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The double distribution function approach is an efficient route towards extension of kinetic solvers
to compressible flows. With a number of realizations available, an overview and comparative study
in the context of high speed compressible flows is presented. We discuss the different variants
of the energy partition, analyses of hydrodynamic limits and a numerical study of accuracy and
performance with the particles on demand realization. Out of three considered energy partition
strategies, it is shown that the non-translational energy split requires a higher-order quadrature
for proper recovery of the Navier–Stokes–Fourier equations. The internal energy split on the other
hand, while recovering the correct hydrodynamic limit with fourth-order quadrature, comes with a
non-local –both in space and time– source term which contributes to higher computational cost and
memory overhead. Based on our analysis, the total energy split demonstrates the optimal overall
performance.

I. INTRODUCTION

Extension of the lattice Boltzmann method (LBM),
and other discrete velocity methods for the Boltzmann
equation, to compressible flow simulations has been a
topic of interest over the past decade [1]. A number of
different strategies have been devised to extend the orig-
inal isothermal weakly compressible LBM to compress-
ible flows with energy balance. One straightforward ap-
proach is the use of larger lattices allowing the model to
properly recover more moments of the equilibrium dis-
tribution function -necessary for the energy balance up
to Navier–Stokes–Fourier level [2–5]. This strategy, as it
has been observed over the past few years, has a number
of limitations such as an increase in non-locality of the
streaming operator, larger computational load and mem-
ory footprint. It also has a limited range of operation in
terms of the temperature.

An alternative, allowing the use of smaller lattices, is
the so-called double distribution function approach [6–10]
inspired by Rykov’s original work [11]. In this approach,
the distribution function is split into two reduced dis-
tribution functions where the second one carries a form
of energy. This idea has become a popular approach in
discrete kinetic theory of gases, in combination with the
Bhatnagar–Gross–Krook (BGK) and similar collision op-
erators in order to extend isothermal solvers to compress-
ible flows. While in Rykov’s original model, the second
distribution function was intended to solely transport in-
ternal energy due to non-translational degrees of freedom
for polyatomic molecules and did not make any assump-
tions as to equilibrium between internal and translational
degrees of freedom, in the context of discrete solvers the
choice of the variable transported by the second distribu-
tion function is not unique and usually assumes equiparti-
tion, though recent proposals with non-equilibrium tem-
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peratures can be found [12]. Different choices of variables
have been used and presented over the years. The aim of
the present contribution is to discuss the non-uniqueness
in the choice of the variable carried by the second popu-
lation by looking at and analyzing the effects of each one
of the popular choices in the literature, with a focus on
applications involving larger Mach numbers. The focus
of the discussion being on the double distribution func-
tion approach and effect of the choice of variable carried
by the second distribution we will only consider BGK col-
lision operators. Nonetheless, the results can readily be
extended to variable Prandtl numbers and/or indepen-
dent bulk viscosity via introduction of quasi-equilibrium
states [13, 14], for instance. The article will begin with
a brief overview of the double distribution function for-
malism and then discuss the consequences of three major
choices, namely non-translational internal energy, inter-
nal energy and total energy, all in the context of a single
relaxation time BGK collision operator. Finally numer-
ical simulation results, conducted using a particles-on-
demand realization [15], probing all hydrodynamic level
properties will be presented and discussed.

II. BACKGROUND AND THEORY

In the context of the present contribution we are in-
terested in the Boltzmann equation with a BGK approx-
imation for the collision operator [16], i.e.

∂tf + v ·∇f =
1

τ
(f − f eq) . (1)

Here, f represents the first reduced probability distribu-
tion function with v the particle velocity, x the position
in physical space and t time. The definition of the first re-
duced distribution function, for molecules endowed with
internal degrees of freedom follows that of Rykov in [11].
The reduced distribution function f is subject to the bal-
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ance equation (1), with the equilibrium defined as,

f eq =
ρ

(2πrT )
D/2

exp

(
− (v − u)

2

2rT

)
, (2)

where T is the temperature, ρ density, u velocity and r
the gas constant. Moreover, τ is the relaxation time, tied
to the fluid dynamic viscosity, µ, as,

τ =
µ

p
, (3)

where p = ρrT is the thermodynamic pressure. While the
zeroth- and first-order conserved moments are computed
with the first reduced distribution function,∫

RD

fdv = ρ, (4a)∫
RD

vfdv = ρu, (4b)

the second reduced distribution function carries a form
of energy. Let us introduce the kinetic energy,

K =
1

2
ρu2, (5)

and the internal energy,

U = ρ

∫ T

0

cvdT, (6)

where cv is specific heat at constant volume. The total
energy E is

E = U +K. (7)

Furthermore, let U ′ be the part of the internal energy
associated with the non-translational degrees of freedom,

U ′ = U − ρ
DrT

2
. (8)

The second distribution function can now be defined with
respect to the total energy in several ways,

E =

∫
RD

gdv, (9a)

E =

∫
RD

gdv +K, (9b)

E =

∫
RD

(
g +

v2

2
f

)
dv. (9c)

Note that the approach of Eq. (9a) was first proposed in
[7, 8] in the context of the LBM while Eqs. (9b) and (9c)
were discussed in [6] and [5], respectively. The model
discussed here is slightly different from [6] in that it also
accounts for internal degrees of freedom. For the sake
of readability, in the remainder of the paper we will re-
fer to Eqs.(9a), (9b) and (9c), respectively as the total,

internal and non-translational energy splits. It is inter-
esting to note that, while replacing the temperature T
in the Maxwell–Boltzmann equilibrium (2) with internal
energy through Eq. (6), the reduced f -equilibrium be-
comes dependent on the second g-distribution function
which carries a part or all of the internal energy. The
following kinetic equations for the different realizations
(9) of the second reduced distribution functions can be
derived,

∂tg + v ·∇g = −1

τ
(g − geq) , (10a)

∂tg + v ·∇g = −1

τ
(g − geq)− f(v − u) · (∂tu+ v ·∇u) ,

(10b)

∂tg + v ·∇g = −1

τ
(g − geq) , (10c)

where the reduced equilibrium distributions geq are re-
spectively defined as,

geq =

(
1

ρ
U ′ +

v2

2

)
f eq, (11a)

geq =

(
1

ρ
U ′ +

(v − u)
2

2

)
f eq, (11b)

geq =
1

ρ
U ′f eq. (11c)

Details of the multi-scale Chapman-Enskog analysis are
presented in the Appendix A. All realizations (9) lead to
the Navier–Stokes equations for the momentum balance,

∂tρu+∇ · ρu⊗ u+∇p−∇ · TNS = 0, (12)

where the viscous stress tensor TNS is defined as,

TNS = µ

[
∇u+∇u† − 2

D
∇ · uI

]
+ η∇ · uI. (13)

Here we have introduced the bulk viscosity, η. A closer
look at the results show that all double distribution re-
alizations maintain consistent bulk viscosity, i.e.

η =

(
2

D
− r

cv

)
µ. (14)

Finally, at the energy level all realizations recover the
following,

∂tE +∇ · (E + p)u+∇ · qNS = 0, (15)

with,

qNS = −λ∇T − u · TNS, (16)

where the first term is the Fourier heat flux and the sec-
ond viscous heating. Note that the thermal conductivity
λ is tied to the relaxation time as,

λ = τp(cv + r), (17)
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leading to fixed Prandtl number

Pr =
(cv + r)pτ

(cv + r)pτ
= 1, (18)

and adiabatic exponent

γ =
cv + r

cv
. (19)

In this study, we focus on the impact of various parti-
tions of the energy (9) and thus use the simplest single
relaxation time kinetic model for the sake of presenta-
tion. This certainly restricts the Prandtl number. Never-
theless, all energy partitions (9) discussed in the present
study can be readily extended to a tunable Prandtl num-
ber, by introducing an intermediary state of relaxation
via the quasi-equilibrium approach as discussed in [13].
These intermediary states are constructed via minimiza-
tion of entropy under constraints defined by a set of
select higher-order moments. The choice of additional
constraints in the set as compared to the conserved mo-
ments, determines the fluxes with independent relaxation
rates. Specific discussions on the quasi-equilibrium ap-
proach for independent control over bulk viscosity and
Prandtl number can be found in [9, 10, 13, 14].

Now that the hydrodynamic limits of each realization
has been clarified, let us go over minimum requirements
for the discrete solver in each case; In discrete velocity
methods such as LBM, the minimum number of degrees
of freedom –i.e. discrete velocities– is determined by the

number of moments of the equilibrium distribution func-
tion that need to be satisfied to recover the target hydro-
dynamic limit.

For instance, in the full energy model, the first re-
duced distribution function f only needs to properly re-
cover continuity and momentum balance equations to the
Navier–Stokes order in the Chapman–Enskog expansion,
which involves equilibrium moments up to order three,
while the second distribution function g requires accu-
racy of the equilibrium moments up to second order. This
can be achieved either through a fourth-order quadra-
ture, i.e. DDQ4D lattice, or a third order quadrature,
i.e. DDQ3D lattice, with a correction term for the third-
order moments [17–19]. For the internal energy model,
the constraints on f and g remain the same, as the energy
balance equation relies on a combination of the zeroth-
order moments of both. The last realization, i.e. the non-
translational splitting, defines energy as the sum of the
second-order moment of f and zeroth-order moment of
g, which brings in an additional constraint on the fourth-
order moment of the f distribution function,

∫
RD

v ⊗ v ⊗ v ⊗ vfdv =

Q∑
i=1

ci ⊗ ci ⊗ ci ⊗ cifi,

and which increases the minimum lattice size to DDQ5D.
The present study will use fourth- and fifth-order
quadrature-based lattices. Details of these lattices are
given in Table I.

Quadrature rTL ciα wiα 2-D lattice

D1Q3 1 {0,±
√
3} {2/3, 1/3} D2Q9

D1Q4 1 {±
√

3−
√
6,±

√
3 +

√
6} {(3 +

√
6)/12, (3−

√
6)/12} D2Q16

D1Q5 1 {0,±
√

5−
√
10,±

√
5 +

√
10} {8/15, (7 + 2

√
10)/60, (7− 2

√
10)/60} D2Q25

TABLE I. Details of quadratures used for simulations.

The above discussion establishes directly computational
cost and memory footprint of each realization; This anal-
ysis has to be complemented with one further consider-
ation which is the presence of source terms in Eq. (10b)
involving space- and time-derivatives of u which brings in
non-negligible computational cost, along with additional
memory footprint due to the time-derivative. Finally,

the presence of such non-local contributions, in the case
of finite-differences approximations, as used for instance
in [6], contributes to non-conservation issue which can
become detrimental in high Mach number flows simula-
tions. An overview of the properties of each splitting
approaches is presented in Table II.

In the next section, we will probe points discussed here through numerical simulations.
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Energy split Eq. (9a) Eq. (9b) Eq. (9c)

Kinematic viscosity Eq. (3) Eq. (3) Eq. (3)

Bulk viscosity Eq. (14) Eq. (14) Eq. (14)

Thermal conductivity Eq. (17) Eq. (17) Eq. (17)

Specific heat ratio Eq. (19) Eq. (19) Eq. (19)

Minimum order of quadrature for NSF four four five

Non-local source terms No Yes No

TABLE II. Overview of properties of different splitting strategies.

III. NUMERICAL APPLICATIONS

In this section, simulation are conducted to verify the-
oretical results derived in the previous sections. First
the numerical scheme is introduced and then simulation
results are presented and discussed. For the sake of read-
ability all variables will be presented in lattice units, i.e.
normalized by grid and time-steps sizes, δx and δt; Ve-
locities are normalized by δx/δt and temperatures rT by
δx2/δt2.

A. Discrete velocity solver for highly compressible
flows: PonD

As discussed in the introduction, given that final target
of the present contribution is application to highly com-
pressible flows, we use a numerical model developed in
our group, [15], shown to be particularly well-adapted to
such flows, i.e. the particles on Demand (PonD) method.
To minimize errors in higher-order moments of the distri-
bution function not supported by the lattice quadrature,
in the PonD method [15], the reference frame is chosen
via the local macroscopic quantities, i.e. fluid speed and
temperature

rTλ = rT, uλ = u, (20)

and the particle velocity is locally defined as,

Ci(rT
λ,uλ) =

√
rTλci + uλ. (21)

In so doing, equilibrium distribution functions are accu-
rately evaluated and only depend on the local density

feq
i = ρwi (22)

where wi are weights of the Gauss-Hermite quadrature
[20]. Different from approaches such as [21, 22] where an
adaptive reference-based Boltzmann equation is solved
globally in the domain bringing in non-commutativity of
the discrete velocities with the space and time-derivatives
and resulting in additional terms in the Boltzmann equa-
tion involving derivatives of the reference frame velocity
and temperature, in PonD at every point in space and
time x and t the Boltzmann equation is solved in the
fixed reference frame of that point, here denoted as λ̄

for the sake of readability, leading to the following local
evolution equation:

Dλ̄
t Mλ̄

λ(x,t){f
λ(x,t)
i , g

λ(x,t)
i } = Mλ̄

λ(x,t)Ω{fλ(x,t)
i ,g

λ(x,t)
i },

(23)

where Mλ̄
λ(x,t) is the reference frame transformation op-

erator.

1. Frame transformation

In the previous section we have introduced the refer-
ence frame transformation, Mλ̄

λ(x,t), which allowing in-

formation to be transformed from one reference frame
to other is an essential component of PonD. The main
statement, allowing for such an operation is that discrete
distribution functions can be equivalently written as the
set of moment correctly matched by the quadrature and
that these moment are frame-invariant, i.e.

Q−1∑
i=0

fiC
p
ix(rT

λ, uλ
x)C

q
iy(rT

λ, uλ
y )C

r
iz(rT

λ, uλ
z ) = Mλ

xpyqzr ,

(24)

This approach, also referred to as the moment matching
method was developed and used in [15]. Here, in an
effort to further control errors in higher-order moments
not supported by the lattice during transformation, we
make use of a reduced order Grad expansion [23], i.e.
a regularized reconstruction of discrete populations [24–
26]. The distribution functions in a reference frame λ̄ can
be computed from moment in a reference frame λ as,

f λ̄
i = wi

N∑
n=0

1

n!rTL
aλ̄(n) : H

(n)
i , (25)

where aλ(n) is the rank n tensor of Hermite polynomials

of the corresponding order in the reference frame λ and

H
(n)
i the tensor of Hermite coefficients of the same order,

: the Frobenius inner product and N the order of the
Grad expansion. The Grad coefficients in reference frame
λ̄ can be computed from moments in the reference frame
λ as,

aλ̄0 = Mλ
0 , (26)
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aλ̄1 =
1√

T λ̄/TL

(
Mλ

1 −Mλ
0 u

λ̄
)
, (27)

aλ̄2 =
TL

T λ̄

Mλ
2 −Mλ

0 rT
λ̄I −

√
T λ̄

TL
uλ̄ ⊗ aλ̄1 −Mλ

0 u
λ̄ ⊗ uλ̄

 ,

(28)
and

aλ̄3 =
1(

T λ̄/TL

)3/2 (Mλ
3

−T λ̄

TL
uλ̄ ⊗

(
Mλ

0 TLI + aλ̄2

)
− T λ̄

√
T λ̄

TL
aλ̄1 ⊗ I

−

√
T λ̄

TL
aλ̄1 ⊗ uλ̄ ⊗ uλ̄ −Mλ

0 u
λ̄ ⊗ uλ̄ ⊗ uλ̄

 . (29)

Here Eqs. (25) through (29) define the reference frame
transformation operaor.

2. Streaming

While different space/time discretization approaches
have been developed by our group in recent years, see
for instance [25, 27], we will use the semi-Lagrangian dis-
cretization here. Propagation occurs along the co-moving
particle velocities which are fully adaptive, and therefore
no longer space filling,

{fi, gi}λ(x+Ciδt, t+ δt) = {f∗
i , g

∗
i }λ(x, t), (30)

where {f∗
i , g

∗
i } are post-collision distribution functions.

As such, the streaming step is supplemented with a re-
construction step to get the discrete distribution func-
tions on the grid points. Each of these populations exist
in their local reference frames, which are distinct from
one another and also distinct from the destination frame.
We can write for a generalized p-sized interpolation ker-
nel W (x) :

{fi, gi}λ̄(x, t) =
p−1∑
s=0

W (x− xs)Mλ̄
λs
{fi, gi}λs(xs, t)

(31)

where xs is the position of a node inside the interpolation
kernel and λs is the local reference frame at this node. In
the context of the present work the reconstruction step is
conducted through a 2nd-order Lagrangian interpolation
stencil.

B. Probing hydrodynamic limits

1. Speed of sound: Effect of specific heats ratio

As a first step and to validate the dispersion properties
of normal modes, we look at the temperature-dependence

10 3 10 2 10 1 100
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

c
* s

Non-Translational, = 1.4
Non-Translational, = 1.8
Total, = 1.4
Total, = 1.8
Internal, = 1.4
Internal, = 1.8

FIG. 1. Speed of sound on the lattice plotted against differ-
ent values of non-dimensional temperature. Red line indicates
results for γ = 1.4 and blue line γ = 1.8.

and effect of cv on the speed of sound. A freely travelling
pressure front is simulated to that effect. A quasi-one-
dimensional domain Lx × 1 (with Lx = 800) is separated
into two parts with a pressure difference of ∆p = 10−4

and a uniform initial temperature T0 and velocity u0 = 0.
The speed of sound is computed by tracking the position
of the shock front over time and compared with the the-
oretical value cs(T ) =

√
γrT . The simulations are per-

formed with two different specific heat ratios, i.e. γ = 1.4
and 1.8, in a wide range of temperature. From figure 1 we
observe that all energy splitting strategies, as expected,
can correctly capture the speed of sound at the consid-
ered range of temperatures. Note that temperatures are
reported in non-dimensional form, i.e. θ = T/TL and
speed of sound is in lattice units.

2. Measuring dissipation rates

Next we look into the dissipation rates of the three
hydrodynamic modes, i.e. shear, normal and entropic.
From the Chapman-Enskog analysis, the kinematic shear
viscosity ν = µ/ρ and bulk viscosity η in all splittings are
related to the relaxation coefficient τ as,

ν =
µ

ρ
= τrT, (32a)

η

ρ
=

(
2

D
− 1

cv

)
τrT, (32b)

α =
λ

(cv + r)ρ
= τrT. (32c)

To measure effective dissipation rates we conducted
three set of simulations.
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0 1 2 3
Ma

10 3

10 2

10 1
Applied Viscosity
Measured Viscosity, Non-Translational
Measured Viscosity, Total
Measured Viscosity, Internal

FIG. 2. Measured effective kinematic viscosity as a function
of Mach number for different energy splits.

First, to measure the kinematic shear viscosity a plane
shear wave is simulated. The wave is introduced via a
small sinusoidal perturbation added to the initial velocity
field. The initial conditions of the flows are

ρ = ρ0, T = T0, ux = u0, uy = A sin (2πx/Lx) . (33)

where the initial density and temperature is (ρ0, T0) =
(1.0, 1.0), the perturbation amplitude A = 1e − 6 and
u0 = 0. The simulation domain is Lx × 1 (with Lx =
1600). The shear viscosity is measured by monitoring
the time evolution of the maximum velocity and fitting
an exponential function to it, i.e.

umax
x (t) ∝ exp

(
−4π2ν

L2
x

t

)
. (34)

Note that convergence studies were conducted as pre-
liminary runs and all results reported here correspond
to converged simulations in time and space. The results
from simulations for different Mach numbers as obtained
using the different splitting strategies are displayed in
Fig. (2). The results clearly show the invariance of the
effective kinematic viscosity with respect to the Mach
number.

The bulk viscosity is measured through the decay rate
of sound waves. To that end a small perturbation is
added to the uniform initial density field [19, 28]. Note
that the smallness of the perturbation ensures that the
study is in the linear regime, excluding effects such as
non-linear steepening. For a discussion on non-linear
acoustics readers are referred to studies such as [29]. In
the linear regime it is readily shown that wave dynamics

0 1 2 3
Ma

10 4

10 3

10 2

/

Applied Viscosity
Measured Viscosity, Non-Translational
Measured Viscosity, Total
Measured Viscosity, Internal

FIG. 3. Measured effective bulk viscosity as a function of
Mach number for different energy splits.

are governed by the linear lossy wave equation, see [30].
The flow is initialized as

ρ = ρ0 +A sin (2πx/Lx) , T = T0, ux = 0, uy = 0, (35)

where ρ0 = 1.0 with initial amplitude A = 1e − 6
and the density perturbation is ρ′ = ρ − ρ0. The ini-
tial temperature is T0 = 1.0. The decay of energy
E(t) = u2

x + u2
y − u2

0 + c2sρ
′2 over time is supposed to

fit an exponential function depending upon an effective
viscosity νe which is a combination of kinematic shear
and bulk viscosity

νe =
4

3
ν +

η

ρ
, (36)

defined by [28] as

E(t) ∝ exp

(
−4π2νe

L2
x

t

)
. (37)

The resolution is identical to the previous test case.
Measured bulk viscosities for the different energy splits
are shown in Fig. (3). In agreement with the multi-scale
analysis, all three schemes recover the predicted bulk
viscosity and are invariant with respect to the Mach
number.

To assess the thermal diffusivity α, a different type of
perturbation is introduced into the initial state of the
system,

ρ = ρ0 +Asin (2πx/Lx) , T = ρ0T0/ρ, ux = 0, uy = u0,
(38)

where the initial density and temperature are (ρ0, T0) =
(1.0, 1.0), the perturbation amplitude A = 1e − 6. The
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0 1 2 3
Ma

10 4

10 3

10 2
Applied Diffusivity
Measured Diffusivity, Non-Translational
Measured Diffusivity, Total
Measured Diffusivity, Internal

FIG. 4. Measured effective thermal diffusivity as a function
of Mach number for different energy splits.

thermal diffusivity is measured through the time evolu-
tion of maximum temperature difference T ′ = T0 − T ,

T ′(t) ∝ exp

(
−4π2α

L2
x

t

)
. (39)

Figure 4 plots the measured thermal diffusivity at dif-
ferent Mach numbers compared with the intended values
α = 10−3.

3. Measuring viscous heating

To assess the proper recovery of the combined effect of
viscous heating and thermal conductivity we next con-
sider the thermal Couette flow. The configuration con-
sists of a 2-D channel of height L bounded by a stagnant
wall (at the bottom) at temperature T0 (set to T0 = 1
here) and a moving wall (at the top), at velocity u0 and
temperature T1 (set to T1 = 1.005 here). The analytical
solution for the temperature distribution in the channel
is [31],

T − T0

T1 − T0
=

y

L
+

PrEc

2

y

L

(
1− y

L

)
, (40)

where the Eckert number is defined as Ec = u2
0/(cv +

r)∆T with ∆T = T1 − T0. A first set of simulations was
conducted at Ec = 8 using all splitting schemes, with
(parameters). The results are displayed in Fig. 5. Sim-
ulations with these set of parameters showed very good
agreement with the analytical solution. To better show
the effect of non-recovery of the fourth-order moment in
the non-translational energy split a second set of simu-
lation was conducted at Ec = 72 with stronger velocity

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
y/H

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

(T
T 0

)/(
T 1

T 0
)

Analytical, Ec = 8
Non-Translational
Total
Internal

FIG. 5. Temperature ratio for thermal Couette flow at Ma =
1, Pr = 1, and Ec = 8 for different realisations (symbols),
plotted against analytical solution(line).

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
y/H

0

2

4

6

8

(T
T 0

)/(
T 1

T 0
)

Analytical, Ec = 72
Non-Translational
Total
Internal

0.2 0.4
6

7

8

9

FIG. 6. Temperature ratio for thermal Couette flow at
Ec = 72 for different realisations (symbols) on a D2Q16 lat-
tice, plotted against analytical solution (line). Inset: Detail
of plot showing error in temperature profile achieved using
the non-translational realisation.

and temperature gradients. The results are displayed in
Fig. 6. It is observed that the D2Q16 lattice combined
with the non-translational split is the only scheme that
leads to visible deviations from the reference analytical
solution. This is to be expected as, per discussions in the
previous sections, the fourth-order moment of the first-
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0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
y/H

6.0

6.5

7.0

7.5

8.0

8.5

9.0

9.5

(T
T 0

)/(
T 1

T 0
)

Analytical, Ec = 72
Non-Translational, D2Q16
Non-Translational, D2Q25

FIG. 7. Deviation in temperature profile resulting from the
D2Q16 lattice visualised using high Eckert number thermal
Couette flow. A shift to the D2Q25 lattice restores the fourth-
order moments and leads to proper recovery of the full Navier
Stokes Fourier system.

distribution function is not recovered on this lattice, and
therefore leads to errors in the diffusive heat flux. Note,
however that due to the locally-adaptive nature of PonD,
these deviations are considerably reduced as compared to
static reference frame realizations like the LBM. Finally,
to further prove the source of these deviations, a sim-
ulation was also conducted using a higher-order lattice,
i.e. D2Q25, and using the same grid-size. Results are dis-
played in Fig. 7, and we can see that restoring the fourth-
order moment of the first-distribution function corrects
these deviations.

4. 2-D test-case: High Mach astrophysical jet

As a demonstration of applicability to high Mach num-
bers, we consider the case of an astrophysical jet of Mach
80, without radiative cooling [13]. This case is an exam-
ple of actual gas flows revealed from images of the Hubble
Space Telescope and therefore is of high scientific interest.
Furthermore, given the rather large variation in temper-
ature and pressure it is a challenging configuration to run
using any numerical scheme. Following the configuration
in (), the jet is initialized as a semi-circular region on the
left boundary :

{Ma, ρ,T} = {80, 5, 0.005}.

The rest of the computational domain is at rest with

{Ma, ρ,T} = {0, 50, 0.0005}.

Outflow boundary conditions are used all around except
on the left boundary where the prescribed conditions are

T


Ma


FIG. 8. Astrophysical jet at Mach 80. (Top) Density, (middle)
temperature, and (bottom) Mach number.

imposed. The simulation was conducted with a resolu-
tion of 2000 × 1000 with the diameter of the initial jet,
Djet = 100. The simulation was conducted using the to-
tal energy split and D2Q16 only, as based on previous
discussions it was selected as the more efficient and ac-
curate realization. Figure 8 shows the density, pressure
and temperature field at lattice t = 240.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

With the advent of more reliable discrete kinetic
schemes for compressible flow simulations, development
and tuning of efficient and accurate realizations has be-
come a central topic in the literature. In the present
contribution we aimed at discussing the different pos-
sible realizations in the context of double distribution
function models with a focus on high speed flows. To
that end multi-scale analyses of all schemes, considering
internal degrees of freedom, were conducted. All energy
splits were shown to recover consistent hydrodynamics
in agreement with the single distribution function. Fur-
thermore it was shown that one of the energy splits, i.e.
non-translational internal, required higher-order quadra-
tures to properly satisfy all equilibrium moments needed
for the Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations. Simulations of
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the thermal Couette flow confirmed the issues with the
fourth-order equilibrium moments, as for higher Eckert
number the D2Q16 lattice led to non-negligible devia-
tions which were not present for the D2Q25 lattice. The
internal energy split on the other hand, while recovering
proper hydrodynamics with fourth-order quadratures,
brings in source terms that are non-local in both space
and time. This impacts both computational load, mem-
ory requirements and also numerical properties. In our
simulations, the added cost of the higher-order quadra-
ture was approximately ∼ 60% as compared to a fourth-
order quadrature –note that this number will go up in
3-D simulations– while for the internal energy realiza-

tion the source terms contributed to a ∼ 15% increase
in computation time as compared to the to total energy
realization.
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Appendix A: Multi-scale analysis of double
distribution function models

Let us consider the following general system of equa-
tions,

Dt{f, g} =
1

τ
({f eq, geq} − {f, g}) + {F ,G}, (A1)

where, Dt = ∂t+v ·∇, F = 0 for all splitting approaches,
and G is only non-zero for the internal energy splitting
with,

G = −f(v − u) · (∂tu+ v ·∇u). (A2)

For the multi-scale analysis let us introduce the follow-
ing parameters: characteristic flow velocity U , charac-
teristic flow scale L, characteristic flow time T = L/U ,
characteristic density ρ̄, speed of sound of ideal gas
cs =

√
γrT . With these, the variables are reduced as

follows (primes denote non-dimensional variables): time
t = T t′, space x = Lx′, flow velocity u = Uu′, particle
velocity v = csv

′, density ρ=ρ̄ρ′, distribution function
f = ρ̄c−3

s f ′. Furthermore, the following non-dimensional
groups are introduced: Knudsen number Kn = τcs/L
and Mach number Ma = U/cs. With this, the equations
are rescaled as follows:

KnD′
t{f ′, g′} =

1

τ ′

(
{f eq′

, geq
′
} − {f ′, g′}

)
+ {F ′,G′},

(A3)
Assuming Kn ∼ ϵ and dropping the primes for the sake
of readability,

ϵDt{f, g} =
1

τ
({f eq, geq} − {f, g}) + {F ,G}. (A4)

Then introducing multi-scale expansions:

{f, g} = {f (0), g(0)}+ϵ{f (1), g(1)}+ϵ2{f (2), g(2)}+O(ϵ3),
(A5)

and,

{F ,G} = ϵ{F (1),G(1)}+ ϵ2{F (2),G(2)}+O(ϵ3), (A6)

the following equations are recovered at scales ϵ and ϵ2:

ϵ : D(1)
t {f (0), g(0)} = −1

τ
{f (1), g(1)}+ {F (1),G(1)},

(A7a)

ϵ2 : ∂
(2)
t {f (0), g(0)}+D(1)

t {f (1), g(1)} = −1

τ
{f (2), g(2)}

+ {F (2),G(2)}, (A7b)

with {f (0), g(0)} = {f eq, geq}. Note that for this system,
the solvability conditions are:

∀k > 0,

∫
RD

f (k)dv = 0, (A8a)

∀k > 0,

∫
RD

vf (k)dv = 0. (A8b)

In addition, depending on the splitting, solvability con-
ditions on energy are:∫

RD

g(k)dv = 0,∀k > 0, (A9)∫
RD

g(k)dv = 0,∀k > 0, (A10)∫
RD

(
g(k) +

v2

2
f (k)

)
dv = 0,∀k > 0. (A11)

Taking the moments,
∫
{f,vf}dv, of the Chapman-

Enskog-expanded equations at order ϵ:

∂
(1)
t ρ+∇ · ρu = 0, (A12)

∂
(1)
t ρu+∇ · ρu⊗ u+∇ · pI = 0. (A13)

For the energy balance equation, taking these moments∫
RD{g, g + u2

2 f, g + v2

2 f}dv,

∂
(1)
t E +∇ · Eu+∇ · pu = 0. (A14)

Using the Euler level momentum balance and continuity
equations, a balance equation for kinetic energy can be
derived as,

∂
(1)
t K +∇ ·Ku+ u ·∇p = 0, (A15)

which in turn can be used to derive a balance equation
for internal energy,

∂
(1)
t U +∇ · Uu+ p∇ · u = 0, (A16)

and pressure,

∂
(1)
t p+∇ · pu+

r

cv
p∇ · u = 0, (A17)

where

∂U

∂T
= ρcv. (A18)

Going up one order in ϵ, at order ϵ2 the continuity equa-
tion is:

∂
(2)
t ρ = 0, (A19)

while for the momentum balance equation one has:

∂
(2)
t ρu+∇

(∫
RD

v ⊗ vf (1)

)
= 0. (A20)
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The second term can be further expanded using the first-
order-in-ϵ equation as:∫

RD

v ⊗ vf (1)dv =

− τ
[
∂
(1)
t (ρu⊗ u+ pI) +∇ · ρu⊗ u⊗ u

+∇pu+∇pu† + I∇ · pu
]
. (A21)

Next we expand the first term as:

∂
(1)
t (ρu⊗ u+ pI) = u⊗ ∂

(1)
t ρu+ u⊗ ∂

(1)
t ρu†

− u⊗ u∂
(1)
t ρ+ ∂

(1)
t pI, (A22)

where we use,

u⊗ ∂
(1)
t ρu = −u× [∇ · ρu⊗ u+∇p] , (A23)

and,

u⊗ u∂
(1)
t ρ = −u⊗ u∇ · ρu, (A24)

to arrive at

∂
(1)
t (ρu⊗ u+ pI) = −∇ · ρu⊗ u⊗ u− u⊗∇p

− (u⊗∇p)
†
+ ∂

(1)
t pI, (A25)

where one can use Eq. (A17) to get to,∫
v ⊗ vf (1)dv =

− pτ

[(
∇u+∇u†)− r

cv
∇ · uI

]
. (A26)

Plugging this final expression into the momentum bal-
ance equation at order ϵ2,

∂
(2)
t ρu+∇ · TNS = 0, (A27)

where

TNS = τp

[
∇u+∇u† − 2

D
∇ · uI

]
+τp

(
2

D
− r

cv

)
∇·uI.

(A28)
Moving on to the energy balance equation at order ϵ2,
for the first split,

∂
(2)
t E +∇ ·

(∫
RD

vg(1)dv

)
= 0, (A29)

where∫
RD

vg(1)dv = −τ

[
∂
(1)
t (p+ E)u+∇ ·

(
p

ρ
(E + p)

+pu× u+ (p+ E)u× u)] . (A30)

To expand this equation, we multiply the pressure bal-
ance equation at Euler level by u and obtain the following
balance equation using momentum and continuity bal-
ance,

∂
(1)
t pu+∇ · pu⊗ u+

p

ρ
∇p+

r

cv
pu∇ · u = 0. (A31)

Using the same approach we can also derive the following
additional balance equation,

∂
(1)
t Eu+∇ ·(E + p)u⊗u+

E

ρ
∇p−pu ·∇u = 0. (A32)

Plugging these equations into Eq. (A30) and after some
algebra,∫

RD

vg(1)dv = −τp (cv + r)∇T − u · TNS, (A33)

which leads to:

∂
(2)
t E −∇ · [τp (cv + r)∇T ] +∇ · (u · TNS) = 0. (A34)

For the second splitting approach integrating Eq. (A7b),

∂
(2)
t U +∇ ·

[∫
RD

vg(1)dv

]
=

∫
RD

G(2)dv, (A35)

where using,

f (1) = −τ
(
∂
(1)
t f (0) + v ·∇f (0)

)
, (A36)

and,

g(1) = −τ
(
∂
(1)
t g(0) + v ·∇g(0) − G(1)

)
, (A37)

one arrives at,

∂
(2)
t U −∇ · [τp(cv + r)∇T ] + TNS : ∇u = 0. (A38)

For the third splitting approach,

∂
(2)
t E +∇ ·

[∫
RD

v

(
g(1) +

v2

2
f (1)

)
dv

]
= 0, (A39)

where using,∫
RD

v

(
g(0) +

v2

2
f (0)

)
dv = (E + p)u, (A40)

and,∫
RD

v ⊗ v

(
g(0) +

v2

2
f (0)

)
dv =

p

ρ
(E + p) + pu⊗ u

+ (p+ E)u⊗ u, (A41)

the same equation as in Eq. (A33) is recovered, which
then leads to the energy balance of Eq. (A34).


	Probing double distribution function models in the lattice Boltzmann method for highly compressible flows
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Background and theory
	Numerical applications
	Discrete velocity solver for highly compressible flows: PonD
	Frame transformation
	Streaming

	Probing hydrodynamic limits
	Speed of sound: Effect of specific heats ratio
	Measuring dissipation rates
	Measuring viscous heating
	2-D test-case: High Mach astrophysical jet


	Conclusions and discussion
	Acknowledgments
	References
	Multi-scale analysis of double distribution function models


