesh convergence study by testing three different refinements in the spherical refine-
ment region near the sphere and along the cube’s boundary, as shown in Table 11. The Nusselt numbers on the walls
and the sphere converge to specific values. In Table 12, we list the Nusselt numbers on the walls and the sphere for
Ra = 10 through Ra = 10%. For Ra = 10° to Ra = 10°, we also include results from the literature for comparison. In
Table 13, we list the drag force coefficients acting on the sphere. Specifically, the drag force coefficients are calculated
as the ratio of the force to the cross-sectional area ( x 0.2%) associated with that force.

22



(a) Ra = 103 (b) Ra = 10* (¢) Ra = 10°

(d) Ra = 10° (e) Ra = 107 (f) Ra = 10%

Figure 18: Instantaneous temperature contours for a hot sphere in a cubic enclosure at various Rayleigh numbers, with contours plotted from 0 to
1 in non-dimensional temperature at intervals of 0.1 (Section 4.4).
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Figure 19: Instantaneous velocity Line Integral Convolution (LIC) visualizations for natural convection around a heated sphere in a cubic enclosure
at various Rayleigh numbers (Section 4.4).
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Figure 20: Illustration of the problem setup and mesh refinement strategy for natural convection simulations within a cubic enclosure (Section 4.5)

4.5. Natural convection around an 3D sphere and gyroid in a cubic enclosure

We finally illustrate our framework on a case exhibiting a very complex geometry and coupled thermal fluid
phenomena. We include a gyroid structure to the previous case, as illustrated in Figure 20. The gyroid exhibits
an intricate geometry — which makes creating body fitted meshes very difficult — and enforcing thermal and no-slip
conditions in conventional immersed boundary approaches is non-trivial. In our Linearized Octree-SBM approach
this geometry and associated boundary conditions are trivially simple to account for.

The boundary conditions applied to the walls of the cube for both the Navier-Stokes and heat transfer equations
in this problem are identical with those outlined in Section 4.4. We applied § = 1 and no-slip on the gyroid, and
6 = —1 and no-slip on the sphere. The fluid domain is a larger box with dimensions [0, 2] X [0, 2] X [0, 2], containing
a sphere with a radius of 0.2 positioned at (1,0.5, 1) and a gyroid structure with a radius of 0.5 and a lateral length of
0.75, located at (1, 1.2, 1). The mesh refinement strategy includes a base refinement level of 5 (mesh size = 2 - 27°).
Additional local mesh refinements at a level of 8 (mesh size = 2 - 278) are applied in two regions: (a) a larger cylinder
with a radius of 0.55, aligned with the gyroid’s centerline, and (b) a larger sphere with a radius of 0.55, centered at the
same location as the sphere geometry. The mesh refinement levels around the geometries are illustrated in Figure 20b.
We have selected a Rayleigh number of Ra = 10°. Visualizations of the streamlines and temperature contours are
shown in Figure 21a and Figure 21b.

The streamlines are colored by the y-direction velocity of the flow, indicating that the heated sphere generates an
upward flow with positive y-velocity in the surrounding region. Conversely, the y-direction velocity near the Gyroid is
negative due to the cooler temperature, which induces a downward flow. In Figure 21b, the zero-temperature contour
closely follows the shape of the Gyroid, demonstrating Octree-SBM’s effectiveness in accurately enforcing boundary
conditions. These visualizations provide a detailed depiction of the intricate flow behavior induced by the gyroid
structure in a natural convection scenario. The front view (Figure 22) captures the directional shifts of the streamlines
as they interact with the gyroid, revealing the path of streamlines navigating through the gyroid’s lattice-like geometry
and emphasizing the complex routes shaped by its porous structure.
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Figure 21: Streamlines and temperature contours for natural convection around a 3D sphere and a Gyroid structure within a cubic enclosure, with
contour values set to -1, -0.6, -0.2, 0.2, 0.6, and 1. Streamlines are colored by the y-direction velocity (Section 4.5).
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Figure 22: Streamlines passing through a Gyroid (Front view). The image highlights the directional change of streamlines as they navigate through
the Gyroid structure within a cubic enclosure, offering a detailed perspective of natural convection patterns (Section 4.5).
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4.6. Parallel performance of the Octree-SBM framework: strong scaling test

We present the scaling performance of our framework on the TACC Frontera system. For this study, we analyze
the problem outlined in Section 4.3. The simulations are conducted at a Reynolds number of 40 and a Peclet number
of 28, using a computational mesh comprising 548870 nodes. Starting from the initial condition, the simulations
advance with a non-dimensional time step of 1 until reaching a total non-dimensional time of 5. A scaling analysis is
performed, employing 56 X n processors, where n varies from 1 to 8.

We utilize PETSc solvers for both the Navier-Stokes (NS) and heat transfer (HT) equations in our simulations.
The NS equations are solved using the GMRES (Generalized Minimal Residual) method with a restart value of 1000,
coupled with the Additive Schwarz Method (ASM) preconditioner configured with an overlap of 10. Similarly, for
the heat transfer (HT) equations, we use the GMRES solver with a restart value of 1000 and an ASM preconditioner
configured with an overlap of 3. Figure 23 illustrates the scalability of our approach, demonstrating the progression
of total solution time as the processor count increases. The performance closely approximates an idealized scaling
pattern, as represented by the reference dashed line in the plot.
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Figure 23: Scaling performance of the Octree-SBM computation for 2D flow past a cylinder with a uniform heat flux, as evaluated on TACC’s Fron-
tera supercomputer (Section 4.6).

5. Conclusions and Future Work

The challenges posed by accurately simulating thermal incompressible flows in domains with complex geome-
tries motivate the development of more versatile and efficient computational frameworks. Traditional boundary-fitted
methods, though precise, struggle with scalability and preprocessing demands. Addressing these limitations, this study
explored the potential of the Shifted Boundary Method (SBM) integrated with an octree-based discretization scheme.
This approach aligns with the growing need for adaptable, high-performance tools capable of tackling multiphysics
scenarios in diverse flow regimes and geometries.

Key contributions of this work include the application of the SBM for coupled thermal flow simulations using lin-
earized Navier-Stokes and heat transfer equations, which significantly enhance computational efficiency. The use of
octree meshes facilitates accurate boundary condition enforcement in complex geometries, while comprehensive val-
idation across 2D and 3D cases demonstrates robustness across laminar, transitional, and turbulent regimes. Further-
more, the framework’s ability to handle Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions with high precision underscores
its versatility and accuracy, paving the way for applications in a wide array of engineering and scientific domains.

Looking ahead, several exciting avenues for further exploration emerge. Extending the framework to encompass
more complex multiphysics problems, such as fluid-structure interaction, could significantly broaden its applicability.
Incorporating adaptive mesh refinement (AMR) techniques could enhance both accuracy and computational efficiency,
while higher-order finite element basis functions may improve solution fidelity. Additionally, the current linearized
approach, though efficient, may require enhancements to address highly nonlinear flow regimes effectively. Address-
ing these challenges will further solidify the Octree-SBM’s role as a powerful tool in the computational modeling of
thermal flows.
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Appendix A. Validation of simulation code

Appendix A.1. 2D manufactured solutions for linearized Naiver Stokes

To assess the convergence behavior of the linearized Navier-Stokes on Octree-SBM, we apply the technique of
manufactured solutions. This approach involves selecting a solenoidal solution and substituting it into the Navier-
Stokes equations. The resulting residual is then treated as a forcing term on the right-hand side. For our analysis, the
manufactured solutions along with their corresponding forcing terms are defined as follows:

V= (7T sin(7rx) sin(27y) sin(z), — sin(27x) sin®(7ry) sin(t)) , A1)
p = cos(zx) sin(mry) sin(?). .

The spatial convergence plot with constant timestep k are shown in Figure A.la.

F o T ErT T &
1073 | = - 1
[ e S—— 1074 = -
S 104 = g I .
= = & = [ b
5 E ] g 107 E
3 _ = E
$ 107 E I I ]
| = . | - 8
= [ B = -6 | |
= _ = 107°E g
1076 |- = B |
1077 £ = 1077 - e
E S - Bt s e e =
1073 102 107! 1073 1072
Element size, h Element size, h
—o—Uu- m- v ——Uu- §- v
—@—Pp- — - slope=2 —@—Pp- — - slope=2
(a) Mesh convergence study with constant timestep k. (b) Mesh convergence study with varying timestep k.

Figure A.1: Mesh convergence results (spatial convergence).

In addition to testing the case with a constant timestep k, we have also evaluated the method of manufactured so-
lutions (MMS) using a continuously varying timestep, based on the BDF2 coefficients shown in Table 1. Specifically,
we implemented a linear increase in the timestep from § to k, followed by a linear decrease from k back to %, as
illustrated in Figure A.2 with k = 0.157. The spatial convergence results for varying k are shown in Figure A.1b. The
results of the MMS temporal convergence are presented in Figure A.3. As expected, the correct choice of coefficients
produces the theoretical second order convergence in time behavior.

Appendix A.2. Rayleigh-Bénard convection problem

For the Rayleigh-Bénard convection problem (RB problem) with the boundary conditions showing in Figure A.4,
we run with two different Ra values: 10° and 10° with our linearized Navier-Stokes framework. The temperature and
velocity fields with LIC for Ra = 10° and Ra = 10° are shown in Figure A.5. For Ra = 10°, we keep our mesh size
as 64 x 64; for Ra = 10°, we keep our mesh size as 512 x 512, and we compare the mean temperature profile with
literature [77]. As seen in Figure A.6, we get good agreement with the literature.
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Figure A.2: Illustration of the variation in timestep during the MMS testing. The timestep increases linearly from f to k, followed by a linear
decrease from k to %, with £ = 0.157. This pattern is shown in the figure, providing a graphical representation of the time step variation throughout

the simulation.
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VO-n=0

V6-n=0

Figure A.4: Boundary condition settings for Rayleigh-Bénard.

(a) Temperature field () for Ra = 10°. (b) Velocity magnitude field (JU|) for Ra = 10°.

(¢) Temperature field (6) for Ra = 10°. (d) Velocity magnitude field (|U|) for Ra = 10°.

Figure A.5: Rayleigh-Bénard convection simulations for different Rayleigh numbers (Ra). The temperature field (6) is shown on the left and the
velocity magnitude field (JU[) is shown on the right. At lower Ra (10°), the system exhibits steady convection, while at higher Ra (10%), the system
shows turbulent behavior with well-defined plumes and vortices.
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Figure A.6: 2D results for mean temperature profile.

Appendix B. Heuristic derivation of SBM formulation for Navier-Stokes

Appendix B.1. Derivation for Nitsche’s method for Navier-Stokes

Nitsche’s method starts with the Lagrange multiplier method and adds a penalty term to obtain the augmented
Lagrangian formulation. We begin with the Lagrange multiplier method, which is given by:

fwAdF +f6/l(u—ug)df. (B.1)
S—— —

consistency term  adjoint-consistency term

After adding the penalty term 8 f w(u — up) dI', we can obtain Nitsche’s method:

fwl ar + f(S/l(u —up)dl' +8 |w(u —up)dl'. (B.2)

consistency term  adjoint-consistency term penalty term

Our objective is to determine the Lagrange multiplier, A, for the Navier-Stokes equation. This is achieved by
ensuring that the consistency term matches the boundary term, which arises when integration by parts is applied to the
weak form of the Navier-Stokes equation. To derive the weak form, we start from the strong form of the Navier-Stokes
equation and utilize test functions w and g:

9
p(a—l:+u~Vu—f)—V~0'=O
V-u=0

= wp(%+u~Vu—f)dQ—wa~0'dQ+qu-udQ=O. (B.3)

| —
Cauchy stress term
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Performing integration by parts (Section Appendix B.2) on the Cauchy stress term, we obtain the following:

—wa~o-dQ=wa:o-dQ—fw0'~ndF. (B.4)

volume term boundary term

The boundary term is the same as the consistency term in Nitsche’s formulation so that we can obtain the following:
fwﬁdrz—fw0'~ndl"=>/l=—0'~n=—(2/,tVSu—pI)-n. (B.5)
And, we can obtain 61 = —(2uV*w + gI) - n.

Upon substitution of A and ¢4 into equation Eq. B.2, Nitsche’s formulation for Navier-Stokes can be obtained, and
is expressed as follows:

- fw(Z,uV“u —pl)dl’ - ﬁZusz +gD)(u—up)dl'+B |w(u —up)dl. (B.6)

consistency term adjoint-consistency term penalty term

To better satisfy the inflow boundary conditions, we include an additional term on I'~ that represents the inflow
segmentof ' ™ =xlu-n<0,YxcI):

- fw(Z,uVJM —pl)dl' - ﬁZuVSw + gD —up)dU+pB (w(u—up)dl — fw(u -n)(u —up) dl™. B.7)

consistency term adjoint-consistency term penalty term

Appendix B.2. Integration by part for Cauchy stress term

Doing integration by part for the Cauchy stress term in Eq. B.3, we write the term in the form of Einstein notation
so that it is easier to calculate:

ooy f ( Osiy 617) f ( Osix a17)
— (wV e d= - [wE 4 = - [wiuE — su-L)aq = - [wilut - Z2) 40
f e f v Oxy, i #Bxk k(’)xk s #8xk ox;

_ ﬂ_#a(wigik) + e, dwi  dpwi) _p% ) 4O = ﬂ_#a(wigik) N a(PWi)) JO+ ﬂﬂgik% 6wi) 40

K —po=
Oxy, " Oxy ox; ox; 0xy, ox; Oxy, ox;
—_———— ——— ~—— ~—
term 1 term 2 term 1 term 2 term 1 term 2

ow; ow;
= [onneun+ pmydr+ [5G po) dr= [woumyar + [Ty do
0xy Oxy
=—fwa‘-ndF+wa:0'dQ. (B.8)
Appendix B.3. SBM for Navier-Stokes

In SBM, instead of enforcing boundary condition on the true boundary (I'), we enforce Nitsche’s method on the
surrogate boundary (I') by changing the boundary condition from up, to up:

- f wuVu — pI) dl’ — ﬂZyVSw +gD)(u —1ip) dU + B | W(u — 1ip) dT’ — f w(u - n)(u — ip) dI—. (B.9)

consistency term adjoint-consistency term penalty term

With Taylor expansion to account for the discrepancy between the surrogate and true boundary, the boundary
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condition becomes up = up — Vu - d. Substituting this expression into Eq. B.9, we obtain:

- fw(Z/,tVsu —phdl - f(2;1V’w +gD)(u+Vu-d—up)dl

consistency term adjoint-consistency term

+,3f(w+Vw-d)(u+Vu-d—uD)dl~"—fw(u«n)(u+Vu-d—uD)aT~‘.

penalty term
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