
General synthetic iterative scheme for rarefied gas mixture flows

Jianan Zeng, Qi Li, Lei Wu∗

Department of Mechanics and Aerospace Engineering, Southern University of Science and Technology,
Shenzhen 518055, China

Abstract

The numerical simulation of rarefied gas mixtures with disparate mass and concentration is
a huge research challenge. Based on our recent kinetic modelling for monatomic gas mixture
flows, this problem is tackled by the general synthetic iterative scheme (GSIS), where the
mesoscopic kinetic and macroscopic synthetic equations are alternately solved by the finite-
volume discrete velocity method. Three important features of GSIS are highlighted. First,
the synthetic equations are precisely derived from the kinetic equation, naturally reducing to
the Navier-Stokes equations in the continuum flow regime; in other flow regimes, the kinetic
equation provides high-order closure of the constitutive relations to capture the rarefaction
effects. Second, these synthetic equations, which can be solved quickly, help to adjust the
kinetic system to relax rapidly toward the steady state. Furthermore, in such a two-way
coupling, the constraint on the spatial cell size is relieved. Third, the linear Fourier stability
analysis demonstrates that the error decay rate in GSIS is smaller than 0.5 for various
combinations of mass, concentration and viscosity ratios, such that the error can be reduced
by three orders of magnitude after 10 iterations. The efficiency and accuracy of GSIS are
demonstrated through several challenging cases covering a wide range of mass ratio, species
concentration, and flow speed.

Keywords: rarefied gas flow, gas mixture, disparate mass, general synthetic iterative
scheme, fast converging, asymptotic preserving

1. Introduction

Gas mixtures are widely encountered in modern engineering problems, such as astronau-
tics [1], vacuum technologies [2, 3], and micro-electromechanical systems [4]. These flows
often exhibit rarefaction effects, where the Knudsen number (i.e., the ratio of the molecular
mean free path to the characteristic length) is not negligible. For example, in the dynamic
gas lock used in EUV lithography, clean gas is continuously injected to reduce the partial
pressure of contaminants inside the vacuum optical cavity [5]. The molecular masses in
the mixture (e.g., H2 and hydrocarbons) could differ by two orders of magnitude, while the
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species concentration could differ by seven orders of magnitude. Consequently, the Knudsen
numbers of the flow span multiple orders of magnitude. Due to the experimental challenges
in low-pressure environment, numerical simulations become crucial for understanding and
optimizing rarefied gas flow problems. Under these extreme conditions, the linear constitu-
tive relations (i.e., Newton’s law of viscosity and Fourier’s law of heat conduction) in the
Navier-Stokes (NS) equation are only applicable in the continuum flow regime. Instead, the
Boltzmann equation from the gas kinetic theory should be used, which is applicable in the
continuum, slip, transition, and free-molecular flow regimes.

Many numerical methods have been developed to solve the Boltzmann equation, with
the prevailing one being the direct simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) method [6]. However,
DSMC encounters several difficulties in simulating gas mixture flows. First, as in the sim-
ulation of single-species flows, the splitting of streaming and collision makes the scheme
expansive or even prohibitive in the continuum flow regime, as the spatial cell size and time
step must be smaller than the molecular mean free path and mean collision time, respec-
tively. Second, for gas mixtures with disparate mass, the thermal speed of each species differ
significantly. The simulation time step is limited by that of the lighter species, resulting in
heavier species taking substantially long time to reach steady state. Third, for gas mixtures
with disparate concentration, DSMC requires different weight factors for each species. As
commented by Alves et al. [7], this approach “introduces problems such as enforcing conser-
vation laws in collisions between particles of different weights, creating and destroying frac-
tions of particles, and possibly degradation of the numerical properties”. These limitations
have prompted researchers to explore new numerical methods, such as the Fokker-Planck
DSMC [8, 9], the exponential BGK/ESBGK [10], and the time-relaxed Monte Carlo method
that preserves the Navier-Stokes asymptotics in the continuum flow regime [11].

The Boltzmann equation can also be solved by the deterministic discrete velocity method
(DVM). Since the statistical noise is absent, the disparate concentration problem is natu-
rally solved. Furthermore, when the steady-state is concerned, the time derivative can be
dropped, and the problem of time step is solved. However, the Boltzmann collision integral
is very hard to solve. So far, the collision integral with arbitrary inter-molecular potential
has only been solved by the fast spectral method [12–15] and the conservative projection
method [16, 17]. For gas mixtures, even using the fast spectral method, the numerical simu-
lation is only carried out up to molecular mass ratio 36 [18]. Therefore, many kinetic models
have been proposed to simplify the Boltzmann collision operator, such as the McCormack
model [19], the Andries-Aoki-Perthame model [20], and other similar kinetic models [21–
24]. Although the Boltzmann collision operator is simplified, it is worth noting that DVM
solvers are typically expensive because they need the additional discretization of velocity
space. When the steady state solution is concerned, the iteration scheme is frequently used,
due to the high-dimensional integro-differential nature of the of kinetic equations; the tradi-
tional DVM becomes the conventional iteration scheme (CIS). Similar to the DSMC method,
the streaming and collision are decoupled in CIS, so that the restrictions on cell size and
time step limit the applicability of CIS in the (near) continuum flow regime. Hence, the
development of efficient numerical methods to simulate multiscale flow problems is urgently
needed.
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In recent years, we have seen a huge stride in the development of multiscale numerical
methods. For instances, the (discrete) unified gas kinetic scheme [25, 26] handled the stream-
ing and collision simultaneously, so that it possesses the asymptotic preserving property and
accurately recovers the NS solutions without requiring spatial grid sizes (time steps) smaller
than the mean free path (mean collision time). It has been successfully applied to many
single-species flow problems [27–29], as well as gas mixture flows [30, 31].

The general synthetic iteration scheme (GSIS) is another multiscale DVM, where the
kinetic equation and the corresponding synthetic equations are alternately solved [32]. The
constitutive relations in the synthetic equation consist of the linear ones used in the NS
equation, and the higher-order terms (HoTs) that are directly calculated from the velocity
distribution function. This essential idea of mesoscopic-macroscopic coupling was firstly
developed in neutron transport (see the review article [33]); it was introduced to special
rarefied gas flows (e.g. the planar Poiseuille flow where the flow velocity is perpendicular
to the spatial coordinate [34]) and finally extended to general rarefied gas flows. Rigorous
mathematical analysis and many numerical tests [35–39] have shown that the GSIS can
significantly reduce the number of iterations. Moreover, where the Knudsen number is small,
the HoTs tend to zero, ensuring the asymptotic-preserving property of the GSIS when the
spatial cell size is much larger than the mean free path; when the Knudsen number is large,
rarefaction effects are captured by the higher-order constitutive relations. Although the
DVM solvers are expensive due to the use of huge number of discrete velocities, in the
recent work we have developed a parallel strategy and employed unstructured velocity space
to further reduce the memory usage, enabling efficient simulation of rarefied gas flows [40];
now this approach can be even faster than the particle method (adaptive unified gas-kinetic
wave-particle method) in simulating high-speed multiscale flows, not to mention the low-
speed flows [41].

Despite of the practical engineering importance, there are not enough works on the
efficient simulation of rarefied gas mixture flows. Most are limited to low-speed linearized
flows [42–44] or simple two-dimensional planar and axisymmetric geometries [30, 31, 45].
The aim of this work is to extend the GSIS to gas mixture flows, across the whole range of
Knudsen number, and over wide ranges of mass ratio and concentration ratio.

The remaining paper are organized as follows. In section 2 the Li kinetic model is
introduced and the macroscopic synthetic equation in GSIS is constructed. In section 3, the
Fourier stability analysis is performed, showing that the GSIS facilitates fast convergence.
In section 4, numerical schemes for both the mesoscopic and macroscopic equations are
described. The accuracy and efficiency of GSIS in validated in four challenging numerical
examples in section 5. Finally, conclusions are given in section 6.

2. Gas kinetic equations and macroscopic synthetic equations

In the present work, the Li kinetic model is adopted to describe the dynamics of gas
mixtures, where the intra- and inter-species collisions are modeled separately, and the model
parameters are chosen to recover the transport properties of mixture gases, including the
viscosity, thermal conductivity, diffusion and thermal diffusion coefficients [46]. This kinetic
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model has shown a good accuracy when the mass ratio spans three orders of magnitude,
when compared to the DSMC results in several benchmark simulations.

2.1. Kinetic model equation

In order to express all the variables in the dimensionless forms, we denote L0, T0, n0,m0

as the reference length, temperature, number density, and molecular mass, respectively, and
let v0 =

√
kBT0/m0 be the reference velocity with kB being the Boltzmann constant. We

also define the Knudsen number Kns of each species s to quantify the degree of rarefaction
of the gas mixture,

Kns =
µs(T0)

n0L0

√
π

2mskBT0
, (1)

where ms is the molecular mass of species s, and µs is the species shear viscosity; when
the inverse power-law potential is considered, the viscosity follows the relation µs(Ts) =
µs(T0)(Ts/T0)

ωs with ωs being the viscosity index. For Maxwell and hard-sphere gases, we
have ω = 1 and 0.5, respectively.

Consider a mixture of monatomic gases with the velocity distribution function fs(x, ξ, t)
of each species describing their states, where t is the time, x is the spatial coordinate, ξ
is the molecular velocity. The macroscopic variables of each species, such as the number
density ns, mass density ρs, flow velocity us, temperatures Ts, pressure tensor Ps, and heat
flux qs, are obtained by taking the moments of the respective distribution function fs,

ns = ⟨ 1

ms

, fs⟩, ρs = ⟨1, fs⟩, ρsus = ⟨ξ, fs⟩,
3

2
nsTs =

〈
1

2
(ξ − us)

2, fs

〉
,

Ps = ⟨(ξ − us)(ξ − us), fs⟩, qs =

〈
1

2
(ξ − us)

2(ξ − us), fs

〉
,

(2)

where the operator ⟨h, ψ⟩ =
∫
hψ dξ is defined as an integral of hψ over the velocity space.

Then, the corresponding macroscopic quantities for the mixture, such as the number
density n, mass density ρ and velocity u can be calculated as,

n =
∑
s

⟨ 1

ms

, fs⟩ =
∑
s

ns, ρ =
∑
s

⟨1, fs⟩ =
∑
s

ρs, ρu =
∑
s

⟨ξ, fs⟩ =
∑
s

ρsus, (3)

and the mixture temperatures T , pressure tensor P , and heat flux q are given by,

3

2
nT =

∑
s

〈
1

2
(ξ − us)

2, fs

〉
=
∑
s

3

2
nsTs +

1

2

∑
s

ρs(us − u)2,

P =
∑
s

⟨(ξ − us)(ξ − us), fs⟩ =
∑
s

Ps +
∑
s

ρs(us − u)(us − u),

q =
∑
s

〈
1

2
(ξ − us)

2(ξ − us), fs

〉
=
∑
s

qs +
∑
s

3

2
nsTs(us − u) +

1

2

∑
s

ρs(us − u)2(us − u) +
∑
s

Ps · (us − u).

(4)
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The evolution of the velocity distribution functions in a gas mixture is modeled by the
following kinetic equations [46]:

∂fs
∂t

+ ξ · ∂fs
∂x

=
∑
r

gsr − fs
τsr

, (5)

where s = r indicates an intra-species collision operator, s ̸= r are the inter-species collisions,
and τss, τsr are the corresponding dimensionless relaxation times, which can be written in
terms of the species Knudsen number as,

τss = Kns

√
2ms

π

Ts
ωs−1

ns

, τsr = τssϕ
−1
sr

ns

nr

. (6)

Here, ϕsr represents the ratio between the relaxation times of intra- and inter-species col-
lisions for species s, and can be determined by matching the mixture shear viscosity, see
Table 1. The reference distribution function gsr is constructed as,

gsr =msn̂sr

(
ms

2πTs

)3/2

exp

(
−ms (ξ − ûsr)

2

2Ts

)

×

[
1 +

T̂sr − Ts
Ts

(
ms (ξ − ûsr)

2

2Ts
− 3

2

)
+

2msq̂sr · (ξ − ûsr)

5n̂srT 2
s

(
ms (ξ − ûsr)

2

2Ts
− 5

2

)]
,

(7)

where the variables with hat accent are auxiliary macroscopic properties.
In the intra-species collision operators (s = r), the auxiliary number density, flow velocity

and temperature are simply the macroscopic properties of each species due to conservations
of mass, momentum and energy within intra-species interactions, respectively,

n̂ss = ns, ûss = us, T̂ss = Ts. (8)

Thus, the reference distribution function gss in the intra-species collision operator reduces
to that of the Shakhov-type model of single-species gas flow.

In the inter-species collision operators (s ̸= r), the auxiliary velocity and temperature
cannot be uniquely determined by the conservation laws, but requires additional constraints.
Generally speaking, the auxiliary flow velocity ûsr and the auxiliary temperature T̂sr are
constructed to recover the correct diffusion and energy relaxation processes between species,
respectively, which are calculated as,

n̂sr = ns,

ûsr = us −
ρrτsr

ρsτrs + ρrτsr
Xsr,

T̂sr = Ts −
nrτsr

nsτrs + nrτsr
Ysr −

ρsρrτsrτrsXsr · [Xsr − 2(us − ur)]

3(nsτrs + nrτsr)(ρsτrs + ρrτsr)
,

(9)
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with

Xsr = asr(us − ur) + bsr(∇ lnTs +∇ lnTr),

Ysr = csr(Ts − Tr) + dsr(us − ur)
2,

(10)

where asr = ars, bsr = −brs, csr = crs, dsr = −drs are the adjustable parameters, describing
how rapidly the equilibrium among different gas species is achieved through inter-species
collisions, and can be determined by the transport properties as,

asr =
T (ρsτrs + ρrτsr)

msmr(ns + nr)Dsr

,

bsr =
(ns + nr)T (ρsτrs + ρrτsr) kT,sr

2ρsρr
,

csr =
2asr (nsτrs + nrτsr)msmr

(ms +mr) (ρsτrs + ρrτsr)
,

dsr =
asrmsmr

3 (ρsτrs + ρrτsr)

[
asr (nrρrτ

2
sr − nsρsτ

2
rs)

ρsτrs + ρrτsr
− 2 (ρrτsr − ρsτrs)

ms +mr

]
,

(11)

where Dsr is the binary diffusion coefficient, and kT,sr is the thermal-diffusion ratio.
In addition, the auxiliary heat fluxes are constructed to recover the correct thermal

conductivity,

q̂ss = (1− Pr)qs,

q̂sr = (1− φsrPr)qs + γsr(qsr − qs),
(12)

where Pr is the Prandtl number, φsr measures the ratio of thermal relaxation rates between
the inter- and intra-species collisions, see Table 1; qsr is defined as the heat flux of species
s measured relative to auxiliary velocity ûsr,

qsr =

〈
1

2
(ξ − ûsr)

2(ξ − ûsr), fs

〉
. (13)

Finally, γsr = −γrs is a dimensionless coefficient taking into account the Dufour effects,
which can be regarded as an inverse process to thermal diffusion and thus yields,

γsr =

(
1

ms

τssτsr
φsrτss + τsr

+
1

mr

τrrτrs
φrsτrr + τrs

)−1
4bsr

5asr PrT
, (14)

Given the relationship between the model parameters and transport coefficients of the
mixtures in the continuum flow limit, the adjustable parameters can be uniquely determined
by the properties of gas mixtures directly. In the present work, four representative binary
gas mixtures will be considered, where the parameters are detailed in Table 1.
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Table 1: The constituents of the four binary mixtures, and the corresponding parameters ϕsr and φsr in
the kinetic model fitted by matching the mixture viscosity and thermal conductivity from the DSMC with
the VSS collision model, respectively [46]. Note that the ratio of species viscosity in a mixture satisfies

µ2/µ1 =
√

m2/m1 (d1/d2)
2
, while the Knudsen number ratio is Kn2/Kn1 = (d1/d2)

2.

Mixture Gas type m2/m1 d2/d1 ω12 α12 ϕ12 ϕ21 φ12 φ21

1 Maxwell 10 1 1.0 2.14 1.214 0.515 1.035 1.779
2 Maxwell 100 3 1.0 2.14 5.505 0.078 0.988 2.093
3 Maxwell 1000 1 1.0 2.14 1.367 0.057 0.999 2.259
4 Hard-sphere 100 2 0.5 1.0 2.955 0.127 1.425 1.261

2.2. Macroscopic synthetic equations

The synthetic equations for macroscopic properties, which asymptotically preserve the
NS limit, are developed by combining conservation equations of species mass and relaxation
equations of inter-species momentum and energy exchanges. By taking the velocity moments
of the kinetic equation (5), the governing equations for macroscopic properties ρs,us, Ts are
obtained,

∂ρs
∂t

+∇ · (ρsus) = 0,

∂

∂t
(ρsus) +∇ · (ρsusus) +∇ · (nsTsI+ σs) = QM

s ,

∂

∂t
(Es) +∇ · (Esus) +∇ · [(nsTsI+ σs) · us + qs] = QE

s ,

(15)

where σs = Ps − nsTsI is the species shear stress; the source terms QM
s and QE

s represent
the momentum and energy exchange between species, respectively, and satisfy

∑
s Q

M
s = 0

and
∑

sQ
E
s = 0 due to the conservation of total momentum and energy. According to the

kinetic equation, the source terms can be obtained as,

QM
s =

∑
r ̸=s

ρs(ûsr − us)

τsr
, QE

s =
∑
r ̸=s

Esr − Es

τsr
, (16)

where Es and Esr denote the kinetic energies,

Es =
3

2
nsTs +

1

2
ρsu

2
s, Esr =

3

2
nsT̂sr +

1

2
ρsû

2
sr. (17)

The synthetic equations (15) are not closed since the shear stress σs and heat flux qs are
still unknown; and they in general cannot be expressed in terms of the lower-order moments
such as the density, velocity, temperature, and their spatial gradients. Since in GSIS the
kinetic equation is numerically solved, we can write the constitutive relations in the following
form [36]:

σs = −µ∗
s

(
∇us +∇uT

s − 2

3
∇ · usI

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

σNS
s

+HoTσs , qs = −κ∗s∇Ts︸ ︷︷ ︸
qNS
s

+HoTqs ,
(18)
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where σNS
s and qNS

s are the conventional constitutive relations describing the linear depen-
dence of shear stress and heat flux on the gradient of velocity and temperature, respectively;
and the corresponding nominal shear viscosity µ∗

s and heat conductivity κ∗s are given by,

µ∗
s = βs,µnsTsτss

ns∑
r nsϕsr

, βs,µ =
1

Kns

min

(
Kns,

1

n

∑
r

nsϕsr

)
,

κ∗s = βs,κ
5nsTsτss
2ms Pr

ns∑
r nsϕsrφsr

, βs,κ =
1

Kns

min

(
Kns,

1

n

∑
r

nsϕsrφsr

)
,

(19)

with ϕss = φss = 1. βs,µ and βs,κ are the factors used to not only realize the fast convergence
in all flow regimes, but also increase the stability and speed when solving the synthetic
equations when Kn is large. Note that the effect of diffusion on the shear stress and thermal
conductance of a gas mixture is not included in µ∗

s and κ∗s, but integrated into the HoTs.
The HoTs can be calculated by subtracting σNS

s and qNS
s from the moments of the velocity

distribution functions [36],

HoTσs =

〈
(ξ − us)(ξ − us)−

1

3
(ξ − us)

2I, fs

〉
− σNS

s ,

HoTqs =

〈
1

2
(ξ − us)

2(ξ − us), fs

〉
− qNS

s .

(20)

It must be emphasised that, the NS constitutive relations in Eq. (18) are solved at the
new (current) iteration step to guide to evolution of the velocity distribution function, while
the NS constitutive relations in Eq. (20) are extracted from the velocity distribution function
in the previous iteration step; thus they cannot cancel out each other until the final steady
state (e.g. the convergence criterion) is reached. As has been and will be demonstrated in
numerical simulations, this kind of treatment facilities the fast-converging in the whole range
of gas rarefaction [35]. Moreover, it empowers the asymptotic-preserving property such that
the constraint on the spatial cell size is relieved in the (near) continuum flow regime. Finally,
it should be pointed out that, although the Li model is used, the method of construction of
GSIS can be applied to any kinds of kinetic models for gas mixture flows.

3. The linear Fourier stability analysis

The Fourier stability analysis is performed to analyze the convergence speed of the CIS
and GSIS, based on the linearized kinetic model. To make the calculation simple but keep
the essential physics, the spatial coordinate is not discretized. The performance of the CIS
and GSIS in discretized systems will be assessed in the numerical simulation of practical
problems shown in section 5.

3.1. Convergence rate of CIS

For a system of the gas mixture that slightly deviates from a global equilibrium state, the
velocity distribution function fs can be written as fs = f eq

s +hs, where f
eq
s is the equilibrium
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distribution function

f eq
s = msχs

(ms

2π

)3/2
exp

(
−msξ

2

2

)
, (21)

hs is the perturbation, and χs = ns/n is the mole fraction of the species s. The steady-
state solutions of a binary gas mixture can be obtained from CIS by iteratively solving the
following linearized equations,

ξ · ∇hk+1
s =

1

τ kss

(
g′

k
ss − hk+1

s

)
+

1

τ ksr

(
g′

k
sr − hk+1

s

)
, s, r = 1, 2, (22)

where the superscript k represents the iteration step, and the perturbed reference distribu-
tions in the linearized collision operators are given as,

g′ss = f eq
s

[
∆ρs +msus · ξ +∆Ts

(
1

2
msξ

2 − 3

2

)
+

2msq̂ss · ξ
5χs

(
1

2
msξ

2 − 5

2

)]
,

g′sr = f eq
s

[
∆ρs +msûsr · ξ +∆T̂sr

(
1

2
msξ

2 − 3

2

)
+

2msq̂sr · ξ
5χs

(
1

2
msξ

2 − 5

2

)]
,

(23)

with ∆ρs, us and ∆Ts being the perturbed macroscopic variables, ûsr, ∆T̂sr, q̂ss and q̂sr

being the perturbed auxiliary variables. By taking the velocity moments of the perturbed
distribution function hs, the macroscopic quantities deviated from their corresponding equi-
librium values are,

∆ρs =

〈
1

msχs

, hs

〉
, us =

〈
1

msχs

ξ, hs

〉
, ∆Ts =

〈
1

msχs

(
1

3
msξ

2 − 1

)
, hs

〉
,

σs =

〈(
ξξ − 1

3
ξ2I

)
, hs

〉
, qs =

〈
1

ms

(
1

2
msξ

2 − 5

2

)
ξ, hs

〉
.

(24)

Thus, based on Eqs. (9) and (12), the perturbed auxiliary variables in (23) can be determined
as,

ûsr = (1− Asr)us + Asrur, ∆T̂sr = (1− Csr)∆Ts + Csr∆Tr,

q̂ss = (1− Pr) qs, q̂sr = (1− φsrPr) qs,
(25)

where

Asr =

(
ϕsrKnr

ϕrsKns

√
ms

mr

+ 1

)−1

asr,

Csr =

(
ϕsrKnr

ϕrsKns

√
mr

ms

+ 1

)−1

csr.

(26)

Note that all the parameters, including asr, csr, ϕsr and φsr, are evaluated at the equilibrium
state due to linearization.
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To calculate the convergence rate, we define the error functions Ys (x, ξ) between distri-
bution functions at two consecutive iteration steps as [35],

Y k+1
s (x, ξ) ≡ hk+1

s (x, ξ)− hks (x, ξ) . (27)

Similarly, the error functions Φs (x) for macroscopic quantities Ms = [∆ρs,us,∆Ts, qs] be-
tween two consecutive iteration steps are,

Φk+1
s (x) =

[
Φk+1

s,∆ρ,Φ
k+1
s,u ,Φ

k+1
s,∆T ,Φ

k+1
s,q

]
≡Mk+1

s (x)−Mk
s (x) =

∫
Φs (ξ)Y

k+1
s (x, ξ)dξ, (28)

where Φs (ξ) is a 1× 8 vector,

Φs (ξ) =
1

msχs

[
1, ξ,

(
1

3
msξ

2 − 1

)
, χs

(
1

2
msξ

2 − 5

2

)
ξ

]
. (29)

On substituting Eqs. (27) and (28) into Eq. (22), the error functions Ys (x, ξ) are found
to satisfy,[

1 +
χr

χs

ϕsr +
Kns

χs

(
2ms

π

)1/2

ξ · ∇

]
Y k+1
s =

f eq
s

{
Φk

s,∆ρ

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsr

)
+

[
Φk

s,u

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsr (1− Asr)

)
+ Φk

r,u

χr

χs

ϕsrAsr

]
·msξ

+

[
Φk

s,∆T

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsr (1− Csr)

)
+ Φk

r,∆T

χr

χs

ϕsrCsr

](
1

2
msξ

2 − 3

2

)
+

[
Φk

s,q

(
(1− Pr) +

χr

χs

ϕsr (1− φsrPr)

)]
· 2ms

5χs

(
1

2
msξ

2 − 5

2

)
ξ

}
. (30)

Next, we perform the Fourier stability analysis to determine the convergence rate, by
seeking the eigenvalue e and eigenfunctions ys (ξ) and αs,M = [αs,∆ρ, αs,u, αs,∆T , αs,q] of the
forms

Y k+1
s (x, ξ) = ekys (ξ) exp (iθ · x),
Φk+1

s (x) = ek+1αs,M exp (iθ · x),
(31)

where i is the imaginary unit, and θ is the wave vector of perturbation. Note that the factor
ek, rather than ek+1, emerges in the expression of error function Y k+1

s , which is determined
by macroscopic quantities in the k-th iteration step.
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Therefore, by substituting Eq. (31) into Eq. (30), we have,

ys (ξ) =

[
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsr +
Kns

χs

(
2ms

π

)1/2

iθ · ξ

]−1

f eq
s

×
{
αs,∆ρ

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsr

)
+

[
αs,u

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsr (1− Asr)

)
+ αr,u

χr

χs

ϕsrAsr

]
·msξ

+

[
αs,∆T

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsr (1− Csr)

)
+ αr,∆T

χr

χs

ϕsrCsr

](
1

2
msξ

2 − 3

2

)
+

[
αs,q

(
(1− Pr) +

χr

χs

ϕsr (1− φsrPr)

)]
· 2ms

5χs

(
1

2
msξ

2 − 5

2

)
ξ

}
. (32)

Multiplying Eq. (32) with Φs (ξ) and integrating the resultant equations over velocity space,
we obtain the following 16 linear algebraic equations for a binary gas mixture using Eqs. (28)
and (31),

e [α1,M , α2,M ]T = C16×16 [α1,M , α2,M ]T

=

∫
[Φ1 (ξ) y1 (ξ) , Φ2 (ξ) y2 (ξ)]

Tdξ, (33)

Then, the convergence rate can be obtained by numerically computing the spectral radius e
of the matrix C16×16 and taking the maximum absolute value of e (i.e., the spectral radius).
Clearly, the numerical scheme is stable when e ≤ 1, and the iteration converges fast when e
is close to zero. However, it should be noted that, when |e| is close to one, the error between
two consecutive steps rarely decreases and hence the iteration converges extremely slowly.
Worse still, it may suffers the false convergence problem [35].

Figure 1 shows the convergence rate of CIS as a function of Kn1|θ| for the binary mixtures
of Maxwell molecules (see Table 1), over a wide range of concentration ratio (χ2/χ1 =
10−3, 1, 103). For all the mixtures, the CIS spectral radius approaches one when Kn1|θ|
goes to zero, indicating the convergence of CIS is extremely slow in the continuum flow
limit. Physically, this is due to the massively inefficient information exchange across the
length scale that is much larger than the mean free path. Fortunately, the spectral radius
decreases as the Kn1|θ| increases and hence the CIS can be efficient for highly rarefied
gas flows. Meanwhile, we notice that the convergence rate of CIS does not monotonically
change with the concentration ratio in Mixture 1 and 3 (d2 = d1, Kn1 = Kn2), but generally,
the convergence is slower for a mixture with a significantly larger proportion of heavier
molecules, and becomes faster when the concentration are comparable. On the other hand,
for Mixture 2 with different molecular diameters (d2 = 3d1, Kn1 = 9Kn2), the convergence
rate becomes significantly slower as the concentration of the heavier species increases, due
to its much shorter species mean free path.
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Figure 1: The error decay rate as a function of the Kn1|θ| in CIS and GSIS, where the model parameters
are given in Table 1. The concentration ratio is χ2/χ1 = n2/n1 = 0.001, 1, and 1000.

3.2. Convergence rate of GSIS

In GSIS, the solutions of macroscopic synthetic equations are used to accelerate the
evolution of the gas kinetic equation. To be specific, when the velocity distribution function
hk has been obtained from a previous iteration step k, h

k+1/2
s can be solved from the kinetic

equation (22) with k+1 replaced by k+1/2. Then the macroscopic quantities Mk+1
s at the

(k+1)-th iteration step are obtained by solving the following linearized synthetic equations,

∇ · uk+1
s = 0,

χs∇
(
∆ρk+1

s

)
+ χs∇

(
∆T k+1

s

)
+∇ · σk+1

s =
1

τsr
Asrmsχs

(
uk+1

r − uk+1
s

)
,

∇ · qk+1
s =

3

2τsr
Csrχs

(
∆T k+1

r −∆T k+1
s

)
,

(34)
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with

σk+1
s =

∫ (
ξξ − 1

3
ξ2I

)
hk+1/2
s dξ

+ βs,µ

(
2ms

π

)1/2

Kns

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsr

)−1(
∇uk+1/2

s +
(
∇uk+1/2

s

)T − 2

3
∇ · uk+1/2

s I

)
− βs,µ

(
2ms

π

)1/2

Kns

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsr

)−1(
∇uk+1

s +
(
∇uk+1

s

)T − 2

3
∇ · uk+1

s I

)
,

qk+1
s =

1

ms

∫ (
1

2
msξ

2 − 5

2

)
ξhk+1/2

s dξ

+ βs,κ
5

Pr

(
1

2πms

)1/2

Kns

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsrφsr

)−1

∇
(
∆T k+1/2

s

)
− βs,κ

5

Pr

(
1

2πms

)1/2

Kns

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsrφsr

)−1

∇
(
∆T k+1

s

)
.

(35)

To calculate the convergence rate of GSIS, the error function for the velocity distribution
function is redefined as [35],

Y k+1/2
s (x, ξ) ≡ hk+1/2

s (x, ξ)− hk−1/2
s (x, ξ) = ekys (ξ) exp (iθ · x), (36)

where ys (ξ) is given by Eq. (32). The definition of error function Φs (x) remains unchanged,
while in GSIS they are calculated from the macroscopic synthetic equations (34) and (35)
with ∆ρs, us, ∆Ts and qs replaced by Φs,∆ρ, Φs,u, Φs,∆T and Φs,q, respectively, and hs (x, ξ)
replaced by Ys (x, ξ). Then, we obtain the following linear algebraic equations,

e [iθ · αs,u] = Ss,1,

e

[
iθχs (αs,∆ρ + αs,∆T ) + βs,µ

(
2ms

π

)1/2

Kns

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsr

)−1

θ2αs,u

+
(πms

2

)1/2 χsχr

Kns

Asrϕsr (αs,u − αr,u)

]
= Ss,2−4,

e

[
iθ · αs,q +

3

2

(
π

2ms

)1/2
χsχr

Kns

Csrϕsr (αs,∆T − αr,∆T )

]
= Ss,5,

e

[
iθβs,κ

5

Pr

(
1

2πms

)1/2

Kns

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsrφsr

)−1

αs,∆T + αs,q

]
= Ss,6−8,

(37)
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where the source terms Ss,1−8 are,

Ss,1 = 0,

Ss,2−4 =

∫ [
−iθ ·

(
ξξ − 1

3
ξ2I

)
+

βs,µ

(
2

πms

)1/2
Kns

χs

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsr

)−1(
θ2ξ +

1

3
θ (θ · ξ)

)]
ysdξ,

Ss,5 = 0,

Ss,6−8 =

∫ [
1

ms

(
1

2
msξ

2 − 5

2

)
ξ+

iθβs,κ
5

Pr

(
1

2πms

)1/2
Kns

msχs

(
1 +

χr

χs

ϕsrφsr

)−1(
1

3
msξ

2 − 1

)]
ysdξ.

(38)

Equation (37) with the source terms (38) can be rewritten in the matrix form as,

eL16×16 [α1,M , α2,M ]T = R16×16 [α1,M , α2,M ]T . (39)

Therefore, the convergence rate can be obtained by solving the eigenvalues e of matrix
(L−1

16×16)R16×16 and finding its spectral radius.
The convergence rate of GSIS is calculated for Mixture 1,2 and 3 with a wide range of

concentration ratio (χ2/χ1 = 10−3, 1, 103), as the red lines shown in Fig. 1. It is observed
that the spectral radius of GSIS can be kept lower than 0.5 in the entire range of Knudsen
numbers, and for wide ranges of the concentration ratio and Knudsen number ratio. This
means that, although adopting the simple GSIS constitutive relation in Eq. (18) and (19),
the error can be reduced by three orders of magnitude after 10 iterations in all the flow
regimes.

4. Numerical schemes of the GSIS

The GSIS solver involves the discrete solutions of two sets of governing equations, namely,
the mesoscopic kinetic equation and the macroscopic synthetic equations; the latter can be
considered as the general NS equations with source terms from the HoTs. Both sets of
governing equations can be solved by traditional computational fluid dynamics methods.
Here, the unstructured finite volume method is used.

4.1. Finite volume method

Since the two kinetic equations (5) differ only in the form of collision terms, in order to
keep the presentation simple, f and g will be used to represent the velocity distribution func-
tions and the reference velocity distribution functions, respectively, without distinguishing
each species. The same is applied to the two macroscopic equations (15).
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The unstructured cell-centered finite volume method is adopted for spatial discretization.
Using the Gauss theorem to transfer the volume integration to sum of fluxes through surfaces,
the semi-discrete forms of the mesoscopic and macroscopic governing equations are as

∂fi
∂t

+
1

Vi

∑
j∈N(i)

ξnfijSij =
gi − fi
τi

, (40a)

∂Wi

∂t
+

1

Vi

∑
j∈N(i)

FijSij = Q, (40b)

where fi and Wi are the averaged distribution function and conservative variables for the
discrete cell i, respectively. N(i) denotes the set of neighboring cells of i, and cell j is one
of the neighbors, the interface connecting the cell i and cell j is denoted as subscript ij. Vi
is the volume of the cell i, Sij represents the area of the cell interface ij, and ξn = ξ · nij is
the vector of the molecular velocity ξ along normal direction n = S/|S|. ξnfij and Fij are
the interface flux of the velocity distribution functions and macroscopic governing equation,
respectively. g and Q correspond to the equilibrium and source terms, respectively, which
are determined by the macroscopic variables W , see the detailed expressions in Appendix
A.

For a given numerical time step ∆t = tk+1 − tk in an implicit method process, the
governing equations are discretized by the backward Euler formula:

fk+1
i − fk

i

∆ti
+

1

Vi

∑
j∈N(i)

ξnf
k+1
ij Aij =

gki − fk+1
i

τ ki
, (41a)

W k+1
i −W k

i

∆ti
+

1

Vi

∑
j∈N(i)

F k+1
ij Aij = Qk+1. (41b)

To solve the above two equations, it is common to construct an incremental form in
the implicit process. First, when fk and W k are known, the incremental variable ∆fk

i =
fk+1
i − fk

i and ∆W k
i = W k+1

i − W k
i in time step ∆tki is introduced. Second, the delta-

form governing equations of Eq. (41a) and Eq. (41b) for implicit iterative algorithm can be
written as:(

1

∆ti
+

1

τ ki

)
∆fk

i +
1

Vi

∑
j∈N(i)

ξn∆f
k
ijAij =

gki − fk
i

τ ki
− 1

Vi

∑
j∈N(i)

ξnf
k
ijAij︸ ︷︷ ︸

rki

, (42a)

(
1

∆ti
− ∂Qi

∂Wi

)
∆W k

i +
1

Vi

∑
j∈N(i)

∆F k
ijAij = − 1

Vi

∑
j∈N(i)

F k
ijSij +Qk

i︸ ︷︷ ︸
Rn

i

. (42b)

Here, rki and Rk
i represent the mesoscopic and macroscopic residuals in the k-th step, respec-

tively. Since the delta-forms will not affect the accuracy of steady solution, the mesoscopic
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and macroscopic fluxes on the cell interface ij on the left-hand side of the above two equa-
tions can be constructed using the first-order upwind scheme. When converged, the accuracy
is completely determined by the calculation of the residual terms. That is, the fluxes are
fully evaluated by the following numerical scheme:

ξn∆f
k
ij =

1

2
ξ+n ∆f

k
i +

1

2
ξ−n ∆f

k
j , ξnfij =

1

2
ξ+n fL +

1

2
ξ−n fR,

∆F k
ij =

1

2
[∆F k

i +∆F k
j + Γij(∆W k

i −∆W k
j )], Fij = F (WL,WR, Sij).

(43)

The term ξ±n = [1±sign(ξn)] represents the interface sign directions relative to the cell center
value. To achieve second-order spatial accuracy in the mesoscopic equation, the interface
flux values on the right side of Eq. (42a) are fully computed using gradient calculations and
interpolation. Specifically, we define fL/R = fi/j + ϕ∇fi/j · x, where ϕ is calculated using
the Venkatakrishnan limiter. The macroscopic flux can be decomposed into convective and
viscous fluxes as Fij = Fc + Fv, see Eq. (A.1). The viscous flux Fv is computed using
central difference. For the reconstruction of the convective flux Fc, the Rusanov scheme is
employed for the high-speed outflow case, while the AUSM+UP scheme is used for the low-
speed pressure-driven case. The reconstructed macroscopic variables of the left and right
sides of the interface can be obtained as WL/R = Wi/j + ϕ∇Wi/j · x, while the limiter ϕ is
consistent with that in the mesoscopic equations. To simplify the numerical fluxes on the
left-hand side of Eq. (42b), the first-order upwind scheme is employed. Additionally, for the
macroscopic terms on the left-hand side of delta-form flux ∆Fij, Euler equations-based fluxes
are adopted to simplify the implicit increment of macroscopic fluxes. Here, Γij = |un|+ cs+
2µ/ρ|nij · (xj)− xi| represents the approximate spectral radius for each species, with un
being the scalar product of the macro velocity vector and the unit normal vector of the
face, and cs the sound of speed. Given that the control volume satisfies

∑
j∈N(i) nijAij = 0,∑

j∈N(i) FiAij = 0, and the flux can be directly represented by the convective flux, the

subscript j flux is expressed in a matrix-free form as ∆F k
j = Fc(W

k
j +∆W k

j )− Fc(W
k
j ).

Substituting Eq. (43) into Eq. (42), the implicit governing equations for mesoscopic and
macroscopic equation are

di∆f
k
i +

1

2Vi

∑
j∈N(i)

ξ−n∆f
k
j Sij = rki , (44a)

Di∆W k
i +

1

2Vi

∑
j∈N(i)

(
∆F k

j − Γij∆W k
j

)
Sij = Rk

i , (44b)

where the matrix elements are

di =
1

∆ti
+

1

τ ki
+

1

2Vi

∑
j∈N(i)

ξ+nAij, (45a)

Di =
1

∆ti
+

1

2Vi

∑
j∈N(i)

ΓijSij −
(
∂Q

∂W

)k

i

. (45b)
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The above equations can be solved by the standard LU-SGS method, which can be described
by two steps:

∆W ∗ = D−1
i

Rk
i −

1

2Vi

∑
j∈L(i)

(
∆F ∗

j − Γij∆W ∗
j

)
Sij

 ,

∆W k = ∆W ∗
i −D−1

i

 1

2Vi

∑
j∈U(i)

(
∆F k

j − Γij∆W k
j

)
Sij

 .

(46)

where L(i) and U(i) are subsets of N(i). L(i) is the set of cells around cell i with index
number less than i, while U(i) is the set of cells around cell i with index number greater
than i. In contrast to the synthetic equations for polyatomic gases, the implicit solutions of
two species macroscopic equations requires an additional derivative of the source term with
respect to the momentum equation. The derivation is detailed in Appendix A.

4.2. Wall boundary conditions

In this work, a fully diffusive boundary condition is applied to the wall, where gas
molecules reflect diffusely from the wall in thermodynamic equilibrium. The velocity distri-
bution of gas molecules at the wall is given by:

fwall =

{
fin, ξn ≥ 0
geqwall, ξn < 0

(47)

Here, fin is the velocity distribution function of gas molecules incident on the wall, computed
using a second-order interpolation method. geqwall is the fully thermally equilibrium of gas
molecules reflected from the wall under specified wall temperature and velocity, with the
density determined by the non-penetration condition:∫

ξn≥0

ξnfindξ = −
∫
ξn<0

ξng
eq
walldξ. (48)

This boundary condition can be easily implemented in the computer code.
However, the implementation of the boundary condition in the macroscopic solvers is

not easy, as in rarefied gas flows the conventional non-velocity-slip and non-temperature
jump conditions are not valid any more. After a few attempts [36, 38], we finally developed
a consistent boundary treatment between the mesoscopic and macroscopic solvers [47]. In
gas mixture flow, the boundary condition for individual species is handled in a similar way
described in Ref. [47].

4.3. The flowchart of GSIS

To achieve fast convergence and asymptotic-preserving, GSIS alternately solves the meso-
scopic kinetic equations and macroscopic synthetic equations, where the solutions of the
former provide constitutive relations and the solutions of the latter guide the evolution of
distribution functions towards the steady-state solution. The algorithm of GSIS is elabo-
rated below:
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: (a) GSIS flowchart. The blue blocks and orange blocks represent the mesoscopic and macroscopic
solvers, respectively. (b) Parallel computing strategy in GSIS. By utilizing MPI communication across nodes,
the macroscopic solver can be parallelized across a subset or all the CPU cores.

Step 1. When both the macroscopic properties W k
s =

[
ρks , (ρsus)

k, Ek
s

]T
and the distribu-

tion functions fk
s (s = 1, 2) are obtained in a previous k-th step, f

k+1/2
s can be solved

according to the kinetic equations (41a), by replacing k+1 with k+1/2. Note that
the superscript k + 1/2 means that the distribution functions solved at this stage
have not been corrected by the solutions of synthetic equations.

Step 2. For a given velocity distribution functions f
k+1/2
s , the corresponding macroscopic

variables W
k+1/2
s and high order term HoTsk+1/2 are calculated based on Eq. (2)

and (20), respectively. Then, the synthetic equations (41b) with the constitutive
relations (18) can be solved to obtain W k+1

s .

Step 3. The converged solution of macroscopic variables of the synthetic equations W k+1 is
used in the next DVM step to calculate the equilibrium statement geqs . The distri-
bution functions are modified to incorporate the change of macroscopic properties
by changing the equilibrium part from geqs (W

k+1/2
s ) to geqs (W k+1

s ):

fk+1
s = fk+1/2

s +
[
geqs
(
W k+1

s

)
− geqs

(
W k+1/2

s

)]
, s = 1, 2,

with: geqs = ρs

(
ms

2πTs

)3/2

exp

(
−ms(ξ − us)

2

2Ts

)
. (49)

The above steps are repeated until convergence is achieved. The overall computing
process is illustrated in Fig. 2a. In a single GSIS step, this involves solving the DVM once
and iterating the NS solver a specified number of times (e.g. 1000 times). The outer loop
solves the kinetic equation using the DVM, while the inner loop solves the macroscopic
equations using the LU-SGS technique. Each inner step starts from the current time step
with the latest macroscopic state, HoTs, and boundary conditions from the outer loop.
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In order to increase the stability of the algorithm, pre-conditionings of the macroscopic
and kinetic equations are adopted. Namely, before calling the GSIS, the Euler equation is
simulated for 5000 steps, then the kinetic equation is solved for 10 steps.

For large scale problems, partitions in the physical domain velocity space are utilized.
The macroscopic solver uses physical domain partitioning for parallel acceleration, while the
mesoscopic solver utilizes both physical domain and velocity space partitioning for parallel
acceleration. As illustrated in Fig. 2b, the physical grid and velocity grid can be divided
into Nphy and Nvel segments, respectively. The total number of computational cores is
Ntotal = Nphy × Nvel. For different computational scales, appropriate partitioning criteria
can be selected, see our recent work [40]. In this study, we employed a criterion of assigning
approximately 1000 physical grid cells per core for physical domain partitioning.

5. Numerical tests

In this section, four examples are simulated to assess the GSIS for gas mixtures, especially
when the mass and concentration ratios are large; they are the one-dimensional normal shock
wave, two-dimensional supersonic flow past a cylinder, the three-dimensional nozzle flow,
and the two-dimensional pressure driven channel flow.

The convergence criterion for the DVM is that the volume-weighted relative change of
the moments (density, velocity, and total temperature) between two consecutive iterations

Ek =

√∑
i(ϕ

k
i − ϕk−1

i )2 dΩ√∑
i(ϕ

k−1
i )2 dΩ

∣∣∣
max

, ϕ ∈ (ρ,u, T ) (50)

is smaller than ϵ. The error for the one-dimensional normal shock wave is set to ϵ =
5 × 10−6, and the error for all other test cases is ϵ = 10−6. For the macroscopic solver,
the iteration stops when ϵ ≤ 10−8, or when a maximum iteration step of 1000 is reached.
The Courant number in the micro and macro solver are 108 and 104, respectively. All those
tests are performed in double precision on a workstation with Intel (R) Core(TM) i7-9700K
CPU@3.60GHz processors.

For one- and two-dimensional simulation, the three-dimensional velocity space is reducted
to two-dimensional by introducing the reduced velocity distribution functions, see Appendix
B.

5.1. Normal shock wave

The normal shock wave of binary gas mixture is a good test case to verify the accuracy
and efficiency of GSIS, due to the absence of wall boundary conditions. The mass of the
lighter species (denoted as species 1), the mixture number density nu and the temperature
Tu of the upstream flow are taken as reference values, i.e., m0 = m1, n0 = nu, T0 = Tu.
The characteristic length L0 is set to be the mean free path of the lighter species ℓ0 in
the upstream, so that the spatial Knudsen number is Kn1 = 1. The computational domain
ranges from 100ℓ0 ∼ 1000ℓ0, depending on the species mass ratio. The Mach number (Ma) is
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calculated based on the speed of sound vs =
√

5kBTu/3mmix in the upstream mixture, where
mmix =

∑
msχs is the average mass. Dirichlet boundary conditions are used in the upstream

and downstream, where the macroscopic quantities are determined by the Rankine-Hugoniot
relations, when the Mach number is Ma = 3. We consider the equimolar mixture with the
mass ratio βm = m2/m1 = 10, 100, 1000.

The physical space is discretized by a uniform mesh with a grid size of ∆x = ℓ0. Due to
the mass imparity, the velocity truncation for the two sets of distribution functions are not
the same. For the light gas the velocity space in each direction is truncated to [−12, 12]. For
the heavy species, the velocity regions in each direction are truncated to [−5, 5], [−1.8, 1.8],
[−0.7, 0.7] when the mass ratios are 10, 100, 1000, respectively. The truncated velocity space
is discretized uniformly, where the number of discrete velocity points for the light and heavy
species are 48× 32 and 80× 64, respectively.

The accuracy of the Li model has been extensively verified by the DSMC [46], therefore
here we only validate the accuracy and efficiency of the GSIS against the CIS. Fig. 3 shows the
profile of number density, velocity, temperature, shear stress, and heat flux, where the GSIS
results are consistent with CIS. When the mass ratio is 10, the upstream and downstream
structures of the shock wave are nearly symmetric. With the increase of mass ratio, the
overall thickness of the shock wave increases, mainly due to the stretched thickness in the
upstream, and the asymmetric shock wave structure appears.

Figure 4 plots the error decay history of both CIS and GSIS. To achieve a convergence
criterion of ϵ = 5× 10−6, GSIS requires 21, 36, and 191 steps when βm = 10, 100, and 1000,
respectively, while CIS requires 833, 4991, and 13465 steps. Note that the iteration steps
for GSIS exclude the initial 10 pre-conditioning steps of CIS. The iteration steps for CIS
gradually increase with the mass ratio, primarily due to the larger computational domain
that makes the effective Knudsen number much smaller. Notably, for mass ratios exceeding
100, although the residuals for CIS meet the convergence criterion, downstream profiles (not
depicted on the right side of Fig. 4) do not fully converge. In our experience, an additional
50% more iteration steps are necessary for complete convergence.

The fast convergence of GSIS is further illustrated when Ma = 3, βm = 1000. Due to the
larger mass ratio, the computational domain is extended to [−500, 500] and 1000 uniformly
spaced cells are used. Fig. 5 shows the evolution history of the density and temperature in
both CIS and GSIS simulations. A significant number of iterative steps is required in CIS
for the perturbation to propagate to both ends and be reflected. To be specific, after 100
iterations, the density field of the heavy species remains largely unchanged in the upstream
region, and the temperature evolution in the downstream region has only propagated ap-
proximately 100 mean free paths. After 10,000 iterations, the macroscopic quantities in the
upstream region have converged; however, in the downstream region, approximately 40,000
additional steps are still required to achieve convergence. In contrast, the macroscopic syn-
thetic equations used in GSIS rapidly propagate and exchange information throughout the
computational domain, enabling the macroscopic quantities to converge quickly. For in-
stance, the density and temperature after 40 steps closely approximate those achieved by
CIS after 10,000 steps. Full convergence is reached after 236 iterations, which is 220 times
fewer than that of the CIS (52,000 steps). Note that we focus on steady-state problems,
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Figure 3: Comparison of the normalized number density, velocity, temperature, dimensionless heat flux and
shear stress of the gas mixture between the CIS (symbols) and GSIS (lines) for the normal shock wave at
Ma = 3. From the left to right column, the mass ratio is βm = 10, 100, and 1000, respectively. The reference
pressure is defined as p0 = n0T0, and the reference heat flux is given by q0 = p0vmix.
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Figure 4: Error decay history of the normal shock wave at three different mass ratios βm = 10, 100, 1000,
when Ma = 3.

where both CIS and GSIS employ an implicit scheme with a pseudo-time step. It’s im-
portant to clarify that the evolution in the pseudo-time step does not represent the actual
physical evolution.

5.2. Supersonic flow over cylinder

A two-dimensional hypersonic flow with number density n0 past a cylinder at Ma∞ = 3 is
simulated for Kn1 = 0.005, 0.05, 0.5, where the reference length is L0 = r. The temperature
of both the freestream T∞ and isothermal surfaces Tw are maintained at T0. The reference
pressure and heat flux are p0 = n0T0 and q0 = p0v0, respectively. The simulation is conducted
in the upper half-domain [−L,L]× [0, L] due to symmetry, with L/L0 = 6, 10 for Mixture 1
and 4, respectively. The spatial domain is discretized by 240×300 cells, and the height of the
first mesh layer on the surface is 0.02r. The truncation range and number of discretization
points in velocity space are set the same as those used in the normal shock wave problem.
The isothermal surface with fully diffuse gas-wall interaction is adopted. Again, equimolar
mixtures are considered.

The GSIS is compared to DSMC in Fig. 6. The normalized density, velocity, and tem-
perature of each species are presented under the Mixture 1 flow conditions when Kn = 0.5.
Both species exhibit supersonic flow, as depicted by the velocity contour. Near the lead-
ing edge of the wall, the maximum density for the lighter species is approximately 1.8n∞,
whereas for the heavier species, it is around 5.8n∞, due to its larger effective Mach number.
Overall, excellent agreement between the GSIS and CIS is observed.

Table 2 shows the computational time for simulating the two-species flow over a cylinder.
The GSIS achieves convergence within 100 steps across the entire flow regimes. Specifically,
when Kn = 0.005, GSIS requires only 62 steps to find the steady state. In contrast, even
if CIS employs an implicit algorithm with a CFL of 108 to solve the pure mesoscopic equa-
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Figure 5: Histories of convergence of the mass density of light gas (first row), mass density of heavy gas,
and temperature of heavy gas at different iteration steps (see the numbers in legends) obtained from the
CIS (left column) and GSIS (right column), when βm = 1000 and Ma = 3.
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(a) number density (b) velocity

(c) temperature (d) heat flux in x-direction

Figure 6: Comparisons of the dimensionless (a) number density, (b) horizontal velocity, (c) temperatures
and (d) heat flux in the cylindrical flow at Ma∞ = 3,Kn1 = 0.5. The top and bottom half domains show
the results for the light and heavy species, respectively. The background contours show the DSMC results
and the black solid lines denote the GSIS results. The binary mixture consists of Mixture 1, consisting of
Maxwell gases.

tions, it still requires 11,254 iteration steps. Therefore, the GSIS reduces the iteration steps
by approximately 181 times. It is worth noting that, compared to our previous work in
polyatomic gas flow [38], the computational iteration steps of GSIS-mixture have slightly
increased. This is mainly attributed to the enlargement of the spectral radius in the implicit
iteration of macroscopic synthetic equations for the mixture gas, to handle the additional
momentum source terms in Eq. (16). This adjustment reduces the equivalent time step in
the near-continuum flow, slowing down the convergence speed of the internal loop of the
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Table 2: Computational overhead of CIS and GSIS for supersonic flow past a cylinder at different Knudsen
numbers for Mixture 1, using 4 cores.

CIS GSIS Speedup ratio
Kn steps Wall time (min) steps Wall time (min) in steps in time
0.5 218 50.5 90 36.3 2.4 1.40
0.05 1395 323.6 83 26.9 16 12.1
0.005 11254 2610.9 62 17.9 181 145.8

macroscopic synthetic equations, thereby diminishing the convergence speed of GSIS.
It is noted that the acceleration ratio of the computational time is smaller than that of

the iteration step, which is due to the additional time in solving the macroscopic synthetic
equations. Nevertheless, the computational gain of GSIS is tremendous, e.g., when Kn =
0.005, GSIS requires about 145 less wall time than CIS.

Using the efficient and accurate GSIS, we provide in Fig. 7 a comprehensive visualization
of the supersonic flow over the cylinder at Kn = 0.005, 0.05 and 0.5. As the Knudsen number
decreases, the shock thickness of each species narrows, and their positions gradually move
towards the wall. In the transition flow regime of Kn = 0.5, the heavy species exhibits
supersonic flow due to its lower characteristic sound speed, while the light species remains
in subsonic flow. As the Knudsen number further decreases into the slip flow regime with
Kn = 0.05, the light species also enters supersonic flow. The shock thickness of the heavier
component gas is slightly narrower than that of the lighter component gas, and the peak
temperature within the shock layer of the heavier component gas is higher than that of the
lighter component gas. For the results in the near-continuum flow regime (Kn = 0.005),
the distributions of macroscopic quantities for both species are almost identical. Only slight
differences can be observed in the velocity distribution upstream of the shock layer, which is
attributed to velocity diffusion effects arising from the difference in concentration. Despite
sufficient exchange of momentum and energy among the two species gases, these differences
persist.

5.3. Three-dimensional nozzle flow

The internal flow in a nozzle is considered to assess the GSIS in three-dimensional simu-
lation, where the structure of the nozzle is shown in Fig. 8(a). The flow domain encompasses
a cylindrical chamber with a length of 3L0, where the inlet circle’s center is positioned at
the origin. Gas ingress occurs from the left channel with a diameter of L0, traverses a
contraction-expansion section (throat diameter of 0.5L0), and egresses from the right out-
let. Geometric dimensions of the cylindrical chamber are delineated by points A(0, 0.5, 0),
B(0.5, 0.5, 0), C(1, 0.25, 0), and D(3, 1, 0). At the inlet (x = 0), the flow is assumed to be
significantly subsonic with Main = 0.05, featuring Maxwell velocity distributions at tem-
perature T0. Gas molecules undergo reflection on the cold walls of the nozzle (Tw = T0/2)
with complete thermal accommodation before venting into vacuum at the outlet (x = 3L0).
The Knudsen number, defined in relation to the gas properties at the inlet and with the
characteristic length as the inlet channel diameter, is Kn1 = 0.1.
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(a) Kn = 0.5

(b) Kn = 0.05

(c) Kn = 0.005

Figure 7: Contours of number density (left column), horizontal velocity (middle column) and temperature
T (right column) for the binary mixture flow over cylinder at different Knudsen numbers. The velocity is
uniformly normalized using the most probable velocity of the light species.
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(a) axial view (b) cross-sectional view

(c) velocity mesh for light gas (d) hybrid velocity mesh for heavy gas

Figure 8: Meshes in the physical and velocity spaces for the nozzle flow. Velocity meshes are refined around
the stagnation velocities, which is normalized by

√
RT0/m1.

For physical space discretization, the primary flow direction is segmented into 108 sec-
tions, comprising 8 layers of hexahedral mesh uniformly distributed from the wall to the inner
field, each with a height of 0.125L0. The circumferential direction is evenly divided into 176
segments, resulting in a total of 146,334 grids, see Fig. 8(b). The Mixture 1 flow is considered.
For the discretization of velocity space, a hybrid structured-unstructured grid approach was
used [40, 48, 49], as illustrated in Fig. 8(c,d). For the structured velocity grid, the cutoff cube
ranges for the light and heavy species were [±2.5,±2.5,±2.5] and [±1.3,±1.0,±1.0], respec-
tively, corresponding to 19 × 18 × 18 = 6156 uniformly distributed velocity discretization
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(a)

(b)

Figure 9: The distribution of macroscopic variables for the Mixture 1, under the flow conditions are Kn1 =
0.1,Main = 0.05, βn = 1. (a) The distribution of number density (left) and velocity (right) in the z = 0
slice. The upper and lower halves of the figure represent the light and heavy species, respectively. (b) Mach
number iso-surfaces for the light (left) and heavy (right) species, respectively, which are defined based on
their own individual local sound speeds

√
5kBTs/3ms.

points. To expand the discretization range, spherical unstructured velocity space was added
around the structured velocity space, with sphere ranges of r1 = 3.5vm and r2 = 2.0vm for
the light and heavy species, respectively. The total number of discretization points for the
heavy species reached 8625, including 6156 structured grid points and 2469 unstructured
grid points. Similarly, the total number of discretization points for the light species was
8509, including 6156 structured grid points and 2353 unstructured grid points.

The contour of macroscopic quantities obtained from GSIS and DSMC are depicted in
Fig. 9a. The density distribution reveals peak values of both species near the corner from
the straight channel to the contraction section due to the prescribed cold wall conditions.
While the density distribution of the light species obtained from GSIS shows good agreement
with the DSMC results, slight deviations are observed in the heavier species. Examining
the Mach distribution and subsequent axial velocity distribution, it is evident that although
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Figure 10: Distribution of the number density and horizontal velocity along the central line. Lines and
symbols represent the GSIS and DSMC results, respectively. Squares and triangles denotes the lighter and
heavier species, respectively. The velocity is uniformly normalized using the most probable velocity of the
light species.

the macroscopic velocity of the light species exceeds that of the heavy species throughout
the channel, it only achieves supersonic speeds near the outlet. In contrast, the heavy
species enters supersonic flow near the lower side of the throat. This disparity arises from
the different characteristic sound speeds. However, the temperature distribution of the two
species is nearly identical.

To further illustrate the differences in the velocity fields of the two species, Fig. 9b
presents the contour plots of Mach number iso-surfaces for both species. Three Mach number
iso-surfaces, Ma = 0.1, 0.5, 1.0, are depicted. It can be observed that the flow structures of
the two species are quite similar before the throat, characterized by nearly incompressible
flow. The Mach number of the heavy species gas near the throat is around 0.5, and it
rapidly increases after passing through the throat, reaching supersonic speeds near x = 1.5
and attaining Mach numbers of approximately 1.4 near the outlet. In contrast, the light
species remains in subsonic flow after passing through the throat, with only a small region
near the outlet breaking into supersonic flow.

Figure 10 compares the distributions of macroscopic quantities along the central line. The
trends in the density distribution for both species are similar, showing an initial increase
followed by a decrease. There is a notable extremum near the throat, with the density
decreasing by nearly an order of magnitude near the outlet. The peak densities of both
species are nearly identical, with the peak position of the heavier species slightly trailing
behind. The velocity distribution of the light species exhibits a monotonically increasing
trend, with two acceleration processes near the contraction section and the vacuum outlet.
In contrast, although the trend of the velocity distribution for the heavier species is similar,
its maximum velocity at the outlet is only about one-third that of the light species, owing
to its larger mass.
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Table 3: Computational overhead of CIS and GSIS for nozzle flow at different Knudsen numbers for the
Mixture 1. Simulations are run on 256 cores. Time is given in core hours. Note that the the DSMC runs on
a two-dimensional axisymmetric geometry, while the GSIS simulation is fully three-dimensional in spatial
domain and three-dimensional in molecular velocity domain.

Kn
DSMC1 CIS GSIS Speedup ratio

time (core hours) steps time steps time in steps in time
0.1 5 303 75.8 61 29.9 4.9 2.5
0.01 1030 3939 1007.6 50 26.1 78.8 38.6
0.001 - > 15, 000 > 3837 50 25.8 > 300 > 148.7

1 In the two-dimensional axisymmetric DSMC simulations, 6165 grid cells and a total of 73,000
particles were used when Kn = 0.1. For Kn = 0.01, 373,761 grid cells were employed, with a
total of 2,962,500 particles.

Finally, Table 3 compares the iteration steps and computational costs. GSIS achieves
a steady-state solution within 60 steps, while CIS requires 3939 and 303 steps for Kn =
0.01 and 0.1, respectively. Consequently, GSIS is approximately 38.6 and 2.5 times faster.
Additionally, CIS has not converged after 15,000 steps at Kn = 0.001. Therefore, in near-
continuum flow conditions, the acceleration ratio of GSIS exceeds 148 times. Table 3 also
presents the computational costs of DSMC, which increase by two orders of magnitude when
the Knudsen number decreases by one order of magnitude. It is noted that a two-dimensional
axisymmetric DSMC calculation is conducted. When Kn = 0.01, the computational cost
of the three-dimensional GSIS can be lower than that of a the two-dimensional DSMC
calculation. These results demonstrate the accuracy and efficiency of extending GSIS to
binary mixture gases.

5.4. Pressure-driven flow in the channel

Having validated the accuracy and efficiency of the GSIS in hypersonic flows, here we test
the GSIS in pressure-driven low-speed gas mixture flows. The flow domain is a rectangular
with a size of L0×5L0. The left and right boundaries are designated as pressure inlet pin = p0
and pressure outlet pout = 0.5p0, respectively. The Maxwell diffuse boundary condition in
applied at the top and bottom walls with the temperature T0. In the pressure inlet boundary
condition, to promptly respond to the pressure information, the macroscopic quantities on
the right side of the interface are specified as [50]:

uR
s = uL

s +
pin − pL

ρLs c
L
s

nij, ρRs =
pin
TR
s

ms, TR
s = T0, (51)

where the superscript L and R are respectively the left and right side of the cell interface

ij, and cs =
√

γsT0

ms
is the local sound speed of the species s. A similar treatment is applied

to the pressure outlet boundary:

uR
s = uL

s +
pL − pout
ρLs c

L
s

nij, ρRs = ρLs +
pout − pL

c2s
, TR

s =
mspout
ρRs

. (52)
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(a) pressure at βn = 10−3 (b) velocity at βn = 10−3

(c) pressure at βn = 1 (d) velocity at βn = 1

(e) pressure at βn = 103 (f) velocity at βn = 103

Figure 11: Contours of pressure (left column) and velocity (right column) in the pressure-driven Mixture 1
flow, when Kn1 = 0.05 and pin/pout = 2. The upper and lower halves of the figure represent the light and
heavy species, respectively. Background contour: GSIS. Black lines: CIS.

We consider three types of mixtures as shown in Table 4, with a wide range of the
concentration ratio. In all cases, the physics mesh is set as 101× 211. For the light gas the
velocity space in each direction is truncated to [−5, 5]. For the heavy species, the velocity
regions in each direction are truncated to [−2, 2], [−1.5, 1.5] when the mass ratios are 10, 100,
respectively. The discrete velocity points for the light and heavy species are 48 × 48 and
64× 64, respectively.

Figure 11 compares the velocity and pressure contours of the Mixture 1. For concentra-
tion ratios βn = 10−3, 1, 103, the GSIS results are essentially the same as the CIS. The outlet
velocity decreases as the concentration of the heavy species increases. It is noteworthy that
in cases of large concentration ratios (e.g., differences exceeding two orders of magnitude),
DSMC struggles to sample low-concentration species, leading to significant statistical noise
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Table 4: Convergence step and speedup ratios in CIS and GSIS for the pressure driven flow at different
concentration ratio βn = n2/n1, when the Knudsen number is Kn1 = 0.05. All simulations are executed on
a 64-core CPU.

βn

Mixture 1 Mixture 4 Mixture 2
(βd = 1, βm = 10) (βd = 2, βm = 100) (βd = 3, βm = 100)

CIS1 GSIS2 ratios3 CIS GSIS ratios CIS GSIS ratios
103 3040 20 152 (122) 10051 32 314 (184) 14487 33 439 (252)
102 3013 20 151 (121) 9934 31 320 (191) 14280 33 432 (249)
101 2767 19 146 (123) 8840 33 268 (155) 12410 32 388 (226)
1 1572 21 75 (57) 3906 37 106 (58) 4174 37 113 (62)

10−1 547 24 23 (16) 839 37 23 (13) 1082 37 29 (16)
10−2 534 25 21 (14) 604 32 19 (11) 643 32 20 (12)
10−3 530 26 20 (13) 562 31 18 (11) 562 31 21 (11)
1 The computational time for one step of CIS iteration is about 0.472 seconds. Therefore, for the
Mixture 2 with βn = 103, the total simulation time of CIS is about 0.472× 14487 = 6838 (seconds),
while that of GSIS is about 6838/252 = 27 (seconds). The simulation time in other cases can be
calculated in a similar manner.

2 The iteration steps here include the 10-step CIS. Each iteration of GSIS involves solving one meso-
scopic equation and performing 1000 macroscopic inner iterations.

3 The ratios comprise the acceleration ratios of step and computational time. For example, 439
(252) means that GSIS needs 630 times less iterations steps, and 252 times less wall time. The
computation cost does not include the time required for memory allocation and initialization of the
velocity distribution functions.

and rendering it unsuitable for low-speed flow problems with such large concentration dispar-
ities. In contrast, GSIS excels in accurately computing the flow field of low-concentration
species, and may have potential applications in problems with low-concentration species,
such as in the EUV lithography [5].

Table 4 summarizes the computational costs, where the concentration ratio spans six
orders of magnitude. It is seen that, across different types of gas mixtures, the iteration steps
of CIS increase with the concentration of the heavy species. This phenomenon is attributed
to the reduction of the effective Knudsen number of the gas mixture as the concentration
of the heavy species increases, where the CIS becomes harder to converge. In the case of
Mixture 2, the variation in iteration steps between different concentrations can reach up
to 30-fold. Remarkably, GSIS can get the converged solutions within 30 iteration steps in
the wide range of concentration ratio, demonstrating a significant computational advantage
over the CIS for low-speed mixture flows with disparate concentrations. For example, for
the Mixture 2 where the mass ratio is 100 and the Knudsen number ratio is 9, when the
concentration ratio is βn = 103, GSIS is 252 times faster than CIS.

To test the asymptotic-preserving property of the GSIS, that is, to see whether or not
the GSIS requires very small number of spatial cells in the (near) continuum flow regime, we
simulate the channel flow when Kn1 = 10−2 and Kn1 = 10−3. This channel Poiseuille flow
is a very good test case to validate the asymptotic-preserving property, since the velocity
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Figure 12: Velocity profiles of the lighter gas at the channel cross-section x = 2.5L0, obtained from the
GSIS and CIS simulations with different spatial discretizations. Specifically, Ny100, Ny60, and Ny20 refer
to simulations conducted with 100, 60, and 20 cells along the channel cross-section, respectively. In all mesh
configurations, three layers of grids are allocated near the wall with a spacing of ∆y = 0.01L0, while the
interior grids are generated with a growth rate of 1.2 from the wall to the channel center.

profile is sensitive to the numerical dissipation in the y direction. Therefore, the Cartesian
grids are used to discretize the spatial domain, and we vary the number of cells (i.e., Ny)
in the y direction. From Fig. 12 we see that, when Kn1 = 0.01, the CIS with Ny = 20 has
huge numerical dissipation, so that the computed velocity profile is significantly lower than
the true solution; only when Ny = 100 can the CIS get the correct solution. In contrast,
the GSIS with Ny = 20 finds the correct solution. When the Knudsen number is reduced to
Kn1 = 0.001, the numerical dissipation becomes more severe, and the CIS with Ny = 300
cannot even get the right solution. However, the GSIS with Ny = 60 is adequate to find the
converged solution.

6. Conclusion

The GSIS has been successfully developed to simulate the binary gas flow in all flow
regimes, while the Li model is used in the implicit finite-volume scheme. Benefiting from
the coupled iteration of the macroscopic and mesoscopic equations, consistent accuracy have
been observed in four challenging numerical cases. Moreover, compared to the conventional
iteration scheme, the efficiency of GSIS can be increased significantly for steady-state so-
lution, even for problems with high concentration ratio and high mass ratio. In fact, such
a fast convergence has been rigorously proven by the Fourier stability analysis, where the
error decay rate can be controlled to be smaller than 0.5 over a wide range of the Knudsen
number, mass ratio, concentration ratio, and the viscosity ratio, such that the error can be
reduced by three orders of magnitude after 10 iterations. Indeed, in the numerical simula-
tion of nonlinear flows, the GSIS can find the converged solutions after dozens of iterations.
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Finally, it is worth to mention that the GSIS has the asymptotic-preserving property, where
the spatial cell size can be much larger than the mean free path in the (near) continuum flow
regime, demonstrating a much less numerical dissipation that the CIS. Combining the fast-
converging and asymptotic-preserving properties, GSIS can be much efficient and accurate
than CIS.

We emphasis that the simulation of rarefied gas mixtures with disparate mass ratio is a
huge challenge. For instances, in the simulation of plasma generated in a rarefied hypersonic
shock layer [51], the mass of the electron is artificially increased by three orders of magnitude
to yield a ion-electron mass ratio of about 25 to increase the simulation efficiency. A similar
mass ratio is chosen in the simulation of two-dimensional Orszag-Tang vortex and magnetic
reconnection via the unified gas kinetic scheme [52]. The GSIS developed here may have the
potential applications in efficiently and accurately simulating the disparate mass mixture
flows without the mass rescaling. Also, we believe the current methodology can be extended
straightforwardly to simulate time-dependent multi-species rarefied gas flows [53].
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Appendix A. Implicit treatment of source terms in macroscopic equations

Taking the two-dimensional two-species macroscopic equation (15) as an example, the
conservative variables of each species can be obtained as:

W =


ρs

ρsus,x
ρsus,y
Es

 , Fc =


ρsun

ρsus,xus,n + nxps
ρsus,yus,n + nyps
us,n(Es + ps)

 , Fv =


0

nxσs,xx + nyσs,xy
nxσs,yx + nyσs,yy
nxΘs,x + nyΘs,y

 ,
Q =

[
0,
ρs(usr,x − usr,x)

τsr
,
ρs(usr,y − usr,y)

τsr
,
Esr − Es

τsr

]⊺
,

(A.1)

with Θs,x = us,xσs,xx + us,yσs,xy + qs,x and Θs,y = us,xσs,yx + us,yσs,yy + qs,y. Here, un =
us,xnx + us,yny is defined as the scalar product of the macro velocity vector and the unit
normal vector of the face. The total energy in the macroscopic system is obtained by adding
its internal energy to its kinetic energy. Thus we can define those speciess as follows,

Es =
3

2
nsTs +

1

2
ρsu

2
s, Esr =

3

2
nsTsr +

1

2
ρsu

2
sr. (A.2)

we provide an approximation procedure for the source term Jacobi matrix in the Cartesian
coordinate system. The Jacobi matrix T represents the derivative of the source term Q.
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The matrix can be further approximated by only keeping its main diagonal elements, which
leads to diagonalization of the matrix as follows:

Ts =
∂Qs

∂Ws

=


0 0 0 0

∂Qs(2)
∂ρs

∂Qs(2)
∂ρsus

∂Qs(2)
∂ρsvs

∂Qs(2)
∂Es

∂Qs(3)
∂ρs

∂Qs(3)
∂ρsus

∂Qs(3)
∂ρsvs

∂Qs(3)
∂Es

∂Qs(4)
∂ρs

∂Qs(4)
∂ρsus

∂Qs(4)
∂ρsvs

∂Qs(4)
∂Es

 , (A.3)

where

∂Qs(2)

∂ρsus,x
=

∂

∂ (ρsus)

(
ρs(usr − us)

τsr

)
=

1

τsr

∂

∂ (ρsus)

(
− ρsρrτsr
ρsτrs + ρrτsr

a(us − ur)− b∇ lnT

)
= − ρr

ρsτrs + ρrτsr
a, (A.4)

∂Qs(3)

∂ρsus,y
=

∂

∂ (ρsvs)

(
ρs(vsr − vs)

τsr

)
=

1

τsr

∂

∂ (ρsvs)

(
− ρsρrτsr
ρsτrs + ρrτsr

a(vs − vr)− b∇ lnT

)
= − ρr

ρsτrs + ρrτsr
a, (A.5)

∂Qs(4)

∂Es

=
∂

∂Es

(
Esr − Es

τsr

)
=

1

τsr

∂

∂Es

[
3

2
ns(Tsr − Ts) +

ρs
2
(u2sr − u2s)

]
=

1

τsr

∂

∂Es

[
3

2
ns

nrτsr
nsτrs + nrτsr

c(Ts − Tr) +
ρs
2
(−2us

ρrτsr
ρsτrs + ρrτsr

a(us − ur))

]
=

1

τsr

∂

∂Es

[
3

2
ns

nrτsr
nsτrs + nrτsr

c(Ts − Tr)− ρsu
2
s

ρrτsr
ρsτrs + ρrτsr

a

]
= − nr

nsτrs + nrτsr
c− 2ρr

ρsτrs + ρrτsr
a. (A.6)

Note that in the derivation of the above three equations, the following relations are used:

T =
2E − ρu2

3n
,

∂T

∂E
= − 2

3n
,

u2 =
2E

ρ
− 3T

m
,

∂u2

∂E
=

2

ρ
,

∂u

∂E
=

2/ρ√
2E
ρ
− 3T

m

,

τ =
µ

p
=
T ω−1

n
,

∂τ

∂T
= (ω − 1)

T ω−2

n
.

(A.7)
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Appendix B. Dimensional reduction

In two-dimensional problems, the velocity space can be reduced from three dimensions to
two dimensions to save computational costs. To achieve this, reduced velocity distribution
functions, denoted as f̂s and f̂s,z, are introduced:(

f̂s, f̂s,z

)
=

∫ (
fs, ξ

2
zfs
)
dξz, (B.1)

and the dimensionless macroscopic quantities can be calculated based on these reduced
velocity distribution functions:

(ns, ρs, ρsus) =

∫ (
1

ms

, 1, ξs

)
f̂sdξs, σs =

∫ (
cscsf̂s −

1

3

(
c2sf̂s + f̂s,z

)
I

)
dξs,

3

2
nsTs =

∫
1

2
(c2sf̂s + f̂s,z) dξs, qs =

∫
cs
1

2
(c2sf̂s + f̂s,z) dξs.

(B.2)

where all vectors and tensors ξ, us, cs = ξ−us, qs, σs are in two-dimensional space. The
dimensionless model equations of the reduced velocity distribution functions can be written
as:

∂f̂s
∂t

+ ξ · ∂f̂s
∂x

=
∑
r

gsr − f̂s
τsr

,

∂f̂s,z
∂t

+ ξ · ∂f̂s,z
∂x

=
∑
r

gsr,z − f̂s,z
τsr

,
(B.3)

where the reduced reference velocity distribution functions are given by:

gsr =msn̂sr

(
ms

2πTs

)
exp

(
−ms (ξ − ûsr)

2

2Ts

)

×

[
1 +

T̂sr − Ts
Ts

(
ms (ξ − ûsr)

2

2Ts
− 1

)
+

2msq̂sr · (ξ − ûsr)

5n̂srT 2
s

(
ms (ξ − ûsr)

2

2Ts
− 2

)]
,

gsr,z =n̂srTs

(
ms

2πTs

)
exp

(
−ms (ξ − ûsr)

2

2Ts

)

×

[
1 +

T̂sr − Ts
Ts

(
ms (ξ − ûsr)

2

2Ts

)
+

2msq̂sr · (ξ − ûsr)

5n̂srT 2
s

(
ms (ξ − ûsr)

2

2Ts
− 1

)]
.

(B.4)
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