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Abstract

A novel hybrid computational method based on the discrete-velocity (DV) approximation, including the
lattice-Boltzmann (LB) technique, is proposed. Numerical schemes for the kinetic equations are used in
regions of rarefied flows, and LB schemes are employed in continuum flow zones. The schemes are written
under the finite-volume (FV) formulation to achieve the flexibility of local mesh refinement. The truncated
Hermite polynomial expansion is used for matching of DV and LB solutions. Special attention is paid to
preserving conservation properties in the coupling algorithm. The test results obtained for the Couette flow
of a rarefied gas are in excellent agreement with the benchmark solutions, mostly thanks to mesh refinement
(both in the physical and velocity spaces) in the Knudsen layer.
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decomposition, Knudsen layer.

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Main equations 3

3 Discrete-velocity approximation 4

4 The mapping method 6

5 Numerical method 7
5.1 Time-integration method . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
5.2 Finite-volume formulation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
5.3 Coupling algorithm . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
5.4 Mesh refinement . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

6 Results and discussion 10
6.1 Couette-flow problem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10
6.2 Numerical analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11
6.3 Breakdown criterion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

7 Conclusions and perspectives 18

∗Corresponding author
Email address: oleg.rogozin@phystech.edu (O.A. Rogozin)

Preprint submitted to Journal of LATEX Templates October 14, 2019

ar
X

iv
:1

80
6.

09
22

5v
3 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
co

m
p-

ph
] 

 1
1 

O
ct

 2
01

9



Appendix A Third-order TVD limiter for the FV scheme 18

Appendix B Solution of the linear Couette-flow problem for the BGK model 19

1. Introduction

Thus far, effective numerical simulation of multiscale flows has remained a challenging problem despite
the efforts of many researchers. This is due, in particular, to complicated flow structures, where small-scale
highly nonequilibrium regions coexist with large-scale equilibrium zones. The use of the kinetic equation in all
regions is very demanding from a computational point of view. On the other hand, the fluid-dynamics models
provide an efficient approximation of near-equilibrium flows, but this kind of description is not adequate in
regions where the velocity distribution function (VDF) is far from the Maxwellian and the contribution of
high moments cannot be neglected.

There are two main approaches on how to deal with the multiscale problems [1]. The first one employs
different kinds of representations for equilibrium and nonequilibrium parts of the solution in the entire
computational space, while the second one handles the problem by dividing the physical domain into the
highly rarefied and near-equilibrium regions using some criterion of domain decomposition. The fluid–kinetic
coupling is a natural and effective approach for the description of multiscale flows. Coupling of the Boltzmann
and Euler or Navier–Stokes (NS) equations is a canonical example of such hybrid schemes [2, 3].

The numerical schemes based on the kinetic description of the fluid and capable of reproducing the Euler
and NS dynamics have been suggested independently and widely used since the early 1980s [4, 5, 6, 7]. Later
these pioneer kinetic schemes have been significantly developed in [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14]. The cellular-
automata approximation for the NS equations was developed in the middle of the 80s [15]. Finally, the
lattice-gas model based on the BGK equation was proposed at the beginning of the 90s [16]. It gave rise to
a broad class of numerical methods called lattice-Boltzmann (LB) methods [17, 18, 19].

The LB models can be roughly divided into two classes: low-order and high-order. The low-order LB
models recover the correct hydrodynamics for small Mach numbers, while the high-order models are able
to reproduce full Navier–Stokes–Fourier equations and, moreover, some rarefied-gas effects [19, 20]. The
LB method is a flexible framework for developing sophisticated models. Many recent works are devoted to
extending the applicability of the LB method beyond the Navier–Stokes level. In particular, models that
correctly describe the Burnett-level dynamics is formulated in [21, 22]. Special-purpose methodologies are
proposed to capture rarefied-gas effects in the highly nonequilibrium Knudsen layer arising from the kinetic
boundary conditions [23, 24, 25, 26]. Another promising approach is based on the regularization procedure
for LB models [27].

It is worth emphasizing that there is a fundamental relationship between the LB and DV methods. For
instance, one can cite a phrase from [28]: “This type of discrete kinetic theory can be seen as the ancestor of
the lattice gas approach.” The LB method is genetically related to the Broadwell-type models [29, 30], which
use a small number of discrete velocities to reproduce some relevant features of the Boltzmann equation.
The DV method typically uses lattices with a large number of discrete velocities, which can accurately
approximate highly nonequilibrium VDF. In contrast, discontinuities and sharp variations of the VDF cannot
be reproduced on a span of the truncated basis of smooth polynomials underlying the LB models.

The idea of coupling the low-order and high-order LB models is presented in [31]. The hybrid approach
based on the DSMC and LB methods is proposed in [32, 33]. Unlike DSMC, the deterministic methods for
solving the Boltzmann equation do not produce statistical noise. Therefore, hybrid approaches based on
them appear to be more promising. The possibility of merging the DV and LB methods is noticed in [34],
while the first results based on matching of the half-range fluxes have been presented in [35].

The proposed hybrid kinetic approach is based on coupling the DV and LB methods. The DV method
accurately describes nonequilibrium regions, while the LB method provides an efficient approximation in the
continuum regions. To couple solutions between the DV and LB subdomains, the VDF is projected onto
the truncated Hermite basis in the buffer zone. The kinetic breakdown criterion determines the position of
the coupling interface. The first implementation of this method is reported in [36]. In the present paper,
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the accuracy of the method has been significantly improved by employing nonuniform grids for the DV
approximation in the Knudsen layer.

The classical LB methods enjoy their efficiency coming from the highly symmetric discrete physical space
and time. However, uniform Cartesian meshes lack flexibility and, therefore, local mesh refinement. There
are several approaches how to work around this limitation. The LB method is easily extended for arbitrary
unstructured meshes under the FV formulation [37, 38, 39, 40]. In the present paper, this strategy is adopted,
specifically to refine mesh near the boundary.

Ideologically, the present work is similar to the works [32, 33], but there is a significant difference. The
proposed hybrid approach is based on the unified DV approximation, whereas the DSMC method has a
fundamentally different representation of the VDF. In this sense, coupling DV and LB models under the
single FV formulation is more natural.

The plan of the present paper is as follows. The governing equations and nondimensional variables are
introduced in Sec. 2. The DV approximation of the VDF underlying both DV and LB method is outlined in 3.
The mapping method between DV and LB models is described in Sec. 4. Details of the numerical schemes
and algorithms are presented in Sec. 5. Numerical solutions of the Couette-flow problem are obtained by the
DV model, various LB models, and their hybrid combinations. They are illustrated and compared with each
other for various Knudsen numbers in Sec. 6. Possible equilibrium breakdown parameters and computational
efficiency of the hybrid approach is also analyzed in Sec. 6. Perspectives of the kinetic multiscale methods
based on coupling the DV and LB solutions are discussed in Sec. 7. The peculiar details of the finite-volume
scheme are included in Appendix A. Finally, a set of supplementary formulas for the benchmark solution of
the linear Couette-flow problem, which is used to validate the investigated numerical methods, is provided
in Appendix B.

2. Main equations

We first introduce the notation for describing a dilute gas. Let L, ρ0, T0, c0 =
√
RT0 and p0 = ρ0RT0

be the reference length, density, temperature, velocity, and pressure, respectively. The specific gas constant
R = kB/m, where kB is the Boltzmann constant, and m is the molar mass. Then, fρ0/c

3
0 is the one-particle

velocity distribution function (VDF) defined in seven-dimensional space (tL/c0,xL, ξc0) and the macroscopic
variables take the following form: ρρ0 is the density, vc0 is the velocity, TT0 is the temperature, pαβp0 is the
stress tensor, qp0c0 is the heat flux. In the dimensionless form, they are calculated as polynomial moments
of the VDF:

ρ =

∫
fdξ, v =

1

ρ

∫
ξfdξ, T =

1

3ρ

∫
|ξ − v|2fdξ =

pαα
3ρ

,

pαβ =

∫
(ξα − vα)(ξβ − vβ)fdξ, q =

1

2

∫
(ξ − v)|ξ − v|2fdξ.

(1)

Integration with respect to ξ is, hereafter, carried out over R3.
The VDF is governed by the Boltzmann equation

∂f

∂t
+ ξ · ∂f

∂x
=

1

τ
J(f), (2)

where J(f) is the collisional operator with a local Maxwellian as the equilibrium function

f (eq)(ξ; ρ,v, T ) =
ρ

(2πT )3/2
exp

(
−|ξ − v|

2

2T

)
. (3)

The characteristic relaxation time of collisions to equilibrium τ can be expressed in terms of the reference
gas viscosity µ0 [41, 42],

τ =
µ0c0
p0L

, (4)

and is related to the modified Knudsen number k = `0
√
π/2L, where `0 is the mean free path, as τ = k/

√
2.
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In the present paper, we restrict ourselves to the simplest relaxation model [43, 44]

J(f)(ξ) = f (eq)(ξ)− f(ξ), (5)

often referred as the Bhatnagar–Gross–Krook (BGK) model of the Boltzmann collisional operator. The
nonlinearity in (5) is more severe in comparison to the full Boltzmann equation since f (eq) depends on f via
its moments, but the BGK model is much simpler from the numerical point of view.

The gas–surface interaction is modeled via the diffuse-reflection boundary condition:

f(t,xB , ξ) = f (eq)

(
ξ;−

√
2π

TB

∫
ξ′·n<0

(
ξ′ · n

)
f(t,xB , ξ

′)dξ′,vB , TB

)
(ξ · n > 0), (6)

where n is the unit vector normal to the boundary, directed into gas, xB , TB , and vB are the boundary
coordinates, temperature, and velocity, respectively. It is also assumed that vB · n = 0.

3. Discrete-velocity approximation

Within the DV framework, the admissible particle velocities are restricted to the discrete set { ξj :
j = 1, . . . , N }. Under this assumption, an arbitrary moment φ(ξ) of f , including (1), is approximated as∫

φfdξ =

N∑
j=1

φ(ξj)fj , (7)

where fj/wj is an approximation of f(ξj), wj is a quadrature weight. The evolution of fj is governed by
the system of partial differential equations

∂fj
∂t

+ ξj ·
∂fj
∂x

=
1

τ
JN (fj) (8)

which is called the DV model of (2) [45]. The DV method of solving (2) is based on a DV model, which is
consistent with (2) when N goes to infinity [46].

It is important for a DV model (8) to preserve conservation and entropy properties of the continuous
kinetic equation (2). For the BGK model

JN (fj) = f
(eq)
j − fj , (9)

it can be accomplished when the discrete local equilibrium f
(eq)
j has the Maxwellian form

f
(eq)
DV,j(m̂) =

ρ̂wDV,j

(2πT̂ )3/2
exp

(
−
|ξDV,j − v̂|2

2T̂

)
, m̂ =

(
ρ̂, v̂, T̂

)T
∈ R5, (10)

where vector m̂ is the solution of∑
j

ψDV,j

(
f

(eq)
DV,j(m̂)− fj

)
= 0, ψj =

(
1, ξj , |ξj |2

)T ∈ R5. (11)

For a uniform lattice in the velocity space, it is proved that there exists a unique discrete equilibrium (10),
which is the maximization of the discrete entropy functional and guarantees that mass, momentum, and
kinetic energy are conserved [47]. For computations, a finite number of discrete velocities is used: N =
NDV <∞. Note also that moments of (10) are not associated with m̂:∑

j

ψDV,jf
(eq)
DV,j(m̂) = ρ

(
1,v, |v|2 + 3T

)T
, m = (ρ,v, T )

T ∈ R5. (12)
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Vector m is not equal to m̂, but is quite close to it in practice, when the velocity grid is well suited to the
problem.

When the velocity grid is anisotropic, the diagonal terms of the pressure tensor pαβ calculated from

f
(eq)
DV,j are not in general equal to each other. Hence, the discrete equilibrium (10) has at least a direction-

dependent momentum flux pαβnα 6= ρTnβ across an arbitrary interface with unit normal n. Thus, 5-moment
Maxwellian (10) is sufficient to construct the conservative DV method even for nonuniform anisotropic
grids in the velocity space, but not for hybrid numerical method based on coupling of DV approximations
with different degrees of pαβ anisotropy. This anisotropy can be eliminated if the discrete equilibrium is
constructed in the form

f
(eq)
DV,j(m̂) = ρ̂wDV,j

∏
α

(
2πT̂α

)−1/2

exp

(
−
∑
α

(ξDVα,j − v̂α)
2

2T̂α

)
, m̂ =

(
ρ̂, v̂, T̂

)T
∈ R7, (13)

where ξDVα,j ≡ ξDV,j , vector m̂ is the solution of∑
j

ψDV,j

(
f

(eq)
DV,j(m̂)− fj

)
= 0, ψj =

(
1, ξj , ξ

2
j

)T ∈ R7. (14)

The 7-moment Maxwellian (13) can also be obtained from generalized minimum entropy principle [48].
The LB method can be considered as a special discretization of the BGK model [19, 49]. We assume that

the considered flow is isothermal and slow, i.e., the Mach number is close to zero. Then we can expand the
local Maxwell state into the Taylor series on the bulk velocity v and keep only the terms of some finite order
(at least second). Moreover, we assume that the particle can travel with the velocities ξLB,j , j = 1 . . . NLB.
The values of absolute Maxwellian are changed by the lattice weights wLB,j in such a way that the first
moments of the local equilibrium state are the same as for the Maxwell distribution. For the LB models,
the local equilibrium takes a polynomial form on the bulk velocity, and the requirement of the conservation
of mass, momentum, and energy yields the algebraic equations for the lattice weights and velocities, which
can be solved explicitly. Therefore the conservation properties for LB method are achieved with much less
efforts than for the conventional DV method.

The third-order expansion in v yields the following local equilibrium LB state:

f
(eq)
LB,j(m) = ρwLB,j

(
1 +

ξLB,j · v
c2s

+
(ξLB,j · v)2 − c2sv2

2c4s
+

(ξLB,j · v)3 − 3c2sv
2(ξLB,j · v)

6c6s

)
, (15)

where cs is the constant sound velocity defined by
∑
j wjξ

2
LB,j = 3c2s. In the present study, the value of

cs is calibrated to unity for all LB models. The standard notation D3Qp means NLB = p for the three-
dimensional LB model. In the case of low-order lattices like D3Q19, the third-order terms are truncated
in (15). Hereinafter, a quadrature rule, based on ξLB,j and wLB,j , together with the discrete operator in
form (15), is referred to as the LB model.

When the VDF is a slightly disturbed equilibrium, it can be efficiently approximated using quadratures
with a small number NLB. The LB models are capable of reproducing low-order polynomial moments of the
VDF accurately and, therefore, describing a fluid-dynamic behavior of a gas, including that beyond the NS
level. Several approaches can be applied for the construction of LB models like Gauss–Hermite [50, 51, 20, 52]
and the entropic method [53, 54, 55].

The diffuse-reflection boundary condition (6) is discretized as

fj(t,xB) = −
∑
ξk·n<0(ξk · n)fk(t,xB)∑
ξk·n>0(ξk · n)f

(eq)
k (mB)

f
(eq)
j (mB)

(
ξj · n > 0

)
, mB = (1,vB , TB)

T
, (16)

which preserves conservation of mass.
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4. The mapping method

We will introduce the mapping method in the spatial overlapping zone of the BGK and LB models. First
of all, we assume that in this domain the VDF of the gas is close to the Maxwell state with zero bulk velocity
and unit temperature. Therefore, VDF can be represented in the form of the truncated Grad expansion up
to the third-order terms on the velocity

fH(x, ξ) = ω(ξ)

a(x) +
∑
α

aα(x)Hα +
1

2!

∑
αβ

aαβ(x)Hαβ +
1

3!

∑
αβγ

aαβγ(x)Hαβγ

 , (17)

where Hα, Hαβ , Hαβγ are the Hermite polynomials of the first, second, and third order (in the case of
low-order LB models only the terms up to the second order are retained). The polynomials are defined by

Hα(ξ) =
(−1)

ω(ξ)

∂

∂ξα
ω(ξ), Hαβ(ξ) =

1

ω(ξ)

∂2

∂ξα∂ξβ
ω(ξ), Hαβγ(ξ) =

(−1)

ω(ξ)

∂3

∂ξα∂ξβ∂ξγ
ω(ξ), (18)

and

ω(ξ) =
1

(2π)3/2
exp

(
−ξ

2

2

)
. (19)

The coefficients a, aα, aαβ , aαβγ depend on x (the point in the overlapping domain). We will use the function
(17) for the transfer of the data between the LB and the BGK models.

In the overlapping spatial domain, where two methods (LB and DV) are applied, one needs to introduce
the procedure of the data exchange between LB and DV methods. It consists of two parts: the mapping
from DV to LB and the mapping from LB to DV. These steps are discussed below.

DV to LB. Similarly to [32], this step can be termed as projection, since the DV VDF, which contains
information about all the moments, is mapped on LB VDF, which describes correctly only some low-order
moments.

Firstly, in the overlapping spatial domain (physical domain), we map the DV VDF on the Grad VDF by
calculating the following coefficients:

a =

NDV∑
j=1

fDV,j , aα =

NDV∑
j=1

fDV,jHα(ξDV,j), aαβ =

NDV∑
j=1

fDV,jHαβ(ξDV,j), aαβγ =

NDV∑
j=1

fDV,jHαβγ(ξDV,j).

Now the Grad VDF (17) is recovered in the overlapping spatial domain.
Next, we will map (17) on the LB distribution function using the Gauss–Hermite quadrature method.

The idea of the method is based on the fact that the representation of the VDF in the Grad form is equivalent
to the LB method [50, 51, 20]. Then the formula

fLB,j = wj
fH(ξLB,j)

ω(ξLB,j)
(20)

gives the mapping of fH to fLB,j .
LB to DV. Following [32], this step can be termed as reconstruction, since one needs to find DV VDF

having only the LB VDF, which has less information about the moments than DV VDF.
Using LB VDF we evaluate the moments a, aα, aαβ , aαβγ using the formulas

a =

NLB∑
j=1

fLB,j , aα =

NLB∑
j=1

fLB,jHα(ξLB,j), aαβ =

NLB∑
j=1

fLB,jHαβ(ξLB,j), aαβγ =

NLB∑
j=1

fLB,jHαβγ(ξLB,j)

and recover Grad distribution function (17). Finally, the DV VDF is obtained by appropriate discretization
of the Grad VDF.
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The described mapping method can be generalized for the LB models, which are not derived from the
Gauss–Hermite quadratures. We assume that after the regularization procedure [56, 57] and [58, 27, 59], the
non-equilibrium part of LB VDF will be projected into a velocity space with a basis spanned by Hermite
polynomials of the appropriate order. Then the equivalence between the LB VDF and the expansion of the
Grad type can be achieved; therefore, the proposed mapping method can be applied.

5. Numerical method

5.1. Time-integration method

For the present study, we start from the straightforward numerical algorithm providing the second-order
accuracy for both time and physical coordinates. Equation (2) is solved by the symmetric Strang’s splitting
scheme

S∆t
A+B(f0) = S

∆t/2
A

(
S∆t
B

(
S

∆t/2
A (f0)

))
+O(∆t3), (21)

where A(f) = −ξ · ∇f , B(f) = J(f)/τ , ∆t is the time step. StP (f0) denotes the solution of the Cauchy
problem

∂f

∂t
= P (f), f |t=0 = f0. (22)

Scheme (21) preserves the second-order accuracy if StA and StB are approximated with the same convergence
properties individually [60].

An essential advantage of the splitting procedure is that the spatially homogeneous Boltzmann equation
has an exact solution for the BGK collision model:

StB(f0) = f (eq) +
(
f0 − f (eq)

)
exp
(
−ρ
τ
t
)

; (23)

however, the generalization to the original Boltzmann equation is straightforward. For the collisionless
Boltzmann equation, the desired second-order accuracy of StA(f0) is archived by means of the finite-volume
scheme described below.

To find a steady-state solution of the boundary-value problem, the time-marching process is started from
some initial approximation and continues until the convergence criterion is met. For the DV method, the

discrete equilibrium f
(eq)
DV,j is obtained as a solution of the nonlinear equations (11) or (14) at each time step.

For this purpose, some root-finding algorithm should be harnessed.

5.2. Finite-volume formulation

For the sake of simplicity, we consider a one-dimensional physical space and introduce ξ = ξ1, x = x1.
Then, the collisionless Boltzmann equation with discrete velocities

∂f(ξj)

∂t
+ ξj

∂f(ξj)

∂x
= 0 (24)

is approximated by the finite-volume (FV) method:

fn+1
m = fnm − γm

(
f
n+1/2
m+1/2 − f

n+1/2
m−1/2

)
, γm(ξj) =

ξj∆t

∆xm
, m = 1, . . . ,M, n ∈ N, (25)

where ∆xm is the width of m cell in the physical space (x ∈ R), fnm(ξj) denotes the fully discretized VDF
defined in the cell centers:

fnm(ξj) = f

(
t = tn ≡ n∆t, x = xm ≡

∆xm
2

+

m−1∑
l=1

∆xl, ξ = ξj

)
(26)

and f
n+1/2
m+1/2(ξj) (m = 0, . . . ,M) are the reconstructed edge values defined at xm+1/2 =

∑m
l=0 ∆xl. The

computational domain Ω = [0, L], where L = xM+1/2, is extended by two ghost cells, which are corresponded

7



f
n+1/2
1/2 f

n+1/2
3/2

fn0

∆x0

fn1

∆x1

fn2

∆x2

x = 0

Eq.(32)

Eq.(31) Eq.(27)

· · · fnm(ξj) · · ·

f
n+1/2
M+1/2

fnM−1

∆xM−1

fnM

∆xM

fnM+1

∆xM+1

x = L

Eq.(30)

Eq.(27)

Figure 1: The computational domain Ω = [0, L] is extended by two ghost cells (shown in gray). The blue lines highlight the
boundaries of Ω. The red arrows represent the dependency relations among the set of nodes in the extended Ω for ξj > 0. The
values in nodes pointed out by these arrows are calculated from the provided references.

to m = 0 and m = M + 1 (Fig. 1). Hereinafter, we describe only positive velocities ξj > 0. Fig. 1 shows a
mesh with two ghost cells at each boundary. For ξj < 0, all expressions are analogous and can be obtained
by the replacement ξj → −ξj and x→ −x.

The internal edge values can be written in the form

f
n+1/2
m+1/2 = fnm +

1− γm
2

Dfnm∆xm, m = 1, . . . ,M, (27)

where Dfnm is the limited approximation of ∂f/∂x(tn, xm, ξj). A monotonic-preserve scheme should be
employed because sharp variations (in physical space) of solution can occur even for nearly incompressible
flow, especially for large |ξj |. In the present paper, the third-order total variation diminishing (TVD) scheme
is used (see Appendix A for details):

Dfnm =

{
min

(
2
γm

|∆−|
h−

, 1+γm
3
|∆−|
h−

+ 2−γm
3
|∆+|
h+

, 2
1−γm

|∆+|
h+

)
sgn(∆−), ∆+∆− > 0,

0, ∆+∆− ≤ 0,
(28)

where

∆± = ±
(
fnm±1 − fnm

)
, h± =

∆xm±1 + ∆xm
2

. (29)

The outflow boundary condition are expressed in terms of edge values f
n+1/2
M+1/2(ξj), which are obtained

from (27) and the linear extrapolation for the ghost cell m = M + 1:

fnM+1 = 2fnM − fnM−1, ∆xM+1 = ∆xM−1, (30)

which preserve the second-order accuracy [61]. The inflow boundary condition is included into the scheme

by means of f
n+1/2
1/2 and f

n+1/2
3/2 . In particular, the DV diffuse-reflection boundary condition (16) yields

f
n+1/2
1/2 (ξj) = −

∑
ξk>0 ξkf

n+1/2
1/2 (ξk)∑

ξk<0 ξkf
(eq)
k (mB)

f
(eq)
j (mB). (31)

For the ghost cell m = 0, used for calculation f
n+1/2
3/2 via (27), the linear extrapolation of the form

fn0 =
2

1 + γ1
f
n+1/2
1/2 − 1− γ1

1 + γ1
fn1 , ∆x0 = ∆x1 (32)

also preserves the second-order accuracy, since it is a linear extrapolation of two values at t = tn: fn1 and

f
n+1/2
1/2 ≡ f(tn + ∆t/2, 0, ξj) = f(tn,−γ1∆x1/2, ξj). It is worth emphasizing that the presented numerical
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f̃
n+1/2
1/2

Eq.(35) f
n+1/2
3/2

f
n+1/2
M+1/2

· · · fnm(ξLB,j) · · ·

· · · fnm(ξDV,j) · · ·fn−1

fnM−1

fn0

fnM

fn1

fnM+1

fn2

x = xC

LBM DVM

Eq.(27)Eq.(27)Eq.(27)

Eq.(27)Eq.(27)Eq.(27) Eq.(27)Eq.(27)Eq.(27)

Eq.(34)

Eq.(34)

Eq.(34)

Figure 2: The computational domain Ω is divided into LB and DV subdomains, which are extended by the ghost cells (shown
in gray). The vertical blue line highlight the coupling interface x = xC . The red arrows represent the dependency relations
among the set of nodes in the extended Ω for ξj > 0. The values in nodes pointed out by these arrows are calculated from the
provided references. The dashed red arrows correspond to the projection of the solution onto the truncated Hermite basis.

scheme for the boundary-value problem possesses the second-order accuracy along with conservation of mass
(in contrast to the FV scheme used in [62]).

The maximum value of the time step ∆t for the described explicit scheme is limited by the Courant–
Friedrichs–Lewy (CFL) condition: γm(ξj) ≤ 1 for all m and j, which is equivalent to

∆t ≤ min
m,j

∆xm
ξj

. (33)

The boundary conditions also dictate a way of discretization in the velocity space. Concerning the origin
of the velocity coordinates, only two types of lattices are symmetric [63]: integer

(
ξj/cs

)
∈ Z3 and half-integer(

ξj/cs + e/2
)
∈ Z3, where e is the corresponding orthonormal basis. For the considered boundary condition

at x = 0, there is a zero-measure set of velocities { ξ ∈ R3 : ξ1 = 0 }, called tangential. These velocities are
immune to the boundary conditions. The integer lattice contains a substantial subset of tangential velocities.
Therefore, to avoid an additional discretization error, the half-integer lattice is employed.

In the same manner, LB quadratures without tangential velocities are preferable to the classical ones.
The LB models can be supplemented by special velocity groups to more accurately approximate the diffuse-
reflection boundary condition by minimizing errors at the half-space moments [23]. Moreover, the Gauss–
Laguerre quadratures are able to reproduce the Maxwell half-range moments exactly [24, 25].

5.3. Coupling algorithm

The mapping approach presented in Sec. 4 can be implemented within the FV framework. Let us divide
our physical domain into the LB and DV subdomains. The coupling condition at the interface between these
subdomains can be represented as a virtual boundary condition. The proposed coupling strategy is based on
the concept of ghost cells, in which the VDF is reconstructed from the truncated Hermite expansion (17):

f
(H)
j = f

(eq)
j (m0)

a+
∑
α

aαHα(ξj) +
1

2

∑
α,β

aαβHαβ(ξj) +
1

6

∑
α,β,γ

aαβγHαβγ(ξj)

, (34)

where m0 = (1,0, 1)
T

, f
(eq)
LB,j(m0) = wLB,j , which is seen from (15), and f

(eq)
DV,j(m0) is close to wDV,jω(ξDV,j),

but not equal to it for the conservative DV method.
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Let us return to the one-dimensional case described in Sec. 5.2 and suppose that x = xC is the coordinate
of the coupling interface, x < xC and x > xC are covered by the LB and DV models, respectively (Fig. 2).
As before, only the positive velocities ξj > 0 are described. Negative velocities ξj < 0 are treated in the
same manner due to symmetric coupling based on the unified DV representation in the velocity space. In

order to use (27) for calculating f
n+1/2
1/2 (ξDV,j) and f

n+1/2
3/2 (ξDV,j), the VDF should be mapped from LB to

DV model in the ghost cells m = −1 and m = 0. Conversely, fnM+1(ξLB,j) is reconstructed from fn1 (ξDV,j)

and substituted in (27) to obtain f
n+1/2
M+1/2(ξLB,j).

The proposed Hermite-based mapping method preserves all the conservation properties because all mo-
ments required for the equilibrium function are calculated precisely. However, the FV scheme deals separately
with velocities directed in the opposite half-spaces with respect to the coupling interface. For this reason,
mass, momentum, and energy fluxes across the coupling interface depend on quadrature rule and, therefore,
are not exactly equal for the LB and DV models. In the present study, the polynomial correction (like in [64])
of the flux through the coupling interface is employed to recover the conservation properties. Specifically,

edge values f
n+1/2
1/2 (ξDV,j) are replaced by the corrected ones

f̃
n+1/2
1/2 (ξDV,j) = f

n+1/2
1/2 (ξDV,j)

(
1 +mC ·ψDV,j

)
(ξDV,j > 0), (35)

where ψj is defined in (11) and mC is found from

NDV∑
j=1

ξDV,jψDV,j f̃
n+1/2
DV,j =

NLB∑
j=1

ξLB,jψLB,jf
n+1/2
LB,j . (36)

For negative velocities (ξDV,j < 0), the DV solution remains unchanged as well as the LB one. In practice,
each component of mC ∈ R5 is significantly less than unity; therefore, the positivity is also preserved.

5.4. Mesh refinement

The diffuse-reflection boundary condition introduces several singularities into the VDF both in the veloc-
ity space and in the physical one. First, the discontinuity exists along the plane ξ ·n = 0 and directly on the
boundary surface (x = xB). For a convex domain, this discontinuity does not enter the gas region [65, 66],
since characteristics do not enter into the gas region. Nevertheless, sharp variations of the solution near
ξ ·n = 0 requires a strong mesh refinement in order to achieve a high-accuracy approximation. Moreover, it
is necessary to resolve the logarithmic singularity of the form [67]

∂f

∂ξ
· n = C1 log ξ · n+O(1), (ξ · n < 0, x = xB). (37)

Second, another logarithmic singularity arises in the physical space along n [68]:

∂f

∂x
· n =

C2

k
log

(x− xB) · n
k

+O(1). (38)

Here, C1 and C2 are some positive constants. It is seen from (38) that the logarithmic singularity of the
VDF — and all macroscopic variables as well — takes place for all Knudsen numbers; however, for small k, it
becomes highly localized in the Knudsen layer. Therefore, the physical mesh should be refined exponentially
as x goes to xB .

6. Results and discussion

6.1. Couette-flow problem

The proposed numerical method is tested for the plane Couette-flow problem, where a gas is embraced
between the two parallel plates with non-zero relative velocity. The hybrid approach assumes that a highly
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nonequilibrium gas in the Knudsen layer is described using the BGK equation, while the LB model is
employed for the internal zone. All the presented results can be reproduced using python code [69].

For the BGK model of the Boltzmann equation, the plane Couette-flow problem can be reduced to the
one-dimensional Fredholm integral equation with a weakly singular kernel (see Appendix B for details),
which has been solved accurately in [70] and, especially, in [71]. Due to the lack of data on longitudinal
heat flux in the mentioned works, we have re-implemented [72] the adaptive collocation method based on
the generalized Gauss quadratures presented in [71] for computing the benchmark solutions.

Let the plates be placed at y = ±1/2 with constant temperature T = 1 and velocities (±∆v/2, 0, 0),
where ∆v = 0.02, which is small enough to consider the Couette-flow problem as linear. A completely

diffuse reflection is assumed at the plates. The average density is equal to unity:
∫ 1/2

−1/2
ρdy = 1. The

physical space 0 < y < 1/2 is divided in two subdomains: 0 < y < yI and yI < y < 1/2. The first one
consists of identical cells, while the nonuniform mesh in the second one refines as a geometrical sequence
near y = 1/2. The total number of cells depends on k and varies from 28 to 35.

The VDF in the velocity space varies from the discontinuous sum of two half-Maxwellians at the boundary
with complete diffuse-reflection condition to the near-equilibrium form in the vicinity of y = 0. Such diversity
can be efficiently approximated under the fixed DV set by employing a significantly nonuniform velocity grid
with local refinement near ξy = 0 [73, 74, 75]. In the present paper, the nonuniform Cartesian lattice is cut
off by the sphere of radius ξ(cut) = 4. Along ξx and ξz axis, the nodes are distributed as the scaled roots of
the Hermite polynomials:

ξα,j = xHjR, wα,j = wHj exp
(
x2
Hj
)
R, R = 2ξ(cut)

(
2Nα∑
i=1

wHi exp
(
x2
Hi
))−1

, j = 1, . . . , 2Nα, (39)

where xHj and wHj are nodes and weights of the (2Nα)-point Gauss–Hermite quadrature. Along ξy > 0
semiaxis, the nodes are distributed as a polynomial (particularly, quadratic p = 2) sequence:

ξy,j =

j−1∑
i=0

wy,i + wy,i+1

2
, wy,j = wy,1 + (j − 1)p

(
ξ(cut) −Nywy,1

)Ny−1∑
i=0

ip

−1

, j = 1, . . . , Ny, (40)

where wy,0 = 0, wy,1 = 0.1 is the minimal width of the cell in the velocity space. The quadrature weight in
R3 of discrete velocity ξj is equal to

∏
α wα,j . For all the presented DVM solutions, Nx/z = 8 and Ny = 16

are chosen. The discrete velocities with |ξj | > ξ(cut) are excluded from the velocity grid; therefore, the total
number of discrete velocities NDV = 5928.

Here it is important to mention that the longitudinal heat flux qx exists in the linear Couette-flow
problem, or to be exact, in the Knudsen layer only and, therefore, decays exponentially with the distance
from the boundary [42]. This heat flux is caused by the diffuse-reflection boundary condition and has non-
polar singularity on k at the boundary. Hence, it cannot be reproduced by the Navier–Stokes or any other
high-order fluid-dynamic-type equations obtained from the Hilbert or Chapman–Enskog expansions. The
same conclusion holds for the classical LB models.

6.2. Numerical analysis

The numerical results obtained by the pure DV and LB methods for k = 0.1 are shown in Fig. 3. The
nonuniform velocity grid refined at the sharp variations of the VDF yields a small discrepancy between the
DV and benchmark profiles (Fig. 3a). As for the LB method, the 5-order D3Q19 model and 7-order D3Q39
model [20] based on the Gauss–Hermite quadratures are considered, along with special 7-order D3Q96 model
developed for the boundary-value problems driven by the diffuse-reflection boundary condition [23]. Ability
to capture rarefied-gas effects arising from the kinetic boundary conditions is observed from the profile of
the longitudinal heat flux qx. In particular, models of the Navier–Stokes level do not capture it due to
lack of additional degrees of freedom, e.g., the D3Q19 model does not cover the third-order moments of the
VDF (Fig. 3b). Instead, there is a small spurious positive heat flux in Fig. 3b, which is O(∆v3) and closely
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(d) LB method: D3Q96

Figure 3: Numerical solution of the Couette-flow problem for k = 0.1 obtained by pure DV or LB methods. The black lines are
the high-accuracy solution for the BGK model. The black boxes correspond to the tabulated solutions [71].
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(a) hybrid: DV and D3Q19
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(b) hybrid: DV and D3Q96

Figure 4: Numerical solution of the Couette-flow problem for k = 0.1 obtained by the proposed hybrid method. There are
1.2 mean free paths between the boundary and coupling interface marked with the dash-dotted line. The black lines are the
high-accuracy benchmark solution. The black boxes correspond to the tabulated values from [71].
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(a) LB method: D3Q19
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(b) LB method: D3Q96
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(c) hybrid: DV and D3Q19
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(d) hybrid: DV and D3Q96

Figure 5: Numerical solution of the Couette-flow problem for k = 0.03 obtained by the proposed hybrid method. There are
3 mean free paths between the boundary and coupling interface marked with the dash-dotted line. The black lines are the
high-accuracy benchmark solution. The black boxes correspond to the tabulated values from [71].

13



0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

y

vx/∆v
−0.5pxy/k∆v

−2qx/k∆v
benchmark
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(d) hybrid: DV and D3Q19
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(e) hybrid: DV and D3Q39
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(f) hybrid: DV and D3Q96

Figure 6: Numerical solution of the Couette-flow problem for k = 0.3 obtained by the proposed hybrid method. There are
0.8 mean free paths between the boundary and coupling interface marked with the dash-dotted line. The black lines are the
high-accuracy benchmark solution. The black boxes correspond to the tabulated values from [71].
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Figure 7: Absolute numerical error of the shear stress obtained by the pure and hybrid schemes. The dash-dotted lines

correspond to the coupling interface used for the domain decomposition. The reference values p
(ex)
xy are taken from [71].

associated with the stress tensor and velocity. The model D3Q39 partially reproduces the heat flux (Fig. 3c),
while the D3Q96 qx profile appears to be quite close to the exact one (Fig. 3d).

Increasing the order of the LB model helps to capture the corresponding low-order moments of the
VDF but failed to describe its high-order relaxation correctly. However, the LB models augmented by
special velocity groups are capable of reproducing the Knudsen layer to some extent. The augmented model
D3Q96 reproduces the Maxwell half-range (or wall) moments better than D3Q39, which results in better
reproduction of the diffuse-reflection boundary condition. As a result, D3Q96 produces qualitatively correct
results for the longitudinal heat flux, which has non-thermo-hydrodynamical nature, although it does not
recover thermo-hydrodynamics.

The numerical results for the hybrid schemes are shown in Fig. 4. Quantities vx and pxy are close to
the exact solution, but there is a noticeable distortion behind the coupling interface in the D3Q19 velocity
profile. Hybrid qx is close to the pure DV one only in the kinetic region (the DV part of the hybrid solution).
There are small oscillations of macroscopic variables in the buffer zone, and they are particularly noticeable
for qx, since its profile is multiplied by factor 40. The amplitude of these oscillations is proportional to
the high-order terms of the Hermite expansion of the VDF that are not included in the employed mapping
method. These terms decrease exponentially as the coupling interface moves away from y = 1/2. The
numerical results for k = 0.03 shown in Fig. 5, where 3 mean free paths (in contrast to 1.2 for k = 0.1) are
covered by DV method, clearly illustrate this fact.

For larger k, the advantage of the DV method over the LB one in terms of accuracy becomes more
evident, since rarefied-gas effects amplify considerably (Fig. 6). The D3Q19 model loses its accuracy most of
all: there is a substantial deviation from the benchmark profiles of pxy and vx in Fig. 6a. Although D3Q96
can reproduce half-range (wall) moments most accurately within the given order, it fails to reproduce the
complex structure of a highly nonequilibrium VDF with sharp variations around plane ξy = 0 (Fig. 6b). In
contrast, the DV method with the velocity grid refined near ξy = 0 adequately copes with this task. One
cannot conclude the same for the results obtained by hybrid schemes. There is a noticeable discrepancy for
qx and a kink for vx in Fig. 6d–f. The proximity of the coupling interface to the boundary in terms of mean
free path is the primary reason for the observed lack of accuracy. Note also that the hybrid method based
on the D3Q96 model has a minimal kinking of the velocity profile in comparison to D3Q19 and D3Q39.

The shear stress profiles look constant in Figs. 4, 5, and 6, since the absolute error is everywhere smaller
than 0.06k2, which is easily seen in Fig. 7. The largest error is observed in the points in the vicinity of the
coupling interface. In the absence of conservative correction of fluxes on the coupling interface (35), these os-
cillations turn into monotonic jumps, which introduce much more error into results. This fact clearly confirms
the well-known importance of preserving the conservation properties by a numerical method. Incidentally,
let us note that the obtained numerical accuracy is sufficient to distinguish molecular potentials [76, 77].

Finally, let us touch upon the efficiency of the proposed hybrid scheme. The computational speed-up
with respect to the pure DV scheme is shown in Fig. 8 as a ratio of the corresponding CPU times, while the
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Figure 8: Computational speed-up yielded by the hybrid method for different CPUs and operational systems. N0 is the number
of cells in the kinetic zone, 10N0 is the number of cells in the bulk region, tDV and thyb are the total CPU times elapsed by
the DV and hybrid methods, respectively.

ratio of cells in the kinetic and bulk regions remains constant. One can see that the efficiency of the hybrid
method achieves the optimum value when the number of cells in the kinetic region is more than 102. Note
that the asymptotic speed-up can be slightly higher than the optimum one (12–13 versus 11 in Fig. 8). It is
mainly due to memory saving, which results in fewer cache misses.

6.3. Breakdown criterion

A multiscale hybrid method based on the domain decomposition procedure should be supplied with the
so-called equilibrium breakdown criterion, which determines the position of the coupling interface between
different models for approximation of the VDF. The typical way to quantify this criterion is to introduce an
appropriate equilibrium breakdown parameter E and compare it with some predefined value εE . The DV
method is used only in nonequilibrium regions, specifically in cells, where E > εE , while the LB method is
employed in the others.

Longitudinal heat flux qx appears only in the Knudsen layer and, therefore, can serve as an equilibrium
breakdown parameter for the investigated Couette-flow problem, but not in the general case. Criteria based
on deviation of the VDF from the truncated Chapman–Enskog expansion is natural for kinetic schemes. For
instance, quantities Ep = ‖f − f (NSF)‖p/‖f‖p, the deviation from the Navier–Stokes–Fourier (NSF) order of
approximation [78]:

f
(NSF)
DV,j = f

(eq)
DV,j

(
1 +

cα,jcβ,jPαβ
2pT

+
cα,jqα
pT

(
c2j
5T
− 1

))
, (41)

f
(NSF)
LB,j = f

(eq)
LB,j + wjξα,j

(
Pαβ(ξβ,j(1 + ξγ,jvγ)− 2vβ) + qα

(
ξ2
j

5
− 1

))
, (42)

where Pαβ = pαβ − ρTδαβ and cα,j = ξα,j − vα, are shown in Fig. 9 for the following norms in the discrete
velocity space:

‖f‖p =

(∑
j

|fj |p
)1/p

, p = 1, 2, ‖f‖∞ = max
j
|fj |. (43)

The D3Q19 model produces an almost constant profile (Fig. 9c) since it describes nothing beyond the
NSF level. The D3Q96 profile (Fig. 9b) is close to the DV one (Fig. 9a), which indirectly indicates that
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(d) hybrid: DV and D3Q96

Figure 9: Quantities that can serve as a equilibrium breakdown parameter for k = 0.1.
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this LB model gives an acceptable approximation for the Couette-flow problem. Due to the diffuse-reflection
boundary condition, there is a discontinuity of the VDF on the boundary, which decays monotonically and
faster than any inverse power of distance from the boundary. Therefore, all the breakdown parameters reach
their maximum on the boundary; however, E∞ relaxes in a non-smooth way. It is probably due to crude
approximation of the sharp variations of the VDF in the Knudsen layer. For the D3Q96 model, E∞ noticeably
exceeds E1,2 (Fig. 9b), which can be explained by its peculiar properties minimizing the wall moment errors.
The Hermite-based coupling induces oscillations (Fig. 9c, 9d) since it is unable to reconstruct nonequilibrium
part of the VDF. The sharp drop in Fig. 9c indicates that the coupling interface is too close to the boundary,
while the smoother transition in Fig. 9d can be considered as more acceptable. Nevertheless, both hybrid
schemes have almost the same DV part of the solution.

7. Conclusions and perspectives

In this paper, we have presented a new algorithm for coupling the LB and DV methods for solving the
Boltzmann kinetic equation. The Couette flow of a rarefied BGK gas has been analyzed numerically as a
test example. The continuum gas behavior is described by several Gauss–Hermite LB models with various
numbers of discrete velocities ranging from 19 to 96. Incorporating the augmented [23] LB models positively
affects the solution accuracy in comparison to the conventional LB models. The Knudsen layer is captured
accurately by the DV method with highly nonuniform velocity grids. The numerical stress-tensor anisotropy
generated by such grids is eliminated by minimizing the 7-moment discrete entropy functional. The physical
mesh refinement near the boundary allows to effectively approximate the weak singularity of the profiles of
the macroscopic variables. The LB and DV solutions are matched by means of projection onto the truncated
Hermite basis. The second-order FV solution of both subdomains are supplied by two ghost cells with the
reconstructed values. The additional polynomial correction procedure of the interfacial DV flux has been
employed to ensure conservative properties of the coupling algorithm.

Since the employed LB models are suited for the isothermal hydrodynamics, the proposed hybrid method
is applicable to flows with Mach number . 0.3. The subsonic regime is quite challenging for the DSMC-based
methods due to the inherent stochastic noise, but the deterministic approaches work well.

The other LB models (e.g., for supersonic flows, compressible, and thermal flows [79, 80, 81]) can be
potentially incorporated into the hybrid method. The entropic models [53, 54, 55] are promising due to
their enhanced stability for low viscosities (large Reynolds numbers). Using of the regularized high-order LB
models [58, 27, 59] for the hybrid schemes is interested as well. One can conclude that the improvements
in employed LB model should be directed to the better reproduction of the higher Maxwell moments and
half-range (wall) moments [25]. In this case, the mapping method should also be upgraded by involving
higher-order and wall moments.

Adaptive coupling of the LB and DV methods under the unified FV formulation can be considered as a
variant of the DV methodologies based on adaptive grids in velocity space [82, 83, 84]. The adaptation of the
DV set according to the local flow regime provides room for improving the efficiency of numerical methods
and can serve as a foundation of hybrid schemes for multiscale compressible flows.
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Appendix A. Third-order TVD limiter for the FV scheme

Let us approximate the one-dimensional transport equation ∂f/∂t + ξ∂f/∂x in the FV manner with
constant mesh (∆x) and time (∆t) steps:

fn+1
m = fnm − γ

(
f
n+1/2
m+1/2 − f

n+1/2
m−1/2

)
, γ =

ξ∆t

∆x
≥ 0, m = 1, . . . ,M, n ∈ N, (A.1)
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where the reconstructed edge values for the third-point stencil are written in the following form:

f
n+1/2
m+1/2 = fnm +

1− γ
2

φ

(
∆−
∆+

)
∆+, m = 1, . . . ,M, (A.2)

where ∆± = ±
(
fnm±1 − fnm

)
, function φ(θ) is usually called a flux limiter. Within the one-point stencil for

positive velocities ξj > 0, it is possible to construct the first-order (upwind) scheme only (φ = 0). The
second-order accuracy can be achieved, if φ(1 + x) = 1 + O(x). For the third-order accuracy, the following
condition is sufficient:

φ(1 + x) = 1 +
1 + γ

3
x+O(x2). (A.3)

Taking into account the CFL condition γ ≤ 1 and non-negativity of the limiter for monotonic functions
φ(θ ≥ 0) ≥ 0, one can obtain the following sufficient conditions for the TVD property of the numerical
scheme: 

φ(θ) = 0, θ < 0,

φ(θ) ≤ 2

γ
θ, θ ≥ 0,

0 ≤ φ(θ) ≤ 2

1− γ
.

(A.4)

Combining (A.3) and (A.4), one can construct a third-order TVD limiter:

φ(θ) =

0, θ < 0,

min

(
2

γ
θ,

1 + γ

3
θ +

2− γ
3

,
2

1− γ

)
, θ ≥ 0,

(A.5)

which is used in the present study, but for nonuniform mesh step (28). Let us note that inequalities (A.4) are
often replaced by stronger ones, independent of γ, especially when nonlinear transport equation is considered.

Appendix B. Solution of the linear Couette-flow problem for the BGK model

For symmetry reasons, the steady-state behavior of the gas in the Couette flow at ∆v → 0 and arbitrary
k is described by the following VDF:

f(ξ) = ω(ξ)(1 + ∆vξxΦ(y, ξy, ξ)), ξ = |ξ|, (B.1)

where ω(ξ) is defined in (19) and Φ is governed by

τξy
∂Φ

∂y
=

vx
∆v
− Φ, Φ

(
y = ∓1

2
, ξy ≷ 0, ξ

)
= ∓1

2
, (B.2)

which is derived under the assumption of the BGK model of collisional term [42]. The macroscopic variables
are the following moments of Φ:

vx = ∆v

∫
ξ2
xΦωdξ, pxy = ∆v

∫
ξ2
xξyΦωdξ, qx =

∆v

2

∫
ξ2
xξ

2Φωdξ − 5

2
vx. (B.3)

The solution of (B.2) can be represented as

Φ

(
|y| ≤ 1

2
, ξy ≷ 0, ξ

)
= ∓1

2
exp

(
∓1± 2y

2τξy

)
+

1

2τξy

∫ y

∓ 1
2

exp

(
−y − s
τξy

)
g(s)ds, (B.4)

where g(y) = 2vx/∆v is obtained from the following integral equation [85]:

√
πg(y) = J0

(
1− 2y

2k

)
− J0

(
1 + 2y

2k

)
+

1

k

∫ 1
2

0

[
J−1

(
|y − s|
k

)
− J−1

(
y + s

k

)]
g(s)ds. (B.5)
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Here, Jn(s) are the Abramowitz functions [86]:

Jn(s) =

∫ ∞
0

tn exp
(
−t2 − s

t

)
dt, s ≥ 0, n ∈ Z. (B.6)

The remaining macroscopic variables are calculated as follows:

pxy
∆v

= − τ√
π

(
J2(0)− J2

(
1

k

)
+

1

k

∫ 1
2

0

[
J1

(
1− 2s

2k

)
− J1

(
1 + 2s

2k

)]
g(s)ds

)
, (B.7)

qx
∆v

=
1

2
√
π

(
J2

(
1− 2y

2k

)
− J2

(
1 + 2y

2k

)

+
1

k

∫ 1
2

0

[
J1

(
|y − s|
k

)
− J1

(
y + s

k

)]
g(s)ds

)
− g(y)

4
.

(B.8)

Methods of a high-accuracy solution of (B.5) are presented in [70, 71].
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