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Abstract

The discrete unified gas kinetic scheme (DUGKS) has emerged as a promising Boltzmann solver
capable of effectively capturing flow physics across all Knudsen numbers. However, simulat-
ing rarefied flows at high Knudsen numbers remains computationally demanding. This paper
introduces a parametric Gaussian quadrature (PGQ) rule designed to improve the compu-
tational efficiency of DUGKS. The PGQ rule employs Gaussian functions for weighting and
introduces several novel forms of higher-dimensional Gauss-Hermite quadrature. Initially, the
velocity space is mapped to polar or spherical coordinates using a parameterized integral trans-
formation method, which converts multiple integrals into repeated parametric integrals. Sub-
sequently, Gaussian points and weight coefficients are computed based on the newly defined
parametric weight functions. The parameters in PGQ allow the distribution of Gaussian points
to be adjusted according to computational requirements, addressing the limitations of tradi-
tional Gaussian quadratures where Gaussian points are difficult to match the distribution of
real particles in rarefied flows. To validate the proposed approach, numerical examples across
various Knudsen numbers are provided. The simulation results demonstrate that PGQ offers
superior computational efficiency and flexibility compared to the traditional Newton-Cotes rule
and the half-range Gaussian Hermite rule, achieving computational efficiency that is tens of
times higher than that of the Newton-Cotes method. This significantly enhances the com-
putational efficiency of DUGKS and augments its ability to accurately simulate rarefied flow
dynamics.

1. Introduction

The multiscale fluid flow problem is prevalent in scientific research and engineering ap-
plications, such as microelectromechanical systems (MEMS) [1], spacecraft technology [2], and
vacuum technology [3]. Due to its significance and wide-ranging applications, there has been in-
creasing interest in developing multiscale simulation methods within a unified framework. The
Boltzmann equation provides the theoretical foundation necessary for accurately describing
flow behavior across different regimes. However, creating a Boltzmann solver that is applicable
across all Knudsen numbers (Kn) presents substantial challenges.

The Direct Simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) technique, a particle-based stochastic method-
ology that handles particle transport and collision processes separately, has proven effective in
simulating rarefied flows [4; 5]. Despite its strengths, DSMC becomes computationally demand-
ing for continuum and near-continuum flows, requiring smaller time steps and cell sizes relative
to particle collision times and mean free paths. Alternatively, the deterministic discrete velocity
method (DVM) offers another strategy for solving the Boltzmann equation by discretizing con-
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tinuous velocity space into a finite set of discrete velocities [6; 7]. This approach transforms the
Boltzmann equation into a set of discrete velocity equations, which can be numerically solved
using various schemes. However, it is important to note that classical DVMs often employ a
splitting treatment similar to DSMC, leading to similar constraints on time step and cell size.

Recent advancements have made strides in overcoming these limitations, notably through
the work of Xu and Guo et al. Xu and his colleagues introduced the unified gas kinetic scheme
(UGKS) [8–11], marking a significant breakthrough in multiscale simulation. The UGKS in-
tegrates particle transport and collision processes in updating the discrete distribution func-
tion, liberating the time step determination from particle collision constraints. This integra-
tion achieves higher computational efficiency without compromising accuracy, showcasing the
UGKS’s capability in tackling multiscale problems. Further simplification and efficiency gains
are achieved by the discrete unified gas kinetic scheme (DUGKS) [12–14], which combines
the advantages of the UGKS and the classic lattice Boltzmann method (LBM) [15; 16]. The
DUGKS has become a prominent and widely adopted multiscale simulation technique due to
its effectiveness and versatility. Its ability to accurately simulate a wide range of flow regimes
has contributed to its increasing popularity within the engineering and scientific research com-
munities [17; 18].

The choice of discrete velocities and quadrature formulas in DVM-based solvers is crucial
for accurately and efficiently capturing gas flow behavior. Commonly used quadrature rules in
this field are the Gauss-Hermite and Newton-Cotes quadrature rules [16; 19]. Gauss-Hermite
quadrature formulas, including the half-range Gauss-Hermite [20–22], have been extensively
studied and proven effective in capturing flows close to equilibrium, particularly for Boltzmann
equations with Maxwell equilibrium distribution functions. However, they may not be suitable
for simulating high Mach number flows and rarefied flows with pronounced non-equilibrium ef-
fects [7; 12]. In such cases, the particle distribution function exhibits a concentrated profile with
steep slopes in the particle velocity space. Consequently, the abscissas of the Gauss-Hermite
rule, which are distributed throughout the entire velocity space, cannot be freely chosen. To
address this issue, the Newton-Cotes quadrature rule has been employed, enforcing the use of
a finer mesh to discretize the velocity space. Although this method captures non-equilibrium
flows, it significantly increases computational cost due to the larger number of discrete ve-
locities. Researchers are actively exploring alternative approaches to mitigate these problems.
One avenue involves utilizing alternative Gaussian quadrature formulas such as Gauss-Laguerre
[23], Gauss-Legendre [24; 25], and Gauss-Chebyshev [26] quadratures. Additionally, reducing
the number of discrete velocities has been investigated to alleviate the computational cost as-
sociated with Newton-Cotes quadrature. Techniques such as velocity adaptation [27; 28], local
refinement methods for velocity grids [29], and Reduced Order Modeling methods [30] have
been explored.

Despite these efforts, the computational efficiency of DVM-based solvers for rarefied flow
remains unsatisfactory. Thus, developing more efficient velocity discretization methods is ur-
gently needed. The computational burden of the Newton-Cotes quadrature rule is substantial
due to its inferior accuracy compared to Gaussian quadratures. On the other hand, Gaussian
quadratures present their own difficulties, as their predefined abscissas and weights might not
closely match the actual velocity distribution of particles. This issue is particularly problematic
for distributions exhibiting rapid variation far from the mean, which may not be adequately
captured by the predetermined abscissas and weights, resulting in reduced simulation accuracy.

To overcome this limitation, the ability to adjust the abscissas and weights of Gaussian
quadratures to meet specific requirements is highly desirable. Two Gaussian quadrature rules
stand out for their exceptional characteristics: the generalized Gauss-Laguerre quadrature [31;
32] with the weight function w(x) = xαe−x (α > −1) and integration interval [0,∞), and the
Gauss-Jacobi quadrature [33] with the weight function w(x) = (1−x)α(1+x)β (α, β > −1) and
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the interval [−1, 1]. The Gauss-Jacobi quadrature rule includes Gauss-Chebyshev quadrature
(|α| = |β| = 1/2) and Gauss-Legendre quadrature (α = β = 0) as particular cases. By adjusting
the parameters α and β, the abscissas and weights of these quadratures can be flexibly tailored.

Given the probability density function distribution of the Boltzmann equation over the inter-
val (−∞,+∞), direct application of these Gaussian-type quadratures is impractical. Therefore,
additional steps such as integration substitution or interval truncation are necessary. Build-
ing on these considerations, this paper introduces a novel Gaussian quadrature rule, termed
“parametric Gaussian quadrature” (PGQ), specifically tailored for DVM-based solvers within
the DUGKS framework. The proposed method utilizes integral transformations to convert the
multidimensional Gauss-Hermite weight function w(x) = exp(−x2) into various alternative
Gaussian weight forms. This work particularly focuses on two specific forms: 2D PGQ based
on polar coordinate transformation and 3D PGQ based on spherical coordinate transformation.
These transformations aim to enhance the accuracy and efficiency of rarefied flow simulations,
effectively overcoming the limitations of DVM and conventional quadrature rules.

The structure of this paper is arranged as follows: Section 2 begins with a concise overview
of the governing equation and the DUGKS method. In Section 3, the methodology behind
the PGQ is explained in comprehensive detail, highlighting its significance and advantages. To
ascertain the efficiency and accuracy of the proposed method, Section 4 presents a variety of
benchmark tests, including analyses on Couette flow [34–36], thermal creep flow [37], Rayleigh
flow [34; 35], cavity flow [30; 37], and cylinder flow. These tests serve to validate the numerical
results and demonstrate the superior performance of the PGQs. Section 5 concludes the paper
by summarizing the key findings and discussing potential avenues for future research.

2. Methodology

2.1. BGK-Shakhov model

The construction of the DUGKS is based on the Boltzmann equation, which incorporates
the relaxation time assumption. Specifically, for the thermal compressible case, the Boltzmann
equation with the BGK–Shakhov collision model is considered. This collision model expands
upon the basic BGK approximation by introducing an additional relaxation term designed to
account for non-equilibrium effects encountered in rarefied gas dynamics, particularly under
different Prandtl (Pr) numbers. Considering two-dimensional (2D) flows, the dimensionless
Shakhov model [38; 39] for monatomic gases is written as follows:

∂f

∂t
+ ξx

∂f

∂x
+ ξy

∂f

∂y
= Ω ≡ f s − f

τ
, (1)

f s = f eq

[
1 +

2 (1− Pr) (cxqx + cyqy)

5ρT 2

(
2
c2x + c2y + ξ2z

T
− 5

)]
, (2)

f eq =
ρ

(πT )3/2
exp

(
−
c2x + c2y + ξ2z

T

)
, (3)

τ =
5 (α0 + 1) (α0 + 2)

√
πKnT χ−1

2α0 (5− 2ω0) (7− 2ω0) ρ
. (4)

Here, f = f (t, x, y, ξx, ξy, ξz) represents the distribution function for molecules with velocities
(ξx, ξy) at position (x, y) and time t. τ denotes the relaxation time, f s refers to the Shakhov
equilibrium distribution function, and f eq represents the Maxwellian equilibrium distribution
function. The energy-dependent deflection-angle exponent is denoted as α0, indicating the
index of the variable soft sphere (VSS) molecular model. Additionally, ω0 represents the VSS
model index, while χ represents the temperature exponent of the coefficient of viscosity. The
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molecular thermal velocity is given as ci = ξi − ui. Furthermore, variables such as ρ, ui, T and
qi respectively correspond to density, mean flow velocity, temperature, and heat flux. These
quantities can be defined in terms of moments of the distribution function:




ρ
ρui

ρT
qi


 =

∫
Mfdξxdξydξz, (5)

M =

[
1, ξi,

2

3

(
c2x + c2y + ξ2z

)
, ci
(
c2x + c2y + ξ2z

)]T
. (6)

In the context described, it has been observed that the evolution of the distribution func-
tion f (t, x, y, ξx, ξy, ξz) is independent of an additional variable ξz. To reduce the number of
independent variables, the reduced Shakhov model is commonly introduced [39; 40]:

∂gi
∂t

+ ξx
∂gi
∂x

+ ξy
∂gi
∂y

=
gsi − gi

τ
, (7)

where i = 0, 1. The reduced distribution functions g0 and g1 are obtained by integrating
f (t, x, y, ξx, ξy, ξz) with respect to ξz using weighting factors of 1 and ξz

2, respectively. Their
definitions can be uniformly expressed as follows:

gi (t, x, y, ξx, ξy) =

∫ (
ξ2z
)i
fdξz. (8)

Additionally, the equilibrium distribution functions in the reduced Shakhov model can be
expressed in a unified form:

gsi =

(
T

2

)i

geq
[
1 +

4 (1− Pr) (cxqx + cyqy)

5ρT 2

(
c2x + c2y

T
− 2 + i

)]
, (9)

geq =
ρ

πT
exp

(
−|ξx − ux|2 + |ξy − uy|2

T

)
. (10)

It is essential to clarify that Eq. (9) corresponds to the formulation found in Ref. [39; 40],
though it is presented herein in a more streamlined version. Within the framework of the
reduced Shakhov model, the macroscopic flow variables are expressed as follows:




ρ
ρui

ρT
qi


 =

∫
M
[
g0
g1

]
dξxdξy, (11)

Here, M represents a moment matrix that consists of different weightings and velocity compo-
nents:

M =

[
(1, 0) , (ξi, 0) ,

2

3

(
c2x + c2y, 1

)
, ci
(
c2x + c2y, 1

)]T
. (12)

Simulating flows in 2D physical space using the Shakhov model requires performing cal-
culations in a three-dimensional (3D) velocity space, leading to significant computer storage
requirements and computational costs. Conversely, the reduced Shakhov model effectively ad-
dresses this challenge by solving a slightly more complex set of governing equations, making
it the preferred choice among researchers. However, it is worthwhile to consider the Shakhov
model from a different perspective. The Shakhov model provides a means to examine the dis-
cretization method for 3D velocity space within a 2D physical space. In this paper, we will
develop discretization methods for both 2D and 3D velocity spaces. Consequently, both the
Shakhov model and the reduced Shakhov model will be employed to facilitate this investigation.
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Figure 1: Schematic of 2D cell geometry.

2.2. Discrete Unified Gas Kinetic Scheme

The application of the DUGKS in solving both the Shakhov model and the reduced Shakhov
model demonstrates minimal variation. In this section, we present the solution process for the
Shakhov model (from Eq. (1) to Eq. (6)) as a representative example to briefly introduce
DUGKS. For comprehensive insights into DUGKS, we refer interested readers to the seminal
contributions by Guo et al.[12–14]. DUGKS is a two-step Boltzmann solver that merges UGKS
and LBM, grounded in the finite volume method. The process begins by partitioning the
computational domain into control volumes, as depicted in Fig. 1. Following this, the calculation
of the distribution function is divided into two stages: first at the cell interface xb for half a
time step, and then at the cell center xC for the ensuing full time step. The evaluation of the
distribution function at xb involves integration along characteristic lines, while the formulation
of the discrete equation at xC leverages the finite volume method. This methodology is concisely
articulated through the following steps:

f
(
tn+1/2,xb, ξ

)
= f (tn,xb − ξ∆t/2, ξ)+

∆t

4

[
Ω
(
tn+1/2,xb, ξ

)
+Ω (tn,xb − ξ∆t/2, ξ)

]
, (13a)

f
(
tn+1,xc, ξ

)
= f (tn,xc, ξ)−∆tF n+ 1

2 +
∆t

2

[
Ω
(
tn+1,xc, ξ

)
+Ω (tn,xc, ξ)

]
. (13b)

where F n+ 1

2 is the micro-flux per unit volume, which can be discretized into the following form

F n+ 1

2 =
1

|VC|

∮

∂Vc

(ξ · n) f
(
tn+

1

2 ,x, ξ
)
dS =

ξx
∆x

(
f
n+ 1

2

b,e − f
n+ 1

2

b,w

)
+

ξy
∆y

(
f
n+ 1

2

b,n − f
n+ 1

2

b,s

)
. (14)

As observed, Eq. (13) is derived employing a semi-implicit scheme. To transform it into a
fully explicit form, Guo et al. [12; 13] have incorporated four auxiliary distribution functions.
These auxiliary functions are delineated as follows:

f̄
n+ 1

2

b = f
(
tn+1/2,xb, ξ

)
− ∆t

4
Ω
(
tn+1/2,xb, ξ

)
, (15a)

f̄n,+
s = f (tn,xb − ξ∆t/2, ξ) +

∆t

4
Ω (tn,xb − ξ∆t/2, ξ) , (15b)

f̃n+1
C = f

(
tn+1,xc, ξ

)
− ∆t

2
Ω
(
tn+1,xc, ξ

)
, (15c)
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f̃n,+
C =

4f̄n,+
C − f̃n

C

3
= f (tn,xc, ξ) +

∆t

2
Ω (tn,xc, ξ) . (15d)

By introducing four distribution functions f̄
n+ 1

2

b , f̄n,+
s , f̃n+1

C , and f̃n,+
C , as described in Eq. (15),

the two-step scheme for solving the Boltzmann equation, as represented by Eq. (13), can be
expressed as follows:

f̄
n+ 1

2

b = f̄n,+
s , (16a)

f̃n+1
C =

4f̄n,+
C − f̃n

C

3
−∆tF n+ 1

2 . (16b)

Here, the distribution function at the starting point of the characteristic line, denoted as f̄n,+
s ,

can be approximated using the Taylor expansion around the cell interface or cell centers. For
the purpose of illustration, we will now present the approximation around xC :

f̄n,+
s = f̄n,+

C + (xs − xC) ·∇f̄n,+
C . (17)

Despite the apparent simplicity of the evolution Eq. (16), it entails intricate transforma-
tions between the original distribution function and multiple auxiliary distribution functions
throughout the calculation process. As a result, the relationship between distribution func-
tions assumes a crucial role in the solving process. Furthermore, it is essential to establish
the connection between the auxiliary distribution function and macroscopic quantities. These
relationships are summarized as follows:

f̄n,+
C =

4τ −∆t

4τ + 2∆t
f̃n
C +

3∆t

4τ + 2∆t
f eq,n
C , (18)

f
n+ 1

2

b =
4τ

4τ +∆t
f̄
n+ 1

2

b +
∆t

4τ +∆t
f
eq,n+ 1

2

b , (19)




ρ
ρui

ρT


 =

∫
Mf̃dξ =

∫
Mf̄dξ, (20a)

qi =

{
2τ

2τ+∆tPr

∫
ci
(
c2x + c2y + ξ2z

)
f̃dξ,

4τ
4τ+∆tPr

∫
ci
(
c2x + c2y + ξ2z

)
f̄dξ.

(20b)

where M =
[
1, ξi,

2
3

(
c2x + c2y + ξ2z

)]T
. It is evident that the computation of macroscopic vari-

ables ρ, ui, and T shares similarities with Eq. (5). However, particular emphasis must be placed
on the determination of the heat flux qi calculation.

In DUGKS, the evolution function is represented by f̃ , rather than the original distribution
function f . To enhance the intuitive expression of the calculation process in DUGKS, we
succinctly represent the update of the distribution function f̃ from time tn to tn+1 as follows:

f̃n
C

(18)−−→ f̄n,+
C

(16a)−−−→
(17)

f̄
n+ 1

2

b

(19)−−→ f
n+ 1

2

b

(16b)−−−→
(14)

f̃n+1
C . (21)
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Figure 2: Different radial distributions of the PGQ for Nr = 5, Nθ = 8; (a) P1; (b) P2.

3. Parametric Gaussian quadratures

The choice of an appropriate weight function is essential in utilizing Gaussian quadrature
formulas for numerical integration across extensive intervals. Empirical analysis has demon-
strated that Gaussian functions are excellent weight functions for numerical integration over
the interval (−∞,+∞), offering exceptional numerical stability and computational efficiency.
Building upon this observation and taking into account the structure of the equilibrium distri-
bution functions Eq. (3) and Eq. (10), the weight function employed in this study is defined
as

w (ξ) =
1

(πTm)
D/2

exp

(
− ξ2

Tm

)
, (22)

where Tm is referred to as the median temperature. Additionally, the resulting quadrature
formula can be expressed as:

I (x, t) =

+∞∫

−∞

w (ξ)F (x, ξ, t)dξ =
N∑

n=1

ωnF (x, ξn, t). (23)

For 1D numerical integration, Eq. (23) corresponds to the standard Gauss-Hermite quadra-
ture formula. When extending the approach to 2D and 3D integrals, the complexity increases.A
straightforward extrapolation from 1D to higher dimensions often involves using the tensor
product method. This method systematically constructs multidimensional quadrature rules
by combining the 1D abscissas and weights along each dimension. However, in this study, we
will use the substitution integration method to map the integration region to an alternative
space and adjust the weight function accordingly. Specifically, we utilize the generalized polar
coordinate transformation (PCT) for double integrals and the generalized spherical coordinate
transformation (SCT) for calculating triple integrals.

3.1. 2D Parametric Gaussian quadratures

To calculate double integrals, we adopt the generalized PCT that incorporates a radial
function R (r) and a trigonometric function, specified as:

ξx =
√

TmR (r) cos θ, ξy =
√

TmR (r) sin θ, (24)
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Figure 3: Schematic of (a) A-type and (b) B-type discrete velocity distribution.

where θ ∈ [0, 2π], R (r) ∈ (0,+∞). Utilizing this transformation, the weight function and the
Jacobian determinant associated with the transformation are determined by:

e−
ξ2x+ξ2y

Tm = e−R2(r), J =

∣∣∣∣
∂ (ξx, ξy)

∂ (r, θ)

∣∣∣∣ = TmR (r)R′ (r) . (25)

The double integral is thus reformulated as:

I2 =

+∞∫

−∞

+∞∫

−∞

(
1

πTm
e−

ξ2x+ξ2y

Tm

)
F (ξx, ξy) dξxdξy =

1

2π

rmax∫

rmin

wP (r)




2π∫

0

F (ξx (r, θ) , ξy (r, θ))dθ


 dr.

(26)
Here, wP (r) = 2R (r)R′ (r) e−R2(r) denotes the weight function in the polar coordinate system.
The variability of radial functions significantly influences the diversity of the weight function,
facilitating the application of various Gaussian quadrature methods for the integrative com-
putation of Eq. (26). Additionally, numerous numerical quadrature techniques are available
for integrating θ over a finite interval [0, 2π], including Gauss-Legendre, Gauss-Chebyshev, and
Newton-Cotes methods. In this paper, we utilize the Nθ-point periodic trapezoid rule with the
following abscissas and weights [41]:

θj = θ0 +
2jπ

Nθ

, wj =
2π

Nθ

, forj = 1, 2, ..., Nθ. (27)

The selection of the numerical integration method in the radial direction depends on the
specific radial function R(r). For instance, consider R(r) =

√
rα, where α > 0 and r ∈ (0,∞).

Under these conditions, the corresponding weight function is expressed as wP (r) = αrα−1e−rα.
Notably, when α = 1, the weight function simplifies to wP (r) = e−r, permitting the use of
the standard Gauss-Laguerre quadrature formula. Conversely, for α = 2, the weight function
becomes wP (r) = 2re−r2, and in this instance, Shizgal’s [42] methodology offers a reliable
framework for calculating the associated Gauss points and weight coefficients. Moreover, when
R(r) =

√
ln r−(β+1) for r ∈ (0, 1) and β > −1, the resultant weight function transforms into

wP (r) = (β + 1)rβ. This condition facilitates the use of the Gauss-Jacobi quadrature formula
characterized by wP (r) = rβ(1− r)α within the interval (0,1), optimally configured to establish
precise abscissas and weights. To encapsulate these insights, our research delineates two sets
of PGQ strategies for 2D cases, as elaborated subsequently.
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(P1) Generalized Laguerre rule with weight function wP (r) = αrα−1e−rα

ξn =
√

Tmrα
L,i

(cos θj , sin θj) , ωn =
ω

L,i

Nθ
(28)

(P2) Gauss-Jacobi rule with weight function wP (r) = (β + 1)rβ

ξn =

√
Tm ln r

−(β+1)
J ,i (cos θj , sin θj) , ωn =

ω
J ,i

Nθ

(29)

where 1 6 i 6 Nr, 1 6 j 6 Nθ. The values of the abscissas r
G,i

(G =L,J ) along with their
respective weights ω

G,i
are outlined in Appendix A and Appendix B.

It is evident from the description that the Gauss points generated from Eq. (28) and Eq. (29)
can accommodate an adjustable parameter, either α or β. This capacity for adjustment endows
Gaussian quadratures with the flexibility to extend beyond the limitations associated with static
Gauss points. Fig. 2 presents a comparative assessment of Gauss point distributions for varying
parameters. Specifically, Fig. 2(a) displays the distribution of Gauss points according to the
P1 rule with differing α parameters. In this context, α = 1 aligns with the outcome of the
standard Gauss-Laguerre quadrature, whereas α = 2 corresponds to Gauss points delineated
by Shizgal (1981). Notably, an increased parameter α results in a more concentrated Gauss
point distribution, as evidenced in Fig. 2(a). Conversely, Fig. 2(b) exhibits the Gauss point
distribution pursuant to the P2 rule across various β parameters. Here, a lower value of β
is associated with a denser distribution of Gauss points. Interestingly, as the parameter β
increases, the Jacobi rule’s distribution demonstrates a convergence towards that of the Gauss-
Laguerre rule.

Discrete velocities, as determined by Eq. (28) and Eq. (29), are dispersed across orbits of
circles with varying polar diameters. The principle of integral interval additivity permits a non-
uniform distribution of discrete points among various orbits, thereby significantly enhancing the
method’s adaptability in velocity discretization. This attribute enables the precise allocation of
discrete velocity points on selected orbits to meet specific computational demands. Moreover,
the weight coefficient, defined by Eq. (27), is solely contingent upon the number of discrete
points, ensuring that the non-uniform velocity discretization does not add to the algorithm’s
complexity. Fig. 3 illustrates the classification of velocity distributions on different orbits into
uniform (A-type) and non-uniform (B-type) distributions.

3.2. 3D Parametric Gaussian quadratures

For the numerical calculation of triple integrals, the present work aims to establish a Gaus-
sian quadrature rule with the following form:

I3 =

+∞∫

−∞

+∞∫

−∞

+∞∫

−∞

(
1

πTm

) 3

2

e−
ξ2x+ξ2y+ξ2z

Tm F (ξx, ξy, ξz) dξxdξydξz =

N∑

n=1

ωnF (x, ξn, t). (30)

There are two common methods for triple integral transformation. A straightforward ap-
proach is to add an axial transformation to Eq. (24), specifically through the implementation
of a cylindrical coordinate system. Another effective triple integral transformation is the SCT.
In contrast, the spherical distribution may be more consistent with the characteristics of the
velocity distribution. Therefore, the generalized SCT is considered in this paper:

ξx =
√
TmR (r) Φ̂ (φ) cos θ, ξy =

√
TmR (r) Φ̂ (φ) sin θ, ξz =

√
TmR (r)Φ (φ) . (31)

Here, R (r) ∈ (0,+∞), θ ∈ [0, 2π], Φ (φ) ∈ [−1, 1], and Φ̂ (φ) =
√
1− Φ2 (φ). Accordingly, the

transformed weight function and the Jacobian determinant are
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e−
ξ2x+ξ2y+ξ2z

Tm = e−R2(r), J =

∣∣∣∣
∂ (ξx, ξy, ξz)

∂ (r, θ, φ)

∣∣∣∣ = R2 (r)R′ (r)Φ′ (φ) . (32)

By the generalized SCT, Eq. (30) is transformed into the following form:

I3 =
1

2π
3

2

rmax∫

rmin

wS (r)





2π∫

0




φmax∫

φmin

wS (φ)F (ξx (r, θ, φ) , ξy (r, θ, φ) , ξz (r, θ, φ)) dφ


 dθ



 dr (33)

The two weight functions in Eq. (33) are wS (r) = R2 (r)R′ (r) e−R2(r), and wS (φ) = Φ′ (φ). In
this study, the radial functions established in Section 3.1, namely R (r) =

√
rα (α > 0, r ∈

(0,+∞)) and R (r) =
√
ln r−(β+1) (β > −1, r ∈ (0, 1)) are further utilized. Moreover, the

azimuth function takes the form of a power function, that is Φ (φ) = φγ(φ ∈ [−1, 1]). Assuming
γ to be an odd number without loss of generality, we formulate the following 3D Gaussian
quadratures:

(S1) Generalized Laguerre-Jacobi rule with weight function wS (r) = αr3α/2−1e−rα and
wS (φ) = γφγ−1

ξn =
√
Tmrα

L,i

(
Φ̂

J ,k
cos θj , Φ̂

J ,k
sin θj , Φ

J ,k

)
, ωn =

ω
L,i
ω

J,k

Nθ
(34)

(S2) Logarithmic Jacobi-Jacobi rule with weight function wS (r) =
√
− (β + 1)3 ln rrβ and

wS (φ) = γφγ−1

ξn =

√
Tm ln r

−(β+1)
JL,i

(
Φ̂

J ,k
cos θj , Φ̂

J ,k
sin θj , Φ

J ,k

)
, ωn =

ω
JL,i

ω
J ,k

Nθ

(35)

In strategy S1, existing literature on Gaussian quadratures offers methods for acquiring
the radial distribution points rα

L,i
and their corresponding weights ω

L,i
, specifically tailored to

particular parameters. For instance, for α = 1, 2, the weight functions are
√
re−r and 2r2e−r2 ,

respectively. These abscissas and weights can be efficiently obtained through the utilization of
techniques like the generalized Gauss-Laguerre quadrature and Shizgal’s methodology. Con-
versely, strategy S2 calls for the development of a new Gaussian quadrature formula to ac-
commodate a specific weight function. The specific abscissas and weights referred to in S2 are
detailed in Appendix B for application in this study.

4. Numerical tests

In this section, we evaluate the effectiveness of the PGQ method through a series of bench-
mark examples. All simulations are conducted on an Intelr CoreTM i7-9700k CPU with a 64-bit
operating system.We compare the computational results with those obtained using traditional
Newton-Cotes or half-range Gauss-Hermite quadrature rules within the DUGKS framework.
The first three numerical examples utilize the 2D PGQ proposed in this study. Subsequently,
the performance of the 3D PGQ is demonstrated through the simulation of temperature-
discontinuity-induced (TDI) cavity flow in Section 4.4. For simulation of steady flow in this
paper, the convergent criterion is given by

√∑
|u(x, t)− u(x, t− 1000∆t)|2

√∑
|u(x, t)|2

< 10−6 (36)
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Figure 4: Velocity (a) and stress (b) profiles of the isothermal Couette flow calculated by different Gaussian
quadratures.
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Figure 5: Temperature (a) and Heat flux (b) profiles of the thermal Couette flow calculated by different
Gaussian quadratures.

4.1. Couette flow

The first case considered is the Couette flow of rarefied gas between two infinitely extended
parallel plates, encompassing both isothermal and thermal Couette flows. Isothermal Couette
flow arises from the relative movement of the two parallel plates, while thermal Couette flow is
driven by an imposed temperature differential across the plates. Considering the flow’s periodic
nature in both cases, we discretize the computational domain into a 2×32 uniform grid. Previ-
ous works [35; 36] have confirmed the effectiveness of the half-range Gaussian Hermite (HGH)
quadrature rule with a discrete velocity of 28 × 28, closely aligning with the DSMC method
throughout the entire flow field. Consequently, these validated results serve as benchmark
solutions for evaluating the effectiveness of our proposed method.

The reduced Shakhov model expressed in Eq. (7) requires solving two distribution function
equations. For isothermal Couette flow, the absence of a thermal field simplifies the procedure,
requiring only the solution of the distribution function g0. Furthermore, we set Pr = 1 here
to streamline the calculation for the isothermal case. Fig. 4 illustrates a comparison of three
different Gaussian quadrature rules under various Knudsen numbers, adjusted by k =

√
π
2
Kn.

These methods include the HGH with 28 × 28 nodes and two PGQ rules with 2 × 60 nodes
introduced in Eq. (28) and Eq. (29). Generally, for problems effectively addressed by the
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Figure 6: Schematic diagram of the thermal creep flow.

HGH quadrature rule, the velocity distribution tends to be more dispersed. Hence, a large
exponent (β = 1000) is employed for the Gauss-Jacobi rule P2. As shown in Fig. 4, for a large
value of β (β = 1000), the computation results of P2 align with P1 (α = 1), confirming our
conclusion from Fig. 2(b). Consequently, in subsequent examples, we will no longer present
calculation results for both P1 (α = 1) and P2 with a large value of β simultaneously. Regarding
the velocity distribution, as shown in Fig. 4(a), the results obtained using PGQ are highly
consistent with those of HGH, particularly when considering P1 (α = 2). When examining the
stress distribution, calculations using P1 (α = 2) with 2× 60 discrete velocities exhibit strong
agreement with HGH using 28× 28 discrete velocities. However, for larger Knudsen numbers,
the prediction errors of P1 (α = 1) and P2 (β = 1000) become more prominent, necessitating
more discrete velocities. Overall, the proposed PGQ in this work predicts isothermal Couette
flow effectively, with P1 (α = 2) exhibiting the highest computational efficiency.

The thermal Couette flow has been utilized by Sun et al. [34] and Huang et al. [35] to
assess the capability of information-reservation DSMC and the UGKS in capturing thermal
effects. Following their simulation setup, the distance between the two plates is maintained
at 1 meter, with temperatures of 373 K and 173 K assigned to the upper and lower plates,
respectively. Across a range of Knudsen numbers (Kn = 0.01, 0.1, 1, 10, 100), we scrutinize the
performance of PGQ across various flow regimes. Accurate assessment of thermal phenomena
necessitates the computation of high-order velocity moments, particularly temperature (T) and
heat flux (q). To facilitate this, a denser radial node distribution is employed. Consequently,
we opt for an 8 × 28 discrete velocity mesh for both the P1 (α = 2) and P2 (β = 1000)
methods. Additionally, we set θ0 = π/Nθ and the median temperature Tm = 323K to optimize
computational efficiency. Fig. 5 demonstrates the excellent agreement between the calculation
results obtained using PGQ and HGH. This comparison underscores PGQ’s ability to maintain
high computational efficiency in addressing thermal flow problems.

4.2. Thermal creep flow

Table 1: Velocity discretization settings for thermal creep flow under different Kn numbers

– Kn=0.01 Kn=0.1 Kn=1.0 Kn=10.0
Zhu et al. [37] 16× 16 HGH 28× 28 HGH 161× 161 NC 201× 201 NC

Present 8× 18 PGQ 8× 36 PGQ 8× 90 PGQ 8× 120 PGQ

In this section, the PGQ rule is applied to simulate thermal creep flow, focusing on an
example used by Zhu et al. [37] to validate the DUGKS method. The schematic diagram is
depicted in Fig. 6. Temperatures at the left and right ends are Th = 400K and Tc = 200K,
respectively. The temperatures on the upper and lower wall surfaces decrease linearly from
Th to Tc along the length of the domain. The reference temperature Tref is set as Th, whereas
the median temperature Tm = Tc+Th

2
. Zhu et al. compared the computational results of

DUGKS with the DSMC across various Knudsen numbers (Kn = 0.01, 0.1, 1.0, 10). The
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Figure 7: Temperature contours and streamlines for the thermal creep flow case. Up half: P1 (α = 2). Down
half: P2 (β = 1000).
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computational domain was discretized into a uniform grid of 50 × 250, with velocity space
discretization determined by the half-range Gauss-Hermite quadrature (HGH) and Newton-
Cotes (NC) rules. The HGH rule is suitable for low Kn flows, while the NC rule, with finely
discretized velocity grids, is employed for high Kn thermal creep flows to capture their strong
non-equilibrium effects. To reduce computational cost, a relatively sparse discretization grid is
used, consisting of a 32×160 uniform grid in physical space, along with two PGQs proposed in
this study for velocity space discretization. The settings for discretized velocity are summarized
in Table 1.

Fig. 7 compares two forms of PGQ introduced in this study. The temperature contours
and streamlines for the thermal creep flow computed by both methods exhibit remarkable
consistency, aligning well with existing literature. Fig. 8 further quantitatively compares the
computational results of P1 (α = 2) and P2 (β = 1000) with the benchmark solution proposed
by Zhu et al. [37]. Although there exists a slight disparity in velocity distribution compared
to DSMC, the computational results of both PGQ rules closely match those of DUGKS based
on HGH and NC rules. It is evident from Table 1 and Fig. 7 that the two PGQ rules proposed
in this study demonstrate robust performance across simulations involving varying Knudsen
numbers. Moreover, they exhibit significantly lower computational overhead compared to the
NC rule and even surpass the efficiency of HGH.

4.3. Rayleigh flow

Table 2: Comparison between computation time for Rayleigh flow

Method
NC HGH P1(α = 1) P1(α = 2) P2(β = 5)

(101× 101) (28× 28) (16× 32) (16× 32) (16× 32)
ξ∗max 4.0 5.2 7.2 5.8 4.2

∆t (10−3) 1.95 1.49 1.09 1.35 1.86
Total steps 121 159 217 175 127

CPU time (s) 133.8 12.5 11.9 8.9 6.8

This section applies the PGQ to simulate unsteady flows, specifically examining the Rayleigh
flow introduced by Sun et al. [34]. Previous studies by Huang et al. [35] and Zhu et al. [37]
have also utilized this case to validate their developments of the UGKS and implicit UGKS
methods. As depicted in Fig. 9, the scenario involves an infinitely long plate, initially at rest
in argon gas at T0 = 273K, which abruptly adjusts to a constant temperature of 373K and
a velocity of Uw = 10m/s. The computational domain, with a characteristic length of 1m,
is divided into 10 × 128 uniform grids. This study presents computational results at three
specific time instances t = 0.01τ0, τ0, 100τ0, corresponding to Knudsen numbers of Kn=26.6,
0.266, and 0.00266, respectively. Comparative results across four distinct quadrature rules are
shown in Figs. 10∼13, including the half-range Gauss-Hermite (HGH) rule with 28×28 discrete
velocities, the P1 and P2 rules with 16×32 discrete velocities, and the Newton-Cotes (NC) rule
with 101× 101 dimensionless velocities uniformly distributed in [−4, 4]. The findings suggest
that the NC rule’s limited computational accuracy necessitates finer velocity discretization
for accurately capturing transitions from continuum to free molecular domains. Although the
HGH rule generally provides superior accuracy over the NC rule, the 28× 28 discrete velocities
appear inadequate for comprehensive domain calculations, particularly evident at t = 0.01τ0
(Kn=26.6), where non-physical oscillations emerge prominently. As Knudsen numbers increase,
discrete velocities tend to cluster more significantly. As shown in Fig. 2, configurations with
larger α values and smaller β values concentrate discrete velocities more effectively. Notably,
the computational performance of P1(α = 2) with 16× 32 discrete velocities surpasses that of
P1(α = 1). Likewise, the P2(β = 5) displays greater accuracy. This observation underscores
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Figure 9: Schematic diagram of the Rayleigh flow.
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Figure 10: Profiles for the Rayleigh flow by HGH.
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Figure 11: Profiles for the Rayleigh flow by P1 (α = 1).

the importance of selecting appropriate discrete points or adjusting parameter values to better
match the discrete velocity space with the particles’ velocity distributions, particularly for high
Kn Rayleigh flows.

To evaluate the computational efficacy of various quadrature rules, calculations were per-
formed until t = 100τ . The time step was determined by ∆t = C∆xmin/ξmax, the Courant-
Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL) number C = 1. Among the three assessed PGQs, P2 (β = 5) exhibited
the most concentrated discrete velocity distribution with the smallest ξmax, allowing for the
largest time step. Consequently, P2 (β = 5) demonstrated superior computational efficiency.
In contrast, the NC rule, which truncates the discrete velocity space to the interval [−4, 4],
theoretically permitted a larger time step but resulted in significantly lower computational effi-
ciency; the CPU time required for the NC computations was nearly twenty times greater than
that for P2(β = 5). The HGH rule also permitted relatively large time steps, yet its computa-
tional efficiency remained comparatively low. Overall, P2(β = 5) has the highest computational
accuracy and efficiency in this simulation.
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Figure 12: Profiles for the Rayleigh flow by P1 (α = 2).
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Figure 13: Profiles for the Rayleigh flow by P2 (β = 5).
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Figure 14: Schematic diagram of the cavity flow.

4.4. Cavity flow

Cavity flow serves as a benchmark case to validate computational methods for fluid dynamics
problems. This section presents numerical simulations of two types of cavity flows: lid-driven
cavity flow and TDI cavity flow. These simulations aim to achieve three primary objectives: (1)
further validation of PGQ’s high performance and efficiency in simulating multiscale flows, (2)
confirmation of PGQ’s flexibility in velocity discretization using the B-type velocity distribution
within PGQ, and (3) validation of the 3D PGQ rule outlined in Section 3.2.

Initially, PGQ is employed to simulate lid-driven cavity flow under isothermal wall condi-
tions, as depicted in Fig. 14. The wall temperature is set at Tw = Ttop = 273K, with the top lid
moving at a constant velocity of U0 = 50m/s. The square cavity’s characteristic size is L = 1m,
and the Knudsen numbers range from Kn = 0.5 to Kn = 8.0. Calculations are performed on
a 41 × 41 grid, comparing three Gaussian quadratures: HGH with 28 × 28 nodes, and two
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Figure 15: Velocity profiles of the lid-driven cavity flow.

PGQ variations employing A-type and B-type velocity discretization, as illustrated in Fig. 3.
The A-type distribution allocates an equal number of discrete points on each orbit, resulting
in 4 × 90 velocities in this instance. In contrast, the B-type distribution allows for a variable
number of discrete points on different orbits, reducing the number of discrete velocities based
on the A-type distribution. Here, the B-type distribution comprises 60, 70, 80, and 90 points
arranged from the inner to the outer orbits. Computational results, depicted in Fig. 15 and
Fig. 16, are compared with benchmark solutions derived from NC and DSMC in Ref. [30].

Due to the limitations of conventional Gaussian quadratures in high Knudsen number flows,
the HGH quadrature with 28× 28 discrete velocities fails to accurately predict lid-driven flow
across these Knudsen numbers. As the Knudsen number increases, the accuracy of the calcu-
lations deteriorates. Discrepancies between HGH predictions and DSMC results are evident in
the velocity (Fig. 15) and temperature distributions (Fig. 16(a)), with pronounced oscillations
near the center of the square cavity. Additionally, HGH’s prediction of heat flux (Fig. 16(b)(c))
is notably deficient. In contrast, both A-type and B-type PGQ distributions, despite using a
substantially lower number of discrete velocities, accurately predict lid-driven flow across these
Knudsen numbers, yielding nearly indistinguishable computational results. A subsequent com-
parison of temperature and heat flux distributions in Fig. 17 to Fig. 19 further confirms the
marginal differences between the results based on these two velocity distribution types. Thus,
PGQ proves to be significantly more accurate and effective than HGH in simulating multiscale
lid-driven square cavity flows, with PGQ’s discrete velocity points offering flexible adjustment
according to specific requirements. Furthermore, as illustrated in Table 3, PGQ employs the
minimum number of discrete velocities and utilizes the maximum time step in this simulation,
achieving a computational speed exceeding that of NC by over 60 times.

Table 3: Comparison between computation time for lid-driven cavity flow

Method
NC HGH A-type P1(α = 2) B-type P1(α = 2)

(101× 101) (28× 28) (360 nodes) (300 nodes)
ξ∗max 4.0 5.2 2.46 2.46

∆t (10−3) 3.05 2.33 4.95 4.95
Total steps 9000 16000 5000 5000

CPU time (min) 74.5 9.9 1.5 1.2

In the TDI cavity flow configuration, all four walls remain stationary. The top wall temper-
ature is set at Ttop = Th = 400K, and the other three walls are maintained at Tw = Tc = 200K.
The reference and median temperatures are both established at Tref = Tm = 300K. This analy-
sis is executed within a 2D framework. Diverging from previous practices, the Shakhov model is
employed over the reduced Shakhov model for computation, as detailed in Section 2.1. Even for
flow problems in 1D and 2D physical spaces, the reduced Shakhov model necessitates discretiza-
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Figure 16: Temperature and Heat flux profiles of the lid-driven cavity flow.
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Figure 17: Temperature contours of the lid-driven cavity flow calculated by A-type and B-type PGQ.
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Figure 18: Heat flux (Qx) contours of the lid-driven cavity flow calculated by A-type and B-type PGQ.

tion of the 3D velocity space, serving as a tool for testing 3D velocity discretization methods
in lower dimensions. Simulations are carried out in three distinct cases with Kn = 0.1, 1, 10
representing varying degrees of rarefaction, with the computational domain divided into a
uniform grid of 61 × 61 cells. For velocity discretization, strategies S1(α = 2, γ = 1) and
S2(β = 10, γ = 1) are adopted as specified in Section 3.2; the number of discrete velocity
points is given in Table 4. For α = 2, γ = 1, the radial and azimuthal distribution functions
are wS(r) = 2r2e−r2 and wS(φ) = 1, respectively, with corresponding Gauss points and weight
coefficients listed in Table A.2. For β = 10, γ = 1, we utilize wS(r) = 11

√
ln r−11r10 and
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Figure 19: Heat flux (Qy) contours of the lid-driven cavity flow calculated by A-type and B-type PGQ.

wS(φ) = 1, with associated Gauss points and weight coefficients provided in Table B.1.

Table 4: Velocity discretization settings for TDI cavity flow

– Kn=0.1 Kn=1.0 Kn=10.0
Zhu et al. [37] 28× 28× 2 HGH 161× 161× 2 NC 201× 201× 2 NC

Present 8× 45× 3 PGQ 8× 60× 3 PGQ 8× 90× 3 PGQ

In the TDI cavity flow, the flow intensity declines as the Knudsen number increases. The
three Knudsen numbers examined in this study demonstrate significantly low flow velocities,
complicating the measurement of precise velocity distributions. For instance, at Kn=10, Zhu
et al. [37] employed an exceptionally fine grid for velocity discretization. Yet, the resulting ve-
locity field lacked smoothness and exhibited non-physical vortices in several areas. Conversely,
predicting the temperature field appears to be comparatively less complex. Fig. 20 (a) and
(b) display the temperature distributions along the vertical and horizontal midlines, respec-
tively. The results achieved using two 3D PGQ rule align closely with those obtained via the
DUGKS and DSMC methods, as documented by Zhu et al. [37]. Fig. 21 further contrasts
the two 3D PGQ rule established in Section 3.2, demonstrating their capability to generate
smooth temperature fields and streamline profiles. Notably, at a Knudsen number of 10, the
proposed methodology effectively mitigates the occurrence of oscillating streamlines and non-
physical vortices seen in the reference study by Zhu et al., substantiating the effectiveness of
the suggested approach in this research context.

4.5. Cylinder flow

To further evaluate the performance of the PGQ method in hypersonic rarefied flows, we
present calculations for the flow past a cylinder at a Mach number of 5 and a Knudsen number
of 1. The computational domain is defined as an annular region between two concentric circles,
with an inner radius of r = 0.01m and an outer radius R = 10r. The outer boundary represents
the free-stream conditions, with a velocity U∞ = 1538.18m/s and a temperature T∞ = 273K.
The inner wall is maintained at a temperature T∞ and treated as a diffusely reflecting surface.
In the simulations, the dimensionless temperature and density at both the inner and outer
boundaries are set to T0 = 1 and ρ0 = 1, respectively. The characteristic velocity is defined as
u∞ =

√
2RT∞, yielding a free-stream velocity of 4.56.

The computational grid consists of 64× 64 cells. Velocity discretization is carried out using
both the PGQ method (as described in this paper) and the Newton-Cotes (NC) rule. For
supersonic flow, discrete velocities are typically distributed over a broad range. Therefore, for
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Figure 20: Temperature and velocity profiles of the TDI cavity flow.
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Figure 21: Temperature field and streamlines of the TDI cavity flow. In each sub-figure, left and right half are
results using the S1 and S2, respectively.

the PGQ method, a P2 approximation with 20 × 45 grid points and a parameter β = 1000
is employed, resulting in a discrete velocity distribution confined to a circular region with a
radius of 8. In contrast, the NC rule utilizes 89 × 89 points, covering a velocity range of
[−10, 10] × [−10, 10], which corresponds to approximately 8.8 times the number of discrete
velocities used by the PGQ method.

Fig. 22 compares the pressure, temperature, and velocity profiles obtained using both meth-
ods. Despite the more sparse velocity distribution employed by the PGQ method, its compu-
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tational accuracy is found to be in excellent agreement with that of the NC method. Addition-
ally, Fig. 23 presents the density, temperature, and velocity distributions along the stagnation
streamline, showing perfect agreement between the results from both methods. These findings
highlight the efficiency and accuracy of the PGQ method in simulating hypersonic flows.

5. Conclusion

In this study, we introduce a parametric Gaussian quadrature (PGQ) for velocity discretiza-
tion within the framework of DUGKS, an emerging computational fluid dynamics method capa-
ble of solving Boltzmann equations across various Knudsen numbers within a unified framework.
Despite its versatility, DUGKS encounters a common computational challenge wherein conven-
tional velocity discretization methods require an extensive number of nodes, particularly for
problems with high Knudsen and Mach numbers. Currently, velocity space discretization relies
mainly on Newton-Cotes quadrature and Gaussian quadrature rules, each presenting inherent
limitations within the DUGKS framework. Newton-Cotes quadrature suffers from low accuracy,
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Figure 23: Density, u-velocity, and temperature profiles along the stagnation line of the Cylinder flow.

while the conventional Gaussian quadrature struggles to align with particle velocity distribution
characteristics. Thus, there is a pressing need for the development of high-precision and flexi-
ble velocity discretization methods. Motivated by this need, we propose an approach utilizing
integral variation and parameterized weight functions to achieve the high accuracy of Gaus-
sian methods in velocity discretization, addressing the inflexibility of fixed Gaussian points.
We present two types of PGQs tailored for 2D and 3D velocity spaces, enabling adjustments
to discrete velocity points through parameters. Numerical experiments validate the efficacy
of our method across various Knudsen numbers, showcasing its superiority in computational
efficiency and accuracy compared to traditional methods such as Newton-Cotes and half-range
Gauss-Hermite quadratures. Our primary focus is on validating the 2D PGQ; however, future
work will pay more attention to the 3D PGQ and investigate its effectiveness in multi-scale
flows with high Mach numbers.

Appendix A. Gaussian quadratures for semi-infinite interval integrals

The n-th order Gaussian quadrature formula for semi-infinite interval integral presented in
this paper takes the form:

+∞∫

0

w (x) f (x) dx ≈
n−1∑

i=0

Aif (xi) = ATf(x), (A.1)

Here, the weight function w(x) = αxβ−1e−xα

,AT = [A0, A1, · · · , An−1] and xT = [x0, x1, · · · , xn−1]
represent the abscissas and weights of GGL, respectively. Particularly, for f(x) = xk, we have:

Ik =

+∞∫

0

w (x) xkdx = Γ

(
β + k

α

)
, (A.2)

where Γ denotes the Gamma function. According to the formula Eq. (A.2), we can establish a
system of equations for determining Gaussian points and weight coefficients. Assuming xT is
the root of the n-th orthogonal polynomial Rn(x) = xn +

∑n−1
m=0 an,mx

m with weight w(x) on
(0,+∞), and Rn is orthogonal to xm for 0 ≤ m<n, that is

+∞∫

0

w (x)Rn (x) x
mdx = 0, 0 ≤ m<n. (A.3)
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Table A.1: Quadrature Abscissas and Weights; w(x) = xγe−x

xi (γ = 0) wi (γ = 0) xi (γ = 1

2
) wi (γ = 1

2
)

N=2 0.5857864376269050 8.535533905932737(-1) 0.91886116991581 7.233630235462755(-1)
3.4142135623730954 1.464466094067262(-1) 4.08113883008419 1.628639019064826(-1)

N=4 0.3225476896193923 6.031541043416333(-1) 0.5235260767382691 4.530087465586076(-1)
1.7457611011583467 3.5741869243779995(-1) 2.1566487632690943 3.816169601717997(-1)
4.5366202969211280 3.888790851500541(-2) 5.1373875461767110 5.07946275722408(-2)
9.3950709123011330 5.392947055613295(-4) 10.182437613815926 8.06591150110031(-4)

N=8 0.1702796323051010 3.691885893416378(-1) 0.2826336481165991 2.2713936195247167(-1)
0.9037017767993799 4.187867808143427(-1) 1.1398738015816137 3.9359454280361506(-1)
2.2510866298661307 1.757949866371718(-1) 2.6015248434060294 2.1290897086722818(-1)
4.2667001702876590 3.334349226121566(-2) 4.724114537527790 4.7877483203138180(-2)
7.0459054023934655 2.794536235225675(-3) 7.605256299231614 4.5425174747626330(-3)
10.758516010180996 9.076508773358110(-5) 11.41718207654583 1.6240460018532575(-4)
15.740678641278006 8.485746716272541(-7) 16.49941079765582 1.6423774138061169(-6)
22.863131736889260 1.048001174871512(-9) 23.73000399593471 2.1739431266309080(-9)

N=16 0.0876494104789278 2.0615171495780069(-1) 0.1473991846163111 9.774098913713067(-2)
0.4626963289150808 3.310578549508840(-1) 0.5909018112431884 2.523079012122726(-1)
1.1410577748312270 2.6579577764421436(-1) 1.3344875116145762 2.724198251520787(-1)
2.1292836450983810 1.3629693429637774(-1) 2.3850115520046535 1.7166350712629086(-1)
3.4370866338932067 4.7328928694125220(-2) 3.752567873874768 6.9540261026554210(-2)
5.0780186145497680 1.1299900080339450(-2) 5.451062939568397 1.8734808778456017(-2)
7.0703385350482350 1.8490709435263094(-3) 7.499085532907372 3.3812292389549530(-3)
9.4383143363919380 2.0427191530827824(-4) 9.921219136072429 4.0525569008016644(-4)
12.214223368866160 1.4844586873981333(-5) 12.750055460117064 3.1561318148868834(-5)
15.441527368781617 6.8283193308712460(-7) 16.029386360375128 1.5413042593641668(-6)
19.180156856753136 1.8810248410796997(-8) 19.819512877102024 4.4749378027620335(-8)
23.515905693991908 2.862350242973859(-10) 24.206680643468307 7.136037163751593(-10)
28.578729742882140 2.127079033224097(-12) 29.321456103352332 5.532849784136933(-12)
34.583398702286620 6.297967002517801(-15) 35.37955078717556 1.703727514691122(-14)
41.940452647688330 5.050473700035547(-18) 42.79325597075464 1.418249588844844(-17)
51.701160339543320 4.161462370372804(-22) 52.618366255753244 1.213712303922957(-21)

According to Eq. (A.3), we can establish a system of equations for solving the coefficients of
polynomial Rn [43]:
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Furthermore, by combining Eq. (A.1) and Eq. (A.2), we can easily derive the following rela-
tionship: 



1
x0

x2
0

· · ·
xn−1
0

1
x1

x2
1

· · ·
xn−1
1

· · ·
· · ·
· · ·
· · ·
· · ·

1
xn−1

x2
n−1

· · ·
xn−1
n−1







A0

A1

A2

· · ·
An−1




=




I0
I1
I2
· · ·
In−1




(A.5)

In general, orthogonal polynomials and the coefficients of Gaussian quadrature can be ob-
tained through Eq. (A.4) and Eq. (A.5). However, when the order n or parameter β is large,
the condition number of the coefficient matrix of these two equations becomes large, making
the solution of the equations exceedingly difficult. Fortunately, researchers in computational
mathematics have discovered some general forms of orthogonal polynomials and coefficients.
For the generalized Gauss-Laguerre quadrature with the weight function w(x) = xαe−x, the
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Table A.2: Quadrature Abscissas and Weights; w(x) = xαe−x2

xi (α = 1) wi (α = 1) xi (α = 2) wi (α = 2)
N=2 0.5466400565221693 0.3252320794479061(0) 0.7539869079898871 0.2738413467266824(0)

1.518176674506265 0.1747679205520937(0) 1.734055298879163 0.1692721159996965(0)
N=4 0.2800995401403832 0.1139990543365298(0) 0.4238628193900528 0.7649092266787873(-l)

0.8320770658174104 0.2692323797134971(0) 1.014332104566760 0.2435439494642453(0)
1.556389870300421 0.1107889566826584(0) 1.742437375162050 0.1162953035510695(0)
2.463284959722103 0.5979609267314704(-2) 2.639813333635586 0.6783287043185401(-2)

N=8 0.1218127678061463 0.2397877317765308(-1) 0.1990000637984294 0.9599144336400067(-2)
0.3882449491473571 0.1092506819189940(0) 0.5059526450205794 0.7072944976303661(-l)
0.7651497067658092 0.1797622678433810(0) 0.9041682182040568 0.157366887003943l(0)
1.224690624761160 0.1351751653621029(0) 1.372615723971598 0.1429322724003870(0)
1.751398297664409 0.4552181928573556(-1) 1.900969572329702 0.5431444004253597(-l)
2.343383197810315 0.6064921853788935(-2) 2.490479841967435 0.7835224153141577(-2)
3.016608849956826 0.2448536436477049(-3) 3.158780677105240 0.3338952597020048(-3)
3.831371300820741 0.1516914696753451(-5) 3.966720403265353 0.2149767232664775(-5)

N=16 0.04775799543737674 0.3795307814831678(-2) 0.0817491338998452 0.7050727473210895(-3)
0.1575643611266753 0.2136808301992049(-1) 0.2154761962759740 0.7107111654073120(-2)
0.3236556568455920 0.5595857089379011(-1) 0.4003530517087630 0.2844188515941899(-l)
0.5391473546675038 0.9587168277747507(-1) 0.6298538771405607 0.6660235171398239(-l)
0.7970053979972014 0.1169082070371872(0) 0.8976124329697087 0.1025785712747278(0)
1.090958307363892 0.1029363012162623(0) 1.198149260240153 0.1077502032531791(0)
1.415975970714936 0.6468246716393942(-1) 1.527188184719962 0.7747156370638879(-l)
1.768437030466615 0.2831911613754905(-1) 1.881745606015598 0.3763106373385135(-l)
2.146149962010079 0.8362647991652432(-2) 2.260132964654088 0.1204873635560290(-l)
2.548365652625752 0.1597736202726321(-2) 2.661980315279350 0.2453208613776865(-2)
2.975896592510777 0.1870134647150351(-3) 3.088376381635592 0.3020309847850189(-3)
3.431483868308089 0.1243935496206526(-4) 3.542256017930265 0.2092121075871870(-4)
3.920694119664905 0.4208466925294357(-6) 4.029312272760483 0.7314637349679360(-6)
4.454120573510955 0.6051847030054333(-8) 4.560203031431090 0.1080646863902574(-7)
5.053674269642785 0.2643406562982473(-10) 5.156826768007481 0.4828081616137754(-10)
5.778478847939104 0.1524594098604790(-13) 5.8781144889155572 0.2840126937112534(-13)

n-th order Laguerre polynomial and the corresponding weight coefficient are given by:

L(α)
n (x) =

n∑

k=0

(
n + α
n− k

)
(−x)k

k!
, (A.6)

ωL,i =
Γ (n + α+ 1)

n!xi

[
d
dx
Lα
n (xi)

]2 , (A.7)

As a classic Gaussian quadratures, the roots of Laguerre polynomials its corresponding
weights can be directly computed using the roots genlaguerre functions in Python.

1 from scipy.special import roots_genlaguerre

2 roots , weights = roots_genlaguerre(n, alpha)

In this study, we employed Gaussian quadrature with weight functions w(x) = xαe−x,
where α = 1, 2, for simulation purposes. The corresponding abscissas and weights are detailed
in Table A.1. Additionally, Shizgal developed another Gaussian quadrature scheme utilizing
w(x) = xαe−x2

, with its respective abscissas and weights provided in Table A.2.
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Table B.1: Quadrature Abscissas and Weights; w(x) =

√
− (β + 1)3 lnxxβ

xi (β = 5) wi (β = 5) xi (β = 10) wi (β = 10) xi (β = 20) wi (β = 20)
N=2 0.57629132 0.29530203 0.72038002 0.24657219 0.83390397 0.21718414

0.88460605 0.70469797 0.92910804 0.75342781 0.95998085 0.78281586
N=4 0.32687150 0.01644316 0.48936401 0.0064105 0.65828009 0.00298003

0.57616736 0.18867383 0.6996249 0.12952583 0.81035271 0.09427616
0.79573697 0.48320350 0.86144333 0.4805269 0.91565869 0.46548481
0.94640386 0.31167951 0.96454445 0.38353676 0.97885944 0.4372590

N=8 0.14210207 1.58763404(-4) 0.25947998 9.30424950(-6) 0.44683993 1.41643758(-6)
0.27007867 3.72985550(-3) 0.39759869 5.32996239(-4) 0.57745599 1.64201979(-4)
0.41277725 2.74523303(-2) 0.53208644 7.83210768(-3) 0.68925335 4.02765858(-3)
0.56007311 1.01471606(-1) 0.65915508 4.99945124(-2) 0.78513061 3.71366747(-2)
0.70063670 2.22864169(-1) 0.77313028 1.68125955(-l) 0.86439213 1.58542160(-1)
0.82346092 3.05996280(-1) 0.86843194 3.17908269(-1) 0.92578666 3.36031562(-1)
0.91886488 2.49524321(-1) 0.94023843 3.24032578(-1) 0.96841491 3.39693725(-1)
0.97930636 8.88026753(-2) 0.98486342 1.31564278(-1) 0.99250076 1.24402601(-1)

Table B.2: Quadrature Abscissas and Weights; w(x) = (β + 1)xβ

xi (β = 5) wi (β = 5) xi (β = 1000) wi (β = 1000)
N=2 0.6307915938297450 2.3002537642198062(-1) 0.9966000912402799 1.469762770011098(-1)

0.9247639617258105 7.6997462357801940(-1) 0.9994158450147002 8.530237229989791(-1)
N=4 0.3568937290501589 9.20687849031862(-3) 0.9906905886331325 5.552852008870015(-4)

0.6146693898553784 1.285704277869184(-1) 0.9954938787780911 3.936967684862895(-2)
0.8310790038601141 4.323381849914543(-1) 0.9982635679203677 3.583465332972617(-1)
0.9665886464651178 4.2988450873130857(-1) 0.9996789487953928 6.017285046533112(-1)

N=8 0.1531506616095463 6.318986772426487(-5) 0.9775842582719582 1.232592606927976(-9)
0.2872644038839036 1.6701516899719814(-3) 0.9845129953718983 9.467213767103192(-7)
0.4346274066992901 1.4012049001526895(-2) 0.9893887815715767 9.758797732137589(-5)
0.5845185665631613 6.026768632946612(-2) 0.9930377952494749 2.922899870570007(-3)
0.7251264097133869 1.5891180670646887(-1) 0.9957781857321654 3.416227870648118(-2)
0.8451894879311451 2.7531391920671877(-1) 0.9977703722491161 1.774332399114046(-1)
0.9350435074560832 3.0920534298966784(-1) 0.9991043157836819 4.184756331090476(-1)
0.9874605085244358 1.805558542084552(-1) 0.9998311697858764 3.669074124712951(-1)

N=16 0.0526300249207461 1.0808090660056195(-7) 0.9504065523794794 8.9844662163020(-22)
0.1023279959501052 3.692254626039491(-6) 0.9595777169622102 9.4069520818247(-18)
0.1620647958527960 4.320054634061596(-5) 0.9665486941860748 1.04932114694996(-l4)
0.2305981139007020 2.831227033723278(-4) 0.9722756704743601 3.23545825106545(-l2)
0.3061601894894426 1.265639399936556(-3) 0.9771306457000029 4.03173150155723(-10)
0.3867283154576461 4.274300791549567(-3) 0.9813076086387901 2.480567336366805(-8)
0.4701224831599079 1.158174388520331(-2) 0.9849236146134018 8.507095012029777(-7)
0.5540771537028182 2.6154213640331478(-2) 0.9880557508355463 1.760801598481376(-5)
0.6363075425986467 5.04546421578546(-2) 0.9907577483321799 2.322731598070508(-4)
0.7145738468567876 8.446695946838328(-2) 0.9930684976850878 2.028065483915047(-3)
0.7867432443428619 1.237887203079341(-1) 0.9950168324677634 1.202321759750449(-2)
0.8508485426409111 1.591145057191218(-1) 0.9966243996015842 4.911476461106695(-2)
0.9051421181110701 1.7814611524839424(-1) 0.9979074658050603 1.386479427103219(-1)
0.9481438292687690 1.698212978875246(-1) 0.9988780922184497 2.663371665482716(-1)
0.9786819958664272 1.2929220912981512(-1) 0.9995449175557176 3.283183125914964(-1)
0.9959308889614428 6.130952877870559(-2) 0.9999137770404158 2.032797733601271(-1)

Appendix B. Gaussian quadratures for finite interval integrals

The Gaussian quadrature rule employed for finite interval integration in this study is ex-
pressed as:

1∫

0

w (x) f (x) dx ≈
n−1∑

i=0

Aif (xi), (B.1)
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where the weight function w(x) = (β + 1)xβ or w(x) =
√
− (β + 1)3 ln xxβ , and β > −1. The

corresponding orthogonal polynomials and weight coefficients can be determined using Eq. (A.4)

and Eq. (A.5). For instance, when w(x) =
√

− (β + 1)3 ln xxβ, the weighted integration of xk

is expressed as:

Ik =

1∫

0

√
− (β + 1)3 ln xxβ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
w(x)

xkdx =

√
π

2

(
β + 1

β + k + 1

) 3

2

. (B.2)

However, these equations become ill-conditioned as the order increases, necessitating spe-
cialized methods for their solution. This section provides the abscissa and weight coefficients
of Gaussian quadrature when β = 5, 10, 20, and n = 2, 4, 8, as shown in Table B.1.

When w(x) = (β + 1)xβ, the Gauss-Jacobi quadrature rule is applicable. Two commonly
utilized forms of weight functions for Gauss-Jacobi quadrature are w(x) = (1− x)α(1 + x)β for
x ∈ [−1, 1], and w(x) = (1−x)αxβ for x ∈ [0, 1]. These two forms are mathematically equivalent
and can be transformed into each other through simple variable substitution. For the first form,
the Jacobi polynomials and the weight coefficients of the Gauss-Jacobi quadrature, are:

J (α,β)
n (x) =

Γ (α + n+ 1)

n!Γ (α + β + n+ 1)

n∑

k=0

(
n
k

)
Γ (α + β + n + k + 1)

Γ (α + k + 1)

(
x− 1

2

)k

, (B.3)

ωJ ,i =
2α+β+1Γ (n+ α + 1)Γ (n+ β + 1)

n!Γ (n + α+ β + 1) (1− x2
i )
[

d
dx
J
(α,β)
n (xi)

]2 . (B.4)

Table B.2 presents partial abscissa and weight coefficients of Gauss-Jacobi quadrature for
β = 5 and β = 1000. Similar to Gauss-Laguerre quadrature, Gauss-Jacobi quadrature repre-
sents a classic formula in numerical analysis, with its Gaussian points and weight coefficients
readily obtainable through Python’s function library. However, in P2 of this paper, the weight
function utilized is w(x) = (β + 1)xβ for x ∈ [0, 1]. This necessitates the variable substitution
x′ = 0.5(1 + x), and α = 0. The Python code for obtaining the roots of Jacobi polynomials
and its corresponding weights is presented below:

1 from scipy.special import roots_jacobi

2 alpha = 0

3 roots , weights = roots_jacobi (n, alpha , beta)

4 roots = 0.5 * (1 + roots)

5 weights = 0.5**( beta +1) * (beta + 1) * weights
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