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A COUPLED IMEX DOMAIN DECOMPOSITION METHOD FOR
HIGH-ORDER TIME INTEGRATION OF THE ES-BGK MODEL
OF THE BOLTZMANN EQUATION

DOMENICO CAPARELLO AND TOMMASO TENNA

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we propose a high-order domain decomposition method
for the ES-BGK model of the Boltzmann equation, which dynamically detects
regions of equilibrium and non-equilibrium. Our implementation automatically
switches between Euler equations in regions where the fluid is at equilibrium,
and the ES-BGK model elsewhere. The main challenge addressed in this work is
the development of a coupled strategy between the macroscopic and the kinetic
solvers, which preserves the overall temporal order of accuracy of the scheme. A
coupled IMEX method is introduced across decomposed subdomains and solvers.
This approach is based on a coupled IMEX method and allows high accuracy
and computational efficiency. Several numerical simulations in two space dimen-
sions are performed, in order to validate the robustness of our approach and the
expected temporal high-order convergence.

2020 MATHEMATICS SUBJECT CLASSIFICATION: 82B40, 76P05, 65104, 65M55.

1. INTRODUCTION

Numerical strategies for kinetic equations have been widely investigated over the
last decades. These models describe the behavior of particles of rarefied gas under-
going instantaneous collisions and appear in a variety of systems, ranging from astro-
physics and aerospace applications [12, 18] to plasma physics phenomena [19, 11, 3].
The seminal Boltzmann Equation represents the cornerstone to describe the dy-
namics of a gas which is not in thermodynamical equilibrium, through a distribu-
tion function which depends on space, velocity and time [15]. This means that for
its nature, this statistical distribution function lives in a seven dimensional space
(three dimensions both for the physical space and the velocity space, plus the time
variable). Simplifications of such systems in a bi-dimensional framework still have
prohibitive computational cost. Several simplified kinetic models have been pro-
posed, such as the relaxation approximation of the Boltzmann equation known as
BGK equation [3]. The most problematic aspect of the BGK equation is that, in
the macroscopic limit, it produces the incorrect coefficients for the Navier Stokes
equation. To this aim, a corrected version of this model has been proposed, called
ellipsoidal statistical BGK equation (ES-BGK). This model has been introduced in
[29] and it satisfies the correct conservation laws, yielding the Navier-Stokes approx-
imation via the Chapman-Enskog expansion, see also [5].

One of the most challenging aspects of the numerical approximation of kinetic equa-
tions is the “curse of dimensionality”. These models combine linear transport with

(Domenico Caparello) UNIVERSITE COTE D’AzZUR, CNRS, LJAD, PARC VALROSE, F-06108
NICE, FRANCE — DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, UNIVERSITY OF FER-
RARA, ITALY

(Tommaso Tenna) UNIVERSITE COTE D’AZUR, CNRS, LJAD, PARC VALROSE, F-06108 NICE,
FRANCE — DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA, SAPIENZA UNIVERSITA DI Roma, P.LE ALDO MORO
5, 00185 ROME, ITALY

Key words and phrases. ES-BGK equation; Domain Decomposition methods; High-Order; IMEX
schemes.

1


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.03586v1

2 A HIGH-ORDER COUPLING METHOD FOR THE ES-BGK MODEL

nonlinear collision operators in a high dimensional kinetic space, making them sig-
nificantly more expensive than their fluid-dynamical counterparts from a compu-
tational point of view. The other issue is represented by the presence of multiple
scales, which requires proper numerical methods to treat the stiff dynamics arising in
problems with different regimes [23, 32]. The aim of this paper is the construction of
an efficient high-order numerical solver for the multiscale ES-BGK equation, devel-
oping a high-order in time domain decomposition method, which is able to rapidly
compute an accurate solution for all regimes. In particular, the kinetic solver is
based on a finite volume scheme combined the IMEX method proposed by Filbet
and Jin in [24]. For the sake of completeness, we mention different techniques devel-
oped for the approximation of the ES-BGK equation, e.g. random particle methods
[1], semi-Lagrangian schemes [10] or micro-macro flux vector splitting [15].

The motivation behind domain decomposition methods is the use of macroscopic
equations (e.g. Fuler equations) in regions where the fluid is close to equilibrium,
while restricting kinetic solvers for regions where non-equilibrium effects are dom-
inant. Indeed, Euler equations are not valid when the fluid is out of equilibrium;
therefore, kinetic models are required in those regions. These domain decomposi-
tion methods blend kinetic and fluid models, by partitioning the domain and using
switching criteria based on physical indicators [52, 54, 20, 19]. The core of this strat-
egy lies in replacing the full kinetic equation with its macroscopic closure, thereby
reducing the computational cost associated with the numerical approximation. Sev-
eral papers have developed methods based on this idea, introducing many different
types of regime indicators, see [52, 33, 1, 2, 17, 25, 14]. For the sake of completeness,
we mention other recent works exploiting this hybrid domain decomposition strategy
for different kinetic equations, such as the Vlasov-BGK or the Vlasov-Poisson-BGK
equations [19, 35, 37, 30].

However, in regimes far from equilibrium, a robust and efficient solver for the res-
olution of the full ES-BGK equation is necessary. Different strategies have been
implemented to avoid explicit time integration of general stiff kinetic equations, e.g.
IMEX schemes [13, 44, 23, 21, 31, 45, 12, 11] or projective integration methods
[34, 42, 7, 51]. These schemes allow the use of bigger time steps, without any re-
striction due to the stiffness of the system. The most challenging aspect is related to
the combination of such high-order schemes with domain decomposition methods.
Indeed, inaccurate coupling strategies between the kinetic and the fluid models may
lead to low-order approximation, even using high-order time integrators.

In this paper, we propose a numerical method which exploits the advantages of a do-
main decomposition method for the ES-BGK model to detect regions of equilibrium,
employing a new coupled strategy based on IMEX schemes to reach higher order
approximations. The approach we propose is not problem-dependent and it can be
easily extended to other types of kinetic equations, leading to a greater speedup
and enhancing performance of the method, along with a reduced computational
cost. Several numerical examples in two space dimensions are included to show the
quality of the approximation and the desired properties of the scheme.

Structure of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is
devoted to the introduction of the ES-BGK model and its Chapman-Enskog expan-
sion. The numerical strategy is presented in Section 3, where domain decomposition
method is described and the coupled IMEX scheme is constructed. In Section 4 we
perform several numerical tests in two space dimensions to validate the accuracy of
the proposed scheme and its ability to reproduce stiff phenomena.
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2. THE ES-BGK EQUATION

Let us consider a given non-negative initial distribution function fy(x,v) for = €
Q C R% and v € R%. The open set (2 is a bounded Lipschitz-continuous domain of
R% _ and appropriate boundary conditions will be described in the following sections.
Then, the particle distribution function f¢ = f¢(¢, z,v), for ¢t > 0, evolves according
to the ES-BGK equation which, in absence of external forces, has the form

afe
ot

bu Vo = L o(f),
g
(2.1)

fa(07$7v) = f(](.’I},U),

The parameter € > 0 is the Knudsen number, defined as the ratio between the mean
free path of particles before a collision and the physical length scale of observation.
This quantity governs the frequency of collisions, giving an indication of the rar-
efaction of the gas: if ¢ <« 1 the evolution of the particle system is governed by
collisions and the gas is dense (fluid regime); viceversa, if € ~ 1 the evolution of the
particle system is governed by the advection term and the gas can be considered
rarefied [15]. In the following we will denote f without the superscript € whenever
the dependence on ¢ is understood.

We assume that the collision operator fulfils three fundamental assumptions

(H;) It preserves mass, momentum and kinetic energy. This properties can be,
respectively, expressed as

/Rdv Q(f)(v)dv =0, /Rdv A(f)(w)vdv =0, /d Q(f)(v) [v[2 dv = 0.

Rav

(H2) The Boltzmann entropy is dissipated (H-theorem) [15, 16]

[, Q) g @) dv < 0

(H3) The equilibria are given by Maxwellian distributions

o o
Mou't = 5 mays eXp( 2T ) ’

where the density, velocity and temperature of the gas p, uw and T are com-
puted as suitable moments of the distribution function f,

1 1
= v)dv, u:f/ vf(v)dv, T = / w—v]?f(v)dv.
o= [ 1 v o o @)
According to assumptions (Hz)-(Hg),when ¢ — 0, the distribution f° converges
(at least formally) to a Maxwellian distribution, whose moments are solution to the
compressible Euler system

Op + divy(pu) = 0,

(2.2) O(pu) +divy (pu®u + pTI) = Ogs,

OE +divy (u(E+pT)) = 0,

where I is the identity matrix and E represents the total energy

1 d
E = —plu]® + 2pT.
SPlul”+ op
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The pressure P is related to the internal energy by
1
P=(y-1) (E - 2p|u12> :

where v = (d, + 2)/d, is the polytropic constant, thus yielding P = pT". This limit
is typically referred to as an hydrodynamic limit. We refer to [28, 19] for a complete
review of hydrodynamic limits of Boltzmann-type equations.
In the BGK equation, the collision operator consists in a relaxation operator towards
the Maxwellian equilibrium state, namely

T

(2.3) Qf) = - Mpurlfl = 1)
where M, 1 is given by (Hg) and 7 > 0, generally depending on the macroscopic
moments [22]. For the sake of simplicity, in the following we will avoid the sub-

scripts in the expression of the Maxwellian distribution function M, whenever the
dependence on macroscopic moments is not needed.

As e — 0, this model has the correct Euler limit (2.2) but, at the first-order correc-
tion in €, the coefficients obtained at the Navier-Stokes level are incorrect. Indeed,
despite this model preserves mass, momentum and kinetic energy and provides the
correct dissipation of the Boltzmann entropy, it produces the incorrect Prandtl num-
ber, as described in Section 2.1.

Several kinetic models have been proposed as alternative to the BGK equation, in
order to give the correct transport coefficients at the Navier-Stokes level, such as
the ellipsoidal statistical (ES-BGK) model [29, 5]. It consists in a relaxation oper-
ator, where the Maxwellian distribution function M[f] in (2.3) is replaced by an
anisotropic Gaussian function G[f], defined by

v—u)TT 1 v—u
(2.4) glf] :\/dc”c?TT)eXp <—( ) 7; ( )>7

where the temperature tensor 7 is defined as

(2.5) T=[1-p8)TI+ pe],
and the opposite of the stress tensor © is given by
1
(2.6) ®- 7/ (0 —w) ® (v —u) f(v)do.
P JRdv
Therefore now the collision operator reads as follows
T
(27) Q(f) = 2 (Gl - f).

2.1. Chapman-Enskog expansion. Let us introduce a perturbation h around the
Maxwellian equilibrium M defined as

(2.8) f=M+eh.

In the asymptotic limit € — 0, the distribution function G becomes isotropic, and it
converges to the classical Maxwellian M [24]. Thus, at order zeroth in the Chapman-
Enskog expansion (i.e. f = M), one recovers the Euler equations.

Let us now focus on the first order expansion.

Similarly to Equation (2.8), the operator G and © can be expanded as [24]

G=M+eg,
O =TI+ 0;.

For the sake of simplicity, we will restrict to the case d, = 3. The quantity h can be
expressed as [24]

(2.9)

(2.10) h=g— =" — 20 VoM.
T T
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From [38, 28, 19] we rewrite the following equation

oM 1 1, 2| 5 V. T
211) 22 40V, =M |~ — le?1) - v, el o) .. ’
(2.11) o +v-V, M[T<c®c 3\0\ > Vu+<2T 5)¢

where ¢ = v — u.
By introducing the following Sonine polynomials [38, 28, 39]

_vu v-u yv—uP
v~ VT 3 T

B(v— u) = ]v—u\2_§ v—u
Wow) =\ 3|

A(v—u) I,

(2.12)

it is possible to rewrite Equation (2.11) as

oM VT
2.1 — Vg = A:V, B- :
(2.13) gD +v M [ u + T ]
From [24] the perturbation of the anisotropic Gaussian G
(2.14) 9= 2%/\4 (—w)T O (v—u).
Then combining these last two quantities, one gets that
s V.T

M
:WM(U—U)T@MU—U)—? A:V,u+B- T

Hence, the first order correction to the fluxes in the formal conservation law yields
the compressible Navier-Stokes system with O(e) dissipation terms [21]

(2.15) h

Op + divg(pu) = 0,
(2.16) O(pu) +divy (pu®@u + pTI) = edivy(pD(u)),
OE +divy (u(E+pT)) = edivy (uD(w)u + kV,T),
where the scalar quantities y and x are respectively the viscosity and the thermal

conductivity, while D(u) = (Vyu) + (Vou)" — 2div, (u) as defined in [25]. In the
ES-BGK model, we have [24]

_ Lt AT and K= 5T
F=1- BT 27
The Prandt]l number is defined as [21]
TH
2.1 Pr=——=
(2.17) g v—1k’

where the polytropic constant v = (d, + 2)/d, represents the ratio between specific
heat at constant pressure and at constant volume. Then, for the ES-BGK model, it
satisfies

1
2.18 Pr=——
( ) T 1 _ 57
where 8 € [—1/2,1). In the case of BGK equation 5 = 0 and one gets the incorrect
Prandt]l number Pr = 1. Since the majority of the gases has Pr < 1 (in particular the
hard-sphere model of monoatomic gas in the Boltzmann equation leads to a Prandtl
number close to 2/3), this motivates the introduction of the ES-BGK equation.



6 A HIGH-ORDER COUPLING METHOD FOR THE ES-BGK MODEL

3. NUMERICAL METHOD

3.1. Domain Decomposition Method. The approach used in this paper is in-
spired by the foundational works of Levermore, Morokoff, and Nadiga [39] and Filbet
and Rey [25]. In particular, we combine a domain decomposition (also called hy-
brid) strategy with a temporal high-order coupling, resulting in a very efficient fully
explicit solver.

The proposed hybrid method offers two main advantages: it guarantees high accu-
racy in multiscale regimes compared to classical fluid solvers, since in moderate and
highly non-equilibrium areas (where Euler equations are no longer valid) the method
employs the full kinetic ES-BGK model, providing accurate resolution of shocks and
boundary layers; at the same time, by dynamically updating equilibrium regions, it
confines the expensive resolution of the full kinetic equation to small regions, relying
on the efficient fluid solver elsewhere. This approach allows to obtain a significant
speedup for the approximation of the ES-BGK equation without compromising ac-
curacy and physical fidelity.

Several criteria may be introduced to decompose the domain. In [13], a macroscopic
criterion based on the value of the Knudsen number ¢ is used to switch between the
hydrodynamic description and the kinetic one. We recall that the Knudsen number
is defined as the ratio between the mean free path of particles and the characteristic
physical length scale of the system. By fixing a threshold for the Knudsen number,
the regime indicator is easily constructed.

Following [25, 26, 14], in this paper two different criteria are employed: one to
identify when the hydrodynamic description breaks down, needing a transition to
the kinetic framework, and another to determine when it is appropriate to switch
from the kinetic regime back to the hydrodynamic description. The key tool for
introducing these criteria is the Chapman-Enskog expansion, see Section 2.1.

3.1.1. Computation of indicators. In this subsection, we define the indicators which
will be used in the method. Let us introduce the moment realizability matrix, which
captures the internal structure of the distribution function f through its collisional
invariants. This matrix encodes how the macroscopic fields defined in (Hg) de-
viate from those compatible with a realizable non-negative distribution function f.
Heuristically, it reflects whether the computed moments lie within the physically ad-
missible set generated by f. Following the ideas of [39, 25], the moment realizability
matrix provides a natural indicator of hydrodynamic breakdown: when the matrix
is not compatible anymore with a positive distribution function, the macroscopic
closure becomes unreliable and f is no longer close to equilibrium.

To this aim, let us introduce the following vector

1
v —Uu
(3.1) m=| 7 |
o-ul? 5
2T 2

and let us define the following moment realizability matrix M
1

(3.2) M= - /(m ®@m)fdv.
p

The integral such defined is a positive semi-definite matrix for any non-negative
(and not identically zero a.e.) distribution function [53]. The moment realizability
criterion is based on the following idea. By computing this matrix for different
closures of the distribution function f (such as Euler or Navier-Stokes) and by
checking whether the matrix M is positive semi-definite, we can determine whether
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the closure is physically acceptable or not.
By explicitly computing (3.2), we obtain the expression

1 o -1
(3.3) M=|0 I+A B]|,
-1 BT C

where we have introduced the following quantities

— 1

A= f/A(v—u)fdv,
P

;/B(v —u)fdv,

2
1 lv—ul®> 5
p/< oT _2> fdv.

Now we will compute an important relation for the quantity C. Let us observe that
1 5
/|v —ultfdv — T

4pT?
At this point it is possible to use the Holder’s inequality

(3:6) st < ( [owpa)”" ([ mepa)”

with p = ¢ = 2, h(v) = VF, g(v) = V/flv — u|? to set a lower bound on the fourth
moment appearing in the last expression of C. Please note that the inequality (3.6)
holds strict, since h and g are not linearly dependent [27, Section 6.2].

After some computation, one gets

(3.4) B

Qi
1

(3.5) C =

(3.7) /ﬂv—m%v>mﬂ%

which implies C' > 1. Since it is a positive quantity, it is possible to compute the
Schur complement [30] of M. This operation preserves the eventual positive semi-
definiteness of the matrix, in the sense that once the leading block is known to be
positive semi-definite, the semi-definiteness of the full matrix is equivalent to the
one of the Schur complement S. Then, we obtain

1 BT

n
Il
Q
Q
|
|

(3.8)

B - BBT
C C
Since C' > 1, then we can compute again the Schur complement S obtaining

_ BRBT
(3.9) S=1+A-

c-1
So the original matrix M is semidefinite positive if and only if the matrix S is also
semidefinite positive.

Let us compute the matrix § at order zeroth and first in Chapman-Enskog ex-
pansion, by using results obtained in Section 2.1. We start by computing A, B and
C at order zeroth and first.
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Order 0.
- 1
(3.10) Ay = p/A(U —u)Mdv =10
= 1
(3.11) By = p/B(v —u)Mdv =0
2
| lv—ul> 5 5
12 Y A e _2
(3.12) Co p/( - 2)/\4@ ;
Order 1.
- 1 D
(3.13) A= p/A(v —u)(M+eh)dv=0 +6§®1 —€ E—u) = — D(u)piT,
where we used the fact that the tensor @1 is traceless, @1 = O], ©; = — (1Tﬁ) Dgu)
and that the viscosity p = T(fifﬁ) [24].
(3.14) /vi w) (M +eh)do = 0 — eV, T,
P2
where we recall that the thermal conductivity s %p? [24].
2
~ 1 lv—ul> 5 5
1 = _ = h)dv = -
(3.15) o p/( —~ 2) (M +eh)do = 5 + 20

At this point we can now compute the matrix S at order zeroth and first of the
Chapman-Enskog Expansion, by simply plugging (3.10)-(3.12) and (3.13)-(3.15) into
equation (3.9).

Order 0. At order zeroth we have
(3.16) So=1L
Order 1. At order first we have

2
I 2 K
3.17 S=1-eD(u)— — = V. T)(V:T)T.
Then, the idea is to monitor the evolution of the matrix S [53, 25, 39]. Indeed,

the moment realizability criterion states that the fluid dynamic description breaks
down when the perturbation is too large such that S, and thus M, is no longer
positive semi-definite. More details on how to build the hybrid solver are discussed
in the following Section.

3.1.2. Breakdown criteria. The goal of this subsection is defining a criterion to de-
termine the appropriate model — fluid or kinetic — to be used [53, 39, 25, .
The underlying idea is the following: we evaluate the quantity S defined in Equa—
tion (3.9) at two successive orders of the Chapman-Enskog expansion in e. Since
higher order expansions yield increased model accuracy, each order is naturally as-
sociated with a different model. In particular, the zero-th order in the Chapman-
Enskog expansion corresponds to the Euler equations (representing the lowest accu-
racy), while the first-order expansion corresponds to the ES-BGK equation (repre-
senting the highest accuracy).
Therefore, we obtain two different matrices corresponding to the different order of
the Chapman-Enskog expansion in e: Sy, associated with the zero-th order expansion
and the Euler equations, and Sy, associated to first order expansion and the ES-BGK
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equation. In each cell of the spatial domain, both matrices can be evaluated, and
consequently compared in order to determine whether a transition between levels is
required. If, in a given cell, the matrix &; differs significantly from Sy, this indicates
that the zero-th order layer (Euler equations) is no longer sufficiently accurate, and
the first-order layer (kinetic, ES-BGK) must be employed instead. To quantify this
difference, we compare the eigenvalues of these two matrices [25, 26, 14].

From Section 2.1 we already know that at order zeroth

(3.18) So=1,

while at first order

2
(3.19) S =1—cDw) s 2 (a “3> (VoT) (VaT)T.
pT 3\ pI2

Hence, we claim that the zero-th order layer (Euler equations) is valid when the
matrix S; behaves similarly to the reference matrix Sy = I, meaning that it remains
positive definite and its eigenvalues are close to unity. Conversely, the zero-th order
layer description will become inadequate when the discrepancy between the eigen-
values A1 of &1 and the eigenvalues A\g = 1 of Sy becomes too large. Therefore, our
criterion for switching from the Euler description (Layer 0) to ES-BGK description
(Layer 1) is given by the following condition

(3.20) I\ € Sp(Si) such that [Ag| =\ — 1] > n,

where n > 0 is a small parameter (problem-dependent quantity). Indeed, if this
conditions is satisfied, it means that the eigenvalues associated to the first order ex-
pansion deviate excessively from those corresponding to the zero-th order expansion,
implying that the Layer-0 description is no longer accurate. Therefore, we adopt
this criterion in our numerical scheme to automatically switch between the Euler
equations (Layer 0) and the ES-BGK equation (Layer 1).

Remark 3.1. This criterion must also be verified when transitioning from Layer
1 (kinetic, ES-BGK) to Layer 0 (Euler equations). In particular, the switch from
Layer 1 to Layer 0 may be carried out only when the following condition is satisfied

(3.21) IAal = | it x) — 1] <n vV A1 € Sp(S1).

This condition is necessary, but not sufficient, to justify a transition from Layer 1
to Layer 0, as we will discuss below.

Whenever the full kinetic description of a gas is available (Layer 1), several meth-
ods exist to assess how far the gas is from thermal equilibrium, see for instance [19].
In our numerical scheme we compare for each point (¢, z), the distribution function
f obtained as solution of the ES-BGK equation, with the Maxwellian M, whose
moments coincide with those of f. Hence, our numerical scheme can automatically
switch from Layer 1 (kinetic, ES-BGK) to Layer 1 (Euler equations) if the following
condition is met

(322) Hf(t,l’, ) - Mp,u,T(ta z, )”quj < 5;

where ¢ is a small parameter (which is a problem dependent quantity). Both con-
ditions (3.20) and (3.22) must be satisfied in order for the transition to Layer 0 o
occur.

3.2. Velocity and Spatial Discretization. Let us consider a general 2D spatial
cartesian grid [0, L,] x [0, Ly|, discretized using N, and N, cells in the z- and y-
direction, respectively. Then, the spatial cartesian grid is discretized into volumes
of size AxAy. Each cell is given by

CZ] = [xi—1/27$i+1/2] X [yj—1/27yj+1/2]a i=1,...,Ng, j=1,.. '7Ny7
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where ;419 = 2; £ Ax/2 and y;41 /0 = y; + Ay/2.

For the kinetic model, we introduce a 2D discrete velocity grid, representing the set
of admissible velocities. Let us truncate the velocity space by fixing some bounds and
setting a square grid [—Umax, Umax]® in the velocity space with a total of N, points
and Av as the grid step. For the sake of simplicity and without loss of generality, we
consider the same number of points in each direction. The continuous distribution
function f(t,z,v) is then replaced by a vector

fre(z,t) = f(t,x,vg), k=1,...,N,.

Using this approximation, the discrete kinetic model consists of a set of N,, evolution
equations in the velocity space of the form

1
(3:23) Ofr + vk - Va(fi) = gQ(fk), 1<k <N,
The velocity and spatial discretizations lead to an approximation of the form
(3.24)  fir(t) = f(t,xs,vp), where x; € [0, L] x [0, Ly], vk € [~Vmax: Vmax)>-

For the sake of completeness, we report here the Euler equations (2.2) in 2D written
in a compact form as

(3.25) 0,U + div, F(U) = 0,
where
p gux Py
_ | pU= _ puy + P _ PUy Uy
(326) U= puy ) FJE(U) - PUz Uy ) Fy(U) - puz + P )
E uz(E + P) uy(E + P)

and P = (y—1) (E — %p (ui + ui)) is the pressure, p, uz, uy, E and v are, respec-
tively, the density, velocity along z-direction, velocity along y-direction, energy and
specific heat ratio.

In our numerical scheme, we employ a CWENQO3 scheme with a Lax-Friedrichs flux
reconstruction [40, 16], both for the discretization of the flux F of the Euler equa-
tions and for the discretization of the advection term of the ES-BGK model.

Since the focus of this work is on time integration, we shall use f and U to denote
their spatially discrete counterparts (for f including the velocity discretization),
whenever no ambiguity may arise.

3.3. Construction of the coupling model. It is important to note that the cou-
pled strategy presented in this section can be adapted to any kind of coupled system.
Let us describe the evolution of the domain decomposition method, by focusing on
the transition between macroscopic and kinetic regime in a cell C;; at time t". We
define Q7. .., the set of macroscopic cells and €}, the set of kinetic cells at time ",

U Q. Assuming a regime transition for

such that the entire domain Q" = Q7 ..
the cell C;;, two different situations may occur:

n

macros W€ can reconstruct

e Transition from kinetic to fluid regime. If C;; C )
the hydrodynamic fields as
computed as suitable moments of the distribution function
(Hs).
o Transition from fluid to kinetic regime. If C;; C €}, we can reconstruct the
particle distribution function Z(v) as a Maxwellian distribution function
(3.28) i (k) = Mgn un o (), Vg,

177717

n

;j(v), using

n

where (pj}, ujy, T7%) is the numerical solution to the Euler equation (3.25).
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Remark 3.2. The procedure described above is not valid only to describe a regime
transition from t"~1 to t", but should be applied at each time step to reconstruct the
numerical fluzes in buffer regions. Indeed, the numerical approzimation of U and f
in the cell C;; requires information from the neighbor cells, according to the stencil
of the method. To clarify this idea, let us consider an example where the cell C;;
is kinetic and the cell C;—1; is macroscopic. In this setting, we need to reconstruct
fi—1j, in order to evaluate the transport and evolve f;;. Conversely, this procedure
applies to macroscopic cells having kinetic cells in their stencil.

3.4. Time Integration. Let us consider the following semidiscrete version of the
macroscopic Euler system

(3.29) U = —®(U),

where @ is a proper discretization of div, F, as described in Section 3.2.
Analogously, let us introduce the semidiscrete version of the kinetic ES-BGK model
as

(3.30) owf=—-L(>f)+ %Q(f),

where L represents a suitable discretization in the phase space of the advection op-
erator v- V. f, as described in Section 3.2.

3.4.1. High-Order Runge-Kutta Schemes. Let us recall the main properties of Runge-
Kutta (RK) methods, which will be employed for the time discretization of the Euler
equations. We consider an explicit S-stage RK method for the Equation (3.29). Let
us consider a time step discretization given by At, then we have

s—1
U =gn + At Zasylkl,
(331) =1 1<s< S,
Kk, = —® (t” 1 ey At U(S)) ,

and finally compute

S
(3.32) Ut =U"+ At> bk
=1

The matrix A = (a&l)il:l is the so-called Runge-Kutta matriz, the vector b =
(bs)5_; and ¢ = (cs)5_, are the Runge-Kutta weights and the Runge-Kutta nodes,

s=1
respectively. The weights b, and ¢, are chosen to ensure consistency of the method,

requiring 0 < bs <1 and 0 < ¢, <1 and

S S—1
(3.33) dobe=1,> ag=c;, 1<s<8S
s=1 s=1

We recall that each Runge-Kutta scheme can be expressed in term of its Butcher’s
tableau as
c| A

o
3.4.2. Coupling Conditions. The construction of classical Implicit-Explicit (IMEX)

Runge-Kutta schemes is based on the application of an implicit discretization to the
source terms and an explicit one to the non-stiff term [0, 13, 44]. We refer to [11]
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for a complete review on the topic. This approach applied to system (3.30) takes
the form

i—1 i
(3.34) f(i) = - Atz az‘jﬁ(f(j)) + Atzaijég(f(j)),

Jj=1 j=1

i=1 i=1

The discretization is performed by choosing At, which is the time step.

The matrices A = (d;;), ai; = 0 for j > i and A = (a;;) are the s x s Runge-Kutta
matrices chosen such that the resulting scheme is explicit in £ and implicit in Q.
For the sake of clarity, the reader can think about A as a lower-triangular matrix
(typically diagonally-implicit method) and A as a strongly lower-triangular matrix.
The corresponding weight (or coefficient) vectors are denoted by b = (by, ..., bs)7,
b= (b1,...,bs)T. Several techniques have been proposed to accelerate the computa-
tion, without increasing the complexity of the system. The order conditions derived
in [0, 13] for IMEX schemes are based on the Taylor expansion of the exact and nu-
merical solutions. More precisely, conditions for schemes of order p are obtained by
imposing that the Taylor expansion of the solution to system (3.30) at time " 4+ At
matches the Taylor expansion of the Runge-Kutta scheme, up to O(AtP+1).

For coupled problems, e.g. domain decomposition methods, new conditions arise
because of the coupling of different schemes. In the particular setting of our domain
decomposition strategy, a standard Runge-Kutta method is used for the discretiza-
tion of the Euler equations and an IMEX scheme [24] is employed for the ES-BGK
equation.

This approach applied to systems (3.29)-(3.30) leads to (3.34)-(3.35) for the ES-BGK
model, coupled with the following additional equation for the Euler system

i—1

(3.36) UD = " - Aty aeUY),
j=1

(3.37) Urtt = U"—AtY b e(UY),
=1

where the matrix A can be thought as a strongly lower-triangular matrix. This
Runge-Kutta scheme is also characterized by the coefficient weights b. In this
case, the coupling involves all the Equations (3.34)-(3.37), because at each stage
i=1,...,5, we must solve the two systems in a fully coupled manner. At every
stage, this requires both reconstructing the Maxwellian distribution functions or
computing the corresponding moments in the buffer regions, as described in Sec-
tion 3.3. This procedure is essential to preserve the overall high-order accuracy of
the scheme, since each intermediate Runge-Kutta stage must incorporate the up-
dated information provided by the other system, as we will show in Section 4. As
a consequence, no system can be advanced independently of the other and coupling
conditions must be provided.

The order conditions up to p = 3 are given by the following relations.

Flirst order.

(3.38) bi=1, > bi=1 Y b=1L
i i=1 i=1

-
I
_
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Second order.

(339) ZZ_)ZEZ = 1/2, ZEZéZ = 1/2, Zbici = 1/2,

ZBiCizl/Q, 261'5121/2, ZEiCi:l/Q’

(3.40) .
dobici=1/2, > bici=1/2. Y b =1/2.

Third order.
N biaye =1/6, > bie =1/3,
ij i

(3.41) S bidie; =1/6, > bidie; = 1/3,
ij i

Zbiaijcj == 1/6, Z biCiCi == 1/3,
i %

1 .
ZBZ a’ij 7] - 67 V(,B,Oé,')/) S {b7 b7 b} X {G,C_L, d} X {Cv 67 6}7

(3.42) " 1
> Bivivi = 3 VB edd b,b} x {c,¢,&} x {c, ¢, ¢}

The appearance of additional conditions naturally arises from the need to couple
all three schemes simultaneously. Indeed, conditions (3.38), (3.39), (3.41) are the
standard order conditions for the three tableau, each of them taken separately. Con-
ditions (3.40) and (3.42) are new conditions that arise because of the coupling of
the three schemes.

In our setting, the order conditions will simplify a lot, since we can set A = A,
b=band ¢ = ¢ Indeed, the Butcher’s tableau used for the approximation of the
explicit term in the ES-BGK model can also be employed for the time integration of
the Euler equations. This automatically reduces the coupling conditions to the ones
described in [13] for IMEX schemes. In our code we implement the temporal third
order IMEX DIRK scheme ARS(2,3,3) [6], which is characterized by the following
two Butcher tableaus

E‘fl C‘A
b b
given by
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
«a a 0 0 a 0 o 0
l-aja—-1 2—-2a 0’ l-a|0 1-2a0 « '’
|0 /2  1/2 0 1/2 1/2

where a = (3 + 1/3)/6. The tableau on the left is used to integrate in time the
explicit term, while the one on the right is used for the implicit integration.
Different IMEX-RK methods can be applied but their discussion lies beyond the
scope of this work. For further details, we refer the reader to [31, 9, 1 1] and references
therein.

Remark 3.3. As already mentioned in the Introduction, different schemes can be
introduced to solve the kinetic equation. For instance, projective integration methods
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[34, 12] have been proposed to deal with more complicated collision operators for
which IMEX schemes are not easily constructed (e.g. the full Boltzmann equation).
The coupling strategy for domain decomposition methods can be easily extended to
these time integrators, reaching high-order of accuracy in time.

3.5. Numerical Algorithm. Let us describe the numerical approach to implement
this strategy, which is summarized in Algorithm 1. The key aspect is the coupling
between the two models (3.27)-(3.28), which must be performed at each stage of
the Runge-Kutta scheme, see also Remark 3.2. This coupling is fundamental to
maintain the overall high-order of accuracy of the method. If the coupling is only
performed at each time step t" (not at each stage), the order of accuracy reduces
to 1. In the numerical tests of Section 3 we will refer to this latter approach as
low-order coupling (LOC) hybrid method.

Here it is important to remark that the coupling operation on the seventh row

Algorithm 1 High-order Domain Decomposition Method for the ES-BGK Equation

Require: Initial condition (f° U°), time step At, Butcher tableaux (c;,aij, b;),
(51‘, dij, bz) and (Ez‘, C_Lij, bl)
1: whilet < T do
2:  Regime update according to (3.20)
3: fori=1tosdo

4: {Compute stages}

i—1
5: Macroscopic solution: U® = U™ — At Z Etij@(U(j))
j=1

i—1 i
4 : 1 .
6: Kinetic solution: f() = f* — At E a L(f9) + At E aing(f(J))
j=1 i=1

7: Coupling through (3.27)-(3.28)
8: end for

9:  Update macroscopic solution: U1 = U™ — Atz b ®(UD)
i=1

10:  Update kinetic solution: f"+1 = f — Atz Eiﬁ(f(i)) + Atz bléQ(f(i))
i=1 i=1

11:  Coupling through (3.27)-(3.28)
12 Update time t =t + At

13: end while

14: return (fN,UV)

of the Algorithm 1 is what allows the scheme to maintain the overall temporal
order of accuracy. Indeed, as numerically demonstrated in Section 4, if the coupling
procedure is executed only after each timestep (eleventh row in the Algorithm 1)
the overall temporal order of accuracy reduces to one, while our approach is able to
preserve the temporal third order of accuracy of the ARS233 numerical scheme.

3.6. Properties of the scheme. We observe that for € = 0 the regime indicators
naturally lead to a fully hydrodynamic domain, meaning that we automatically solve
the Euler equations. Indeed, we recall the expression of S; associated to the first
order of the Chapman-Enskog expansion is

2
" 2 K
(3.43) S1=1- ED(u)p—T ~3 (EpTg> (V.T) (VT
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For ¢ = 0 we have §; = Sy and A4 = 0, which implies that the inequality (3.20),
namely

(3.44) N\ € Sp(sl) |)\A| >n,

is never satisfied for any value of 7 > 0. This means that for ¢ = 0, the regime
indicators identify the entire domain as hydrodynamic and the scheme reduces to
solving the Euler equations.

Let us now focus on the Navier-Stokes limit and let us assume ¢ is chosen such that
the regime indicators lead to a full kinetic domain, meaning that we never solve the
Euler equations. In this regime, the preservation of the asymptotic behavior is au-
tomatically inherited from the AP properties of the IMEX scheme for the ES-BGK
equation, as shown in [24]. This means that the combination of a domain decompo-
sition method with an asymptotic-preserving scheme for the kinetic equation ensures
high efficiency and accuracy in all regimes [32]. For the sake of completeness, we
mention a very recent paper on the asymptotic analysis of IMEX-RK schemes for
the ES-BGK equation at the Navier-Stokes level [9].

Concerning conservation properties of the scheme, we observe that the same spa-
tial discretization is employed for both the Euler and the ES-BGK equations. This
choice ensures consistency between the two descriptions and, in particular, guaran-
tees the global conservation properties of the overall numerical method. By relying
on a unified discretization framework, the scheme preserves the fundamental con-
servation structure of both models across regime transitions, as already observed in

[19]-

4. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this Section we perform some numerical tests in order to validate our numerical
scheme. A first numerical test is performed to show the novelty of this work, i.e. a
coupling time integrator able to preserve the overall time order accuracy. Then we
perform some tests 2D in space and 2D in velocity to show the ability of the scheme
to deal with long-time simulations and handle complex geometries, like a flow over
a cylinder or a rectangular obstacle. We will show that in all the simulations, the
kinetic regime is always well confined in space.

It is important to remark that the ES-BGK equation is integrated in time by ex-
tending the first order IMEX AP scheme proposed by [24] to third-order using the
ARS233 scheme [0, 13], whose Butcher’s tableau is illustrated in Section 3.4.2.

All simulations have been conducted on a dedicated computer equipped with two
Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 5418Y CPUs and 128 GB of RAM, kindly provided by the
Mathematics and Computer Science Department of the University of Ferrara. In
order to speed up the code execution, a CPU multithread approach has been imple-
mented: each thread operates on a subdomain of the entire spatial domain. In all
simulations we implement a value 5 = —0.5.

4.1. One-dimensional case.

4.1.1. Test 1: Order of accuracy. In this subsection, we test the order of accuracy
of the time integrator for the domain decomposition method combined with the
strategy described in Section 3.4. Since we would like to compare solutions computed
with different At, we assume that the domain partition is constant in time, arbitrary
chosen at tg = 0.
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As initial condition, we consider the following space-dependent moments

p(z) =1+ 0.1exp(—Ad?),

(4.1) T(x) = 0.3 (1+0.1exp(=Ad?)),

where A = 3 and d = /(z — z.)2 + (y — yc)?, where (x.,y.) are the coordinates
of the center of the domain. For the kinetic region, the distribution function f is
initialized as a Maxwellian having those macroscopic moments.

The final time is t.,q = 0.86. The space domain is [0, L,] x [0, L,], where L, =
L, = 6, discretized using N, = N, = 90 cells in both directions. The velocity space
Q, = [-5,5]? is discretized using N, = 32 points along both directions. In order to
stress as much as possible the coupling approach, we randomly initialize the regime
in each cell of the domain (macroscopic or kinetic), as shown in Figure 1.

The temporal order of the method is proven using an approach based on Richardson
extrapolation [17, 51], where two solutions computed with different time step %,
k € N are compared.

Let us assume a time discretization of order p (e.g. IMEX-RK of order p), then the

solution “Zt/lk is deviating from the exact solution u”*! according to
At p+1
(4.2) upt =+ kG <k> +0 (Atp“) ,
where C, is the error constant. This leads to the following relation
p(,n+l _  n+l
(4.3) Wt = (40" ~ ki)
’ At * 2w _ 1 :

In other words, it is possible to compute the order of convergence studying the ratio
between two “consecutive” errors, i.e. errors computed with At/k and At/(2k).
Therefore, let us define the relative error at final time ¢,,4 as follows

(44> €ITAL = HuAt(tend) - uAt/Z(tend)H27

where || - ||2 is the discrete L?-norm.

In the following we numerically prove that our coupling strategy between Euler
and Kinetic solver, executed at each stage of the IMEX-RK is able to preserve the
overall temporal order of accuracy of the scheme (see Section 3.5). We also demon-
strate that the coupling between solvers executed only at the end of each timestep
degrades the temporal accuracy to order 1 (see Section 3.5). We refer to this latter
approach as Low-Order Coupling hybrid method (LOC-hybrid).

In Figure 2 we plot the convergence curves of the full ES-BGK model, full Euler
model, hybrid model with high-order coupling and hybrid model without high-
order coupling (LOC-hybrid). The error curve is obtained using (4.4).

We also report the order of accuracy for the hybrid method with and without the
high-order coupling for ¢ = 1072 in Table 1, for ¢ = 10~* in Table 2 and for ¢ = 1076
in Table 3.

In Figure 1 we show the final density (at time t¢,q = 0.86) obtained with the small-
est time step and € = 1079, using the hybrid scheme with high-order coupling.

4.1.2. Test 2: Sod Shock Tube. Let us consider a classical benchmark test for the
one-dimensional Euler equations, given by the following initial Riemann problem in
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Hybrid (¢ = 107?) | LOC-Hybrid (¢ = 10~?)
At erra; order erra; order
0.0135 [ 0.8319-10° // 10.1038-1073 //
0.0067 | 0.1265-107% 2.72 |0.0740-1073 0.49
0.0034 | 0.0171-107% 2.89 |0.0451-1073 0.71
0.0017 | 0.0022-107% 2.96 |0.0249-1073 0.86

TABLE 1. Temporal error and order of convergence for the Hybrid
domain decomposition method applied to the ES-BGK model for
e = 1072 with high-order coupling (on the left) and without high-
order coupling (on the right).

Hybrid (¢ = 10~?) [ LOC-Hybrid (¢ = 10~%)
At erra; order erra; order
0.0135 [ 0.6897-10° // 10.1305-10"% //
0.0067 | 0.1045-107% 2.72 |0.0706 - 104 0.89
0.0034 | 0.0099-107% 3.39 |0.0368-10* 0.93
0.0017 | 0.0014-107% 2.87 ]0.0195-10* 0.92

TABLE 2. Temporal error and order of convergence for the Hybrid
domain decomposition method applied to the ES-BGK model for
e = 10~* with high-order coupling (on the left) and without high-
order coupling (on the right).

Hybrid (¢ = 107°%) [ LOC-Hybrid (¢ = 107)
At erra; order erra; order
0.0135 [ 0.6903-10"%  // 10.1298-107* //
0.0067 | 0.1047-107% 2.72 ]0.0700-10~* 0.89
0.0034 | 0.0098 -107% 3.43 |0.0363-10* 0.95
0.0017 | 0.0013-107% 2.87 | 0.0184-10~* 0.98

TABLE 3. Temporal error and order of convergence for the Hybrid
domain decomposition method applied to the ES-BGK model for
¢ = 107 with high-order coupling (on the left) and without high-
order coupling (on the right).

[0,1], known as Sod shock tube test [50]

(4.5)

p=pL, u=un,  pP=DpL if y < 0.5,
P = PR, uW=UuRr, P=PR if y > 0.5.

The left state is prescribed as Up, = (pr,ur,pr) = (1,0, 1), whereas the right state
as Ur = (pr,ur,pr) = (272,0,279). Since our numerical implementation is 2D in
space, we initialize the moments uniformly along the z-direction. The solution to
the Euler equations for this particular configuration consists of a rarefaction wave, a
contact discontinuity and a shock wave. This macroscopic solution (obtained by an-
alytically solving the Riemann problem) is the reference solution for the comparison
to the numerical one computed approximating the ES-BGK equation in the limit
e —0.

The physical domain is given by [0, L] x [0, L], where L, = 0.1, and L, = 1,
discretized with N, = 21 cells, and N, = 150 cells, along the z— and y—direction
respectively. The velocity domain Q, = [~L, L)%, where L = 8 is discretized using
N, = 32 points in both directions.
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Density - t = 0.86 0

3

N

FIGURE 1. On the left, density at final time t.,q = 0.86 obtained
with the smallest time step and Knudsen number ¢ = 107, using
the hybrid scheme with high-order coupling. On the right, domain
decomposition used in all simulations for testing the order.

log1o(da,)
logio(da,)
logio(da,)

-2.8 -2.6 2.4 2.2 -2 -1.8 2.8 2.6 -24 22 -2 -1.8 -2.8 -2.6 -2.4 -2.2 -2 -1.8

logio(Ar) logio(Ar) logio(Ar)
—s—Full Euler —=—Full Euler —s—Full Euler
—v— Full Kinetic —v— Full Kinetic —v— Full Kinetic
Hybrid - High Order Coupling - € = 1072 Hybrid - High Order Coupling - ¢ = 104 Hybrid - High Order Coupling - € = 10~°
—e— Hybrid - Low Order Coupling - € = 1072 —e— Hybrid - Low Order Coupling - ¢ = 10~* —e— Hybrid - Low Order Coupling - ¢ = 106
—mmenv (AL)? - (AL)? - (AL)?
--—-~ (At) -——-~ (At) --—-~ (At)

F1GURE 2. Convergence curves obtained using the full Euler Solver,
the full Kinetic Solver and a comparison between the high-order cou-
pling and low-order coupling, for three different values of the Knudsen
number £ = 1072 (on the left), ¢ = 10~ (in the middle) and ¢ = 10~°
(on the right).

The time step used is At = 0.8 min (Az, Ay)/L and the final time of integration is
tona = 0.15.

We initialize the distribution function everywhere as a Maxwellian, whose moments
coincide with those of the macroscopic states Uy, and Ugr. Hence, the computational
domain is initially treated as fully macroscopic, after which the regime of each cell
is updated at every time step.

In Figure 3 we compare density, temperature and velocity obtained using the hy-
brid scheme, the full Euler solver, the full Kinetic (ES-BGK) solver, along with the
analytical solution obtained by solving the associated Riemann problem.

Let us consider a Knudsen number ¢ = 107%. We would like to highlight that the
adoption of an Asymptotic-Preserving IMEX scheme removes the dependence of the
time step on the Knudsen number. As a result, the time step is constrained only by
the hyperbolic CFL condition associated with the transport term of the ES-BGK
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Density - Time = 0.05 Density - Time = 0.10 Density - Time = 0.15
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FIGURE 3. Density, Temperature and Velocity evolution at ¢ = 0.05,
t = 0.10 and ¢t = 0.15 for the Sod shock tube with initial condition
(4.5).

equation and not by e.

The thresholds used in switching criteria (Equations (3.20) and (3.22)) for this test
aren=¢,0 =103

This test allows to check that all schemes are converging towards the correct (ana-
lytical) solution, when ¢ — 0, and that the coupling is correctly executed. Indeed
it is clear that the kinetic regime is engaged only within regions which lie close to
non-equilibrium conditions. This means that only when significant non-equilibrium
effects arise (e.g. steep gradients, shocks or boundary layers), the method employs a
kinetic description, whereas the remainder of the flow is captured by the macroscopic
model.

4.2. Two-dimensional case.

4.2.1. Test 3: Kelvin-Helmholtz Instability. In this test, we investigate the capabil-
ity of this scheme to capture instabilities arising from particular initial conditions,
inspired by [12, 7].

The physical domain is given by [0, L] x [0, L,], where L, = 1, and L, = 0.5,
discretized with N, = 150 cells, and N, = 75 cells, along the z— and y—direction
respectively. The velocity domain Q, = [~L, L)%, where L = 8 is discretized using
N, = 32 points in both directions.

The time step used is At = 0.5 min (Az,Ay)/L and we consider as final time of
integration te,q = 1.7. We set the Knudsen number ¢ = 1076, thereby requiring an
appropriate numerical method to treat the stiffness.
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The fluid is initialized with the following moments

(4.6)
p = pp, Uy = Ugp, Uy = 0.01sin (47z), p=ppD ify<L,/2,
p = pu, Up = Uy, Uy = 0.01sin (47z), p=Dpu ify>1L,/2,

where pp = 2, py = 1, up, = —0.5, uy, = +0.5, pp = 1 and py = 1. Periodic
boundary conditions are used along the z-direction.

The distribution function is initialized everywhere as a Maxwellian, whose moments
coincide with those of the macroscopic states precised above in (4.6).

For this test, we consider as thresholds 7 = 4¢ and § = 1072 in switching criteria
(Equations (3.20) and (3.22)) .

In Figure 4 we compare the density obtained using the hybrid scheme, the full Euler
solver and the full Kinetic (ES-BGK) solver. In the first row it is also reported the
domain adaptation. It appears evident that the solutions are strongly consistent
with one another, and that the kinetic regime is automatically and dynamically
engaged only close to the discontinuities.

4.2.2. Test 4: Shock Bubble Interaction. Let us consider the Shock Bubble test to
investigate the interaction between a travelling wave and a stationary bubble, in-
spired by [55, 42].

The physical domain is given by [—2, 3] x [—0.5, 0.5], discretized with N, = 150 cells,
and Ny = 50 cells, along the x— and y—direction respectively. The velocity domain
Q, = [-L, L)%, where L = 8 is discretized using N, = 32 points in both directions.
The time step used is At = 0.5min (Az, Ay)/L and we consider as final time of
integration t.,q = 1.5.

Let us consider a Knudsen number e = 10~%, which immediately places the simula-
tion in a stiff regime.

The fluid is initialized with the following moments

(47) P = pPL, Uy = Ugy UyZO, pb=PpPL lf[ES*l,
) P = PR, Uy = Ugp, Uy = Oa P =PR if x > _17

where p, = 16/7, pr = 1 + 1.5exp (—16d?), uz, = /5/3(7/16), uy, =0, pp = 4.75
and pg = 1, and where d = \/(z — 29)% + (y — yo)? is the distance of each cell from
the bubble centered in (zo,yo) = (0.5,0).

The distribution function is initialized everywhere as a Maxwellian, whose moments
coincide with those of the macroscopic states precised above in (4.7).

The thresholds used in switching criteria (Equations (3.20) and (3.22)) are n = ¢/2
and 6 = 1073,

In Figure 5 we compare the density obtained using the hybrid scheme, the full Euler
solver and the full Kinetic (ES-BGK) solver. In the first row we also report the
domain adaptation. Similarly, in this test, the results clearly demonstrate strong
agreement between the solutions, while the kinetic regime is automatically and dy-
namically activated only close to the discontinuity, as expected.

4.2.3. Test 5: Fluid flurz towards a cylinder. The aim of this test is to check that
the scheme is able to handle complex geometries, like a flux around a fixed cylinder,
as done in [24].

The physical domain is given by [0, L,] x [0, L], where L, = 1.0, and L, = 1.0,
discretized with N, = 78 cells, and IV, = 78 cells, along the x— and y—direction
respectively. The velocity domain Q, = [~L, L)%, where L = 8 is discretized using
N, = 32 points in both directions.

The time step used is At = 0.5 min (Ax,Ay)/L and we consider as final time of
integration t¢,q = 0.15.

We adopt again a Knudsen number ¢ = 107, which motivates the need for a stiff
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FIGURE 4. In the first row domain adaptation is shown, whereas the
other rows present the densities obtained using the hybrid (second
row), the full Kinetic (third row) and full Euler (fourth row) solvers,
respectively, for the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability with initial condi-
tion (4.6). The solutions are displayed at time ¢t = 0.9 and t = 1.7.
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FIGURE 5. In the first row domain adaptation is shown, whereas the
other rows present the densities obtained using the hybrid (second
row), the full Kinetic (third row) and full Euler (fourth row) solvers,
respectively, for the shock bubble interaction with initial condition
(4.7). The solutions are displayed at time ¢ = 0.60, ¢ = 0.80 and
t=1.5.

efficient solver.

The round shape, centered around (z.,y.) = (2L/5, L,/2) and of radius R = L, /12
is chosen such that the integrators (Kinetic and Macroscopic) are never executed
in it, and it implements specular reflective boundary conditions [10] on its surface.
The fluid is initizialized elsewhere in the domain with the following macroscopic
moments

4.8 =1, Uy = 2, Uy = 0, p=1 ifr>R,
( P Yy
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where r = \/(z — z.)2 + (y — y.)? is the distance of the point (x,y) from the center
of the round shape (z., yc).

The thresholds used are = 10 and § = 1072 in switching criteria (Equations
(3.20) and (3.22)) .

In Figure 6 we compare the density obtained using the hybrid scheme, the full
Euler solver and the full Kinetic (ES-BGK) solver. In the first row we show again the
domain adaptation. The solutions are clearly strongly consistent with each other also
for this test, indicating that the method accurately captures the expected behavior
across the domain. The kinetic regime is automatically and dynamically triggered
only close to the discontinuity, which in this case is generated by the presence of the
obstacle in the flow. Around the cylinder, non-equilibrium effects appear, requiring
the kinetic model, while the rest of the domain is still well represented by the
Euler macroscopic model. In Figure 7 are reported the same quantities but for
the temperature.

4.2.4. Test 6: Fluid flux towards a rectangular obstacle. The aim of this test is to
check that the scheme is able to handle complex geometries, like a flux around a
fixed rectangular object [14].

The physical domain is given by [0, L,] x [0, L], where L, = 1.0, and L, = 1.0,
discretized with IV, = 78 cells, and N, = 78 cells, along the z— and y—direction
respectively. The velocity domain , = [~L, L)%, where L = 8 is discretized using
32 points in both directions.

The time step used is At = 0.5min (Az, Ay)/L and the final time of integration is
tend = 0.15.

For this simulation, we consider a Knudsen number ¢ = 1076,

The rectangular object, centered in (¢, y.) = (2L/5, Ly/2) of dimension 10Az X
4Ay is chosen such that the integrators (Kinetic and Macroscopic) are never executed
in it, and it implements specular reflective boundary conditions [16] on its surface.
The fluid is initialized elsewhere in the domain (outside of the rectangular object)
with the following moments

(4.9) p=1, Uy = 2, uy =0, p=1.

The thresholds used in switching criteria (Equations (3.20) and (3.22)) are n = 10e
and § = 1073.

In Figure 8 we compare the density obtained using the hybrid scheme, the full
Euler solver and the full Kinetic (ES-BGK) solver. In the same Figure on the
first row it is also reported the domain adaptation. As already observed for the
Section 4.2.3, also in this case the solutions are clearly consistent with each other
and the kinetic regime is dynamically activated in the vicinity of the discontinuity,
generated by the presence of the obstacle. This dynamical update ensures that the
computational resources are concentrated only close to the fixed rectangular object,
without unnecessary computational cost in the smoother regions. In Figure 9 are
reported the same quantities but for the temperature.

4.3. Analysis of the speedup. In Figure 10 the evolution in time of the ratio
between the number of kinetic cells over the total number of cells is reported, for
each simulation. It should be noted that the vertical axis extends up to 0.3, thereby
indicating that, throughout the simulations, the number of kinetic cells remains
consistently very small over time. Most of the computational domain continues to
be treated using the macroscopic model and only a limited number of cells near
discontinuities and other non-equilibrium regions require the kinetic solver. This
highlights the efficiency of the adaptive approach, ensuring accuracy in capturing
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FIGURE 6. In the first row domain adaptation is shown, whereas the
other rows present the densities obtained using the hybrid (second
row), the full Kinetic (third row) and full Euler (fourth row) solvers,
respectively, for the fluid flux towards a cylinder with initial condition
(4.8). The solutions are displayed at time ¢ = 0.05, ¢ = 0.10 and
t =0.15.

the overall dynamics.
This synergy between high-order coupled time integration and adaptive domain
decomposition makes the method extremely effective for long-time simulations in
rarefied gas dynamics.

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have proposed a high-order domain decomposition method for
the ES-BGK model of the Boltzmann equation, which dynamically detects regions
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FIGURE 7. Temperatures obtained using the hybrid (first row), the
full Kinetic (second row) and full Euler (third row) solvers, are shown,
for the fluid flux towards a cylinder with initial condition (4.8). The
solutions are displayed at time ¢ = 0.05, t = 0.10 and t = 0.15.

of equilibrium (solved using Euler equations) and non-equilibrium (where the ES-
BGK model is used). The main novelty of this work is the development of a coupled
strategy between the macroscopic and the kinetic solvers, which preserves the over-
all temporal order of accuracy of the scheme. Our approach is based on a coupled
IMEX method across different subdomains and allows high accuracy and computa-
tional efficiency. It is important to remark that our strategy is not limited only to
the coupled system Euler and ES-BGK, but to any system of this kind. Further
perspectives include the application of this high-order coupling to different types
of equations, and combining such domain decomposition methods with other time
integration strategies.
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FIGURE 8. In the first row domain adaptation is shown, whereas the
other rows present the densities obtained using the hybrid (second
row), the full Kinetic (third row) and full Euler (fourth row) solvers,
respectively, for the fluid flux towards a fixed rectangular obstacle
with initial condition (4.9). The solutions are displayed at time t =
0.05, t = 0.10 and ¢t = 0.15.
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= 0.10 and ¢t = 0.15.
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