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Abstract

The unified gas-kinetic scheme (UGKS) is becoming increasingly popular

for multiscale simulations in all flow regimes. This paper provides the first

analytical study on the stability of the UGKS applied to a linear kinetic

model, which is able to reproduce the one-dimensional linear scalar advection-

diffusion equation via the Chapman-Enskog expansion method. Adopting

periodic boundary conditions and neglecting the error from numerical inte-

gration, this paper rigorously proves the weighted L2-stability of the first-

order UGKS under the Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy (CFL) conditions. It is

shown that the time step of the method is not constrained by being less than

the particle collision time, nor is it limited by parabolic type CFL conditions

typically applied in solving diffusion equations. The novelty of the proof lies

in that based on the ratio of the time step to the particle collision time,

the update of distribution functions is viewed as a convex combinations of
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sub-methods related to various physics processes, such as the particle free

transport and collisions. The weighted L2-stability of the sub-methods is

obtained by considering them as discretizations to corresponding linear hy-

perbolic systems and utilizing the associated Riemann invariants. Finally,

the strong stability preserving property of the UGKS leads to the desired

weighted L2-stability.

Keywords: BGK model, unified gas-kinetic scheme, strong stability

1. Introduction

Gas dynamics can be modeled with a variable scale in different flow

regimes. For the continuum flow, the Navier-Stokes (NS) equations are the

well-known macroscopic governing equations for fluid dynamics, while in the

rarefied regime, the Boltzmann equation is the fundamental equation for de-

scribing nonequilibrium flows. To solve the Boltzmann equation, the direct

simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) [2] is a leading stochastic method for high-

speed rarefied flow. In the framework of deterministic approximation, the

most popular class of methods is the discrete velocity method (DVM) [9],

which directly discretizes both the spatial domain and the particle velocity

space. Both DSMC and conventional DVM are based on the operator split-

ting treatment for the particle transport and collision. This requires the cell

size and time step to be less than the particle mean free path and collision

time in the explicit numerical evolution process, making these methods pro-

hibitive in the continuum flow application. For continuum flow computations,

the gas-kinetic scheme (GKS) [14] is a robust and accurate hydrodynamic

flow solver for the NS solutions. The GKS uses the integral solution of the
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Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook (BGK) kinetic model [1] along cell interfaces to ob-

tain numerical fluxes. Since the GKS updates the macroscopic flow variables

only and uses the Chapman–Enskog expansion [3] for the construction of a

gas distribution function, it is only valid for the continuum flow.

Numerical methods for solving the NS equations and the Boltzmann equa-

tion are typically confined to simulating gas dynamics at hydrodynamic and

kinetic scales, respectively. These methods can be reliably applied within

their specific scales due to the clear scale separation. However, in real sci-

ence and engineering applications, this separation is often not so distinct.

For instance, around a hypersonic flying vehicle, different flow physics may

emerge at different regions, such as the highly non-equilibrium shock layer,

low density trailing edge, and the wake turbulence, corresponding to dif-

ferent regimes, where the local Knudsen number can vary significantly in

several orders of magnitude [17]. This complexity highlights the necessity

for developing numerical methods that can effectively address the entire flow

regime.

In recent years, with the discretized particle velocity space and based on

the BGK model, a unified gas-kinetic scheme (UGKS) has been proposed for

multiscale simulations in all flow regimes [16, 5, 15]. Compared with the GKS,

the UGKS updates both macroscopic variables and the gas distribution func-

tion, and computes the numerical flux without using the Chapman-Enskog

expansion, removing the hydrodynamic scale limitation. In comparison with

the DVM, the UGKS takes into account the effect of particle collisions around

cell interfaces, eliminating the restriction on the time step and cell size being

less than the collision time and mean free path. Recently, the UGKS has
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been successfully used in simulations of radiative transfer [12], plasma [8]

and particle flows [7]. The asymptotic preserving property of the UGKS for

diffusion limit of a linear transport model was analyzed in [10]. The unified

preserving property of the discrete UGKS was studied in [4]. To our knowl-

edge, no analytical investigations on the stability of this class of multiscale

kinetic methods are available so far. It is worth to mention that the L2-

stability of the GKS applied to the linear advection-diffusion equation was

established in [13].

The purpose of this paper is to present some analytical results about the

numerical stability of the UGKS in a simplified setting. We are not concerned

with the competitiveness of the UGKS for the full compressible gas dynam-

ics, however, our results may provide some explanations for the robustness of

the method. We apply the explicit UGKS method to a linear kinetic model.

This model is of BGK type and is able to approximate the one-dimensional

(1-D) linear scalar advection-diffusion equation via the Chapman-Enskog ex-

pansion. For simplicity, we consider only the first-order accurate method and

adopt periodic boundary conditions. The resulting first-order UGKS allows

to investigate the structure of the UGKS in a most explicit setting which

will provide a thorough understanding of the multiscale kinetic mechanisms

in the method. This paper provides a novel analytical framework to study

the L2-stability of multiscale kinetic methods. The results serve as an initial

step toward a comprehensive analysis of the full gas-dynamic case.

The main contribution of this paper is highlighted as follows. First, we

demonstrate that the first-order UGKS based on a linear kinetic model has

a constraint-preserving property, assuming that the error from numerical in-
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tegration is negligible. Second, based on the ratio of the time step to the

particle collision time, we view the the first-order UGKS as a convex com-

bination of sub-methods that address various physical processes, including

particle-free transport across cell interfaces, particle collisions around cell in-

terfaces, and particle collisions within each cell. This approach enables us to

analyze the strong stability of those physics-process-related sub-methods re-

spectively, leveraging the strong stability preserving property of the method.

Third, to derive the strong stability of the sub-methods, we consider them

as discretizations to linear hyperbolic systems and utilize the associated Rie-

mann invariants to construct a weighted L2 convex functional. As a result,

the weighted L2-stability of the first-order UGKS is rigorously proved un-

der the Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy (CFL) conditions. The time step of the

method neither suffers limitations of being less than the collision time, nor

is it restricted by parabolic type CFL conditions typically used in solving

diffusion equations.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, a linear kinetic

model of BGK type is introduced. In Section 3, based on the linear kinetic

model, a first-order UGKS is proposed. In Section 4, the strong stability of

the proposed scheme is rigorously proved. Finally, conclusions are presented

in Section 5.

2. A linear kinetic model

In this section, a linear kinetic model is introduced to reproduce the 1-D

scalar, linear advection-diffusion equation via the Chapman-Enskog expan-

sion method.
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2.1. Hydrodynamic equation and kinetic model equation

The governing equations for gas dynamics are obtained based on different

scale modeling.

In the hydrodynamic scale, the 1-D scalar, linear advection-diffusion equa-

tion reads

∂tu+ a∂xu = ν∂2
xu, (1)

where u ∈ R is the conservative variable, a > 0 is a constant standing for the

advection velocity, and ν ∈ R is a positive viscosity or diffusion coefficient.

This equation can be regarded as a toy model for viscous fluid flows with

zero pressure.

In the kinetic mean free path scale, the evolution of the gas distribution

function can be described by the BGK equation,

∂tf + c∂xf =
1

τ
(g − f), (2)

where f(c, x, t) is the gas distribution function, c is microscopic particle ve-

locity, g is the equilibrium state, and τ is a positive constant standing for

the mean collision time. Different choices for the equilibrium state g lead

to models for various physical equations, such as gas dynamics and shallow-

water equations. For the full gas dynamic equation the equilibrium is given

by a Maxwell distribution.

The macroscopic and microscopic quantities are related through

u(x, t) =

∫

R

f(c, x, t)dc, (3)

which links the kinetic description to the macroscopic variable u.
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2.2. Kinetic model for the linear advection-diffusion equation

To reproduce the 1-D scalar, linear advection-diffusion equation (1) in

the spirit of [6, 13, 17], the equilibrium state g in (2) is set to be

g(c, x, t) = u(x, t)
1√
θπ

e−
(c−a)2

θ . (4)

In comparison with the Maxwellian distribution, u corresponds to the density,

a to the mean field velocity, and θ to the temperature. With the equilibrium

state (4), the BGK model (2) becomes a linear kinetic model.

By the construction (4), the equilibrium distribution g satisfies
∫

R

g(c, x, t)dc = u(x, t). (5)

Therefore, integrating with respect to the particle velocity on both sides of

the equation (2) gives the macroscopic equation

∂tu+ ∂xF = 0, (6)

with the macroscopic flux

F (x, t) =

∫

R

cf(c, x, t)dc. (7)

For smooth solutions, the Chapman-Enskog expansion method [3] con-

siders an asymptotic expansion

f (N)(c, x, t) =

N
∑

n=0

τnfn(c, x, t) (8)

of the distribution function in terms of the relaxation time τ up to an order

N . The parameter τ is assumed to be small in an appropriate dimensionless

scaling. The first expansion becomes

f (1)(c, x, t) = (u− τ(c− a)∂xu)
1√
θπ

e−
(c−a)2

θ . (9)
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The corresponding macroscopic flux is

F (1) = au− θτ

2
∂xu, (10)

which leads to the advection-diffusion equation

∂tu+ a∂xu =
θτ

2
∂2
xu.

Comparing the coefficients in the above equation with the equation (1) gives

the relation

ν =
θτ

2
. (11)

The expansion (9) converges when τ is small, and the equation (1) may not

be consistent with the equation (2) when τ gets large.

3. The first-order unified gas-kinetic scheme

This section is devoted to the first-order UGKS based on the linear kinetic

model (2) with an equilibrium state (4).

3.1. Finite volume framework

The UGKS is a direct physical modeling method for the time evolution

of both the gas distribution function and macroscopic flow variables in a

discretized space. In one-dimensional space, the spatial space Ω is divided

into uniform control volumes, i.e., Ωi = [xi− 1
2
, xi+ 1

2
] with a cell center xi and

cell size ∆x = xi+ 1
2
− xi− 1

2
for i = 1, . . . , I. The temporal discretization is

denoted by tn for the n-th time step. The particle velocity space is discretized

by 2K+1 Cartesian mesh points with a uniform velocity spacing ∆c, and the

center of the k-th particle velocity interval is ck = a+k∆c for k = −K, . . . , K.
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The time evolution of a gas distribution function in the computational

space is due to the particle transport through cell interfaces and the particle

collisions inside each cell. For a gas distribution function f in a control

volume around space xi, time tn, and particle velocity ck, the direct modeling

method gives

fn+1
k,i =fn

k,i −
1

∆x

∫ tn+1

tn

(

ckfk,i+ 1
2
(t)− ckfk,i− 1

2
(t)

)

dt

+

∫ tn+1

tn

∫

Ωi

Q(f)dxdt,

(12)

where fn
k,i and fn+1

k,i are the cell average of f(x, t, ck) over the cell Ωi at

time t = tn and tn+1, respectively. Moreover, fk,i+ 1
2
(t) is a time-dependent

distribution function on the cell interface x = xi+ 1
2
at particle velocity ck,

and Q(f) is the time-dependent particle collision term inside each cell, which

redistributes the particle in the velocity space. For the BGK collision model

(2), Q(f) = (g − f)/τ .

The time evolution of macroscopic conservative variables is due to the

conservation of conservative variables during particle collisions. The update

of the conservative moment given by (3) becomes

un+1
i = un

i −
1

∆x

∫ tn+1

tn

(

Fi+ 1
2
(t)− Fi− 1

2
(t)

)

dt, (13)

where un
i and un+1

i are the cell average of the conservative variable u over

the cell Ωi at time t = tn and tn+1, respectively. In addition, Fi+ 1
2
(t) is

the time-dependent macroscopic flux determined by the first moment of the

distribution function at the cell interface x = xi+ 1
2
. Note that both governing

equations (12) and (13) are the basic physical laws in the mesh size and time

step scales, and there is no inaccuracy introduced yet.
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In order to evolve the above two governing equations in the finite volume

framework, it remains to determine the numerical fluxes at cell interfaces and

the numerical source for particle collision terms by using a direct modeling

method. The modeling of the numerical flux and source are based on the

linear kinetic model (2) with an equilibrium state (4), and the details are

presented in the following subsections.

3.2. Numerical flux

The key ingredient of UGKS is the construction of the time-dependent

discrete distribution functions fk,i+ 1
2
(t) at the cell interface. It is obtained

by using the integral representation of the solution of the BGK equation (2)

that

fk,i+ 1
2
(t) = f(xi+ 1

2
, t, ck) =

1

τ

∫ t

tn
g(x− ck(t− s), s, ck)e

−(t−s)/τds

+ e−(t−tn)/τf(xi+ 1
2
− ck(t− tn), tn, ck).

(14)

Here, since we consider only first-order accurate methods in the present pa-

per, the initial distribution function around the cell interface are constructed

as

f(x, tn, ck) =











fn
k,i, x < xi+ 1

2
,

fn
k,i+1, x ≥ xi+ 1

2
.

(15)

For a first-order accurate method, the equilibrium distribution function g

around (xi+ 1
2
, tn) is assumed to be constant in space and time, yielding

g(x, t, ck) = gn
k,i+ 1

2
, (16)

where gn
k,i+ 1

2

is the equilibrium state on the cell interface x = xi+ 1
2
, at particle

velocity ck.
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In the above equation, the construction of gn
k,i+ 1

2

depends on the modeling

of particle collisions around the cell interface. For the linear kinetic model

(2) with an equilibrium state (4), gn
k,i+ 1

2

takes the form

gn
k,i+ 1

2
= ug,n

i+ 1
2

1√
θπ

e−
(c

k
−a)2

θ . (17)

The value of ug,n

i+ 1
2

is determined using a particle velocity-weighted method,

ug,n

i+ 1
2

=
∑

k

∆c
ck

√

a2 + 1
2
θ
f g,n

k,i+ 1
2

, (18)

where

f g,n

k,i+ 1
2

=
1

2
(fn

k,i + fn
k,i+1)− erf(

a√
θ
)(fn

k,i+1 − fn
k,i). (19)

In the above equations, erf(·) is the error function given by

erf(x) =

∫ x

0

e−t2dt.

Combining the formulae (14)–(18) leads to the expression of numerical

fluxes for updating the discretized distribution function at particle velocity

ck,

fn,∗
k,i+ 1

2

=
1

∆t

∫ tn+1

tn
fk,i+ 1

2
(t)dt

=
(

1− τ

∆t
(1− e−

∆t

τ )
)

gn
k,i+ 1

2
+

τ

∆t
(1− e−

∆t

τ )fn
k,i+ 1

2
,

(20)

where ∆t = tn+1 − tn, and

fn
k,i+ 1

2
=

1

2
(fn

k,i + fn
k,i+1)−

1

2
sign(ck)(f

n
k,i+1 − fn

k,i). (21)

For updating the conservative variable un+1
i over the cell Ωi, the macro-

scopic numerical flux at the cell interface x = xi+ 1
2
is given by

F n,∗
i+ 1

2

=
1

∆t

∫ tn+1

tn
Fi+ 1

2
(t)dt =

1

∆t

∫ tn+1

tn

(

∑

k

ckfk,i+ 1
2
(t)∆c

)

dt

=
∑

k

ckf
n,∗
k,i+ 1

2

∆c.

(22)
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Remark 3.1. The construction of ug,n

i+ 1
2

in (18) is to ensure the l2 stability for

the update of the macroscopic momentum, i.e., the first moment
∑

k ∆cckf
n
k,i,

in the hydrodynamic limit τ → 0. It can be verified that in the hydrody-

namic limit τ → 0, the update of the macroscopic momentum
∑

k ∆cckf
n
k,i

is reduced to

F n+1
i = F n

i − ã
∆t

∆x

(

F g,n

i+ 1
2

− F g,n

i− 1
2

)

, (23)

where

F n+1
i =

∑

k

∆cckf
n+1
k,i , F n

i =
∑

k

∆cckf
n
k,i,

F g,n

i+ 1
2

=
1

2
(F n

i + F n
i+1)− erf(

a√
θ
)(F n

i+1 − F n
i ),

ã =
1

√

a2 + 1
2
θ

∑

k

∆cck
2 1√

θπ
e−

(c
k
−a)2

θ .

(24)

In the above equations, F g,n

i+ 1
2

is of the GKS type cell interface flux [14, 13]

for the first moment, which is recovered by the construction of ug,n

i+ 1
2

in (18).

The l2 stability of the finite volume scheme with the GKS type numerical

flux was proved in [13], which will play a key role in obtaining the strong

stability of the current scheme in all flow regimes, see Section 4.4 below.

3.3. Numerical source

It remains to approximate the integral of the collision term in (12). Based

on the linear kinetic model (2) with an equilibrium (4), the source term

Q(f) = (g − f)/τ . In the near continuum flow regime, the time step size

∆t can be much larger than the particle mean collision time τ . In order to

overcome the difficulty due to the stiff collision effect in the near continuum

flow regime, the explicit UGKS will update the macroscopic variables first.
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The update of the conservative variable u inside the control volume Ωi is

un+1
i = un

i −
∆t

∆x

(

F n,∗
i+ 1

2

− F n,∗
i− 1

2

)

, (25)

where the macroscopic numerical flux F n,∗
i+ 1

2

is given in (22).

Based on the above updated conservative variable, the discrete equilib-

rium distribution function inside each cell at the next time level is predicted

as

gn+1
k,i = un+1

i

1√
θπ

e−
(ck−a)2

θ . (26)

Then, to achieve first-order accuracy and overcome the stiffness, the back-

ward Euler method is applied to compute the numerical source in (12), lead-

ing to

fn+1
k,i = fn

k,i −
ck∆t

∆x

(

fn,∗
k,i+ 1

2

− fn,∗
k,i− 1

2

)

+
∆t

τ

(

gn+1
k,i − fn+1

k,i

)

, (27)

where the numerical flux for the distribution function at particle velocity ck

is given in (20). The equation (27) indeed gives an explicit finite volume

scheme for the discrete distribution function at particle velocity ck,

fn+1
k,i =

1

1 + ∆t
τ

[

fn
k,i −

ck∆t

∆x

(

fn,∗
k,i+ 1

2

− fn,∗
k,i− 1

2

)

]

+
∆t
τ

1 + ∆t
τ

gn+1
k,i . (28)

3.4. Summary of the numerical scheme

Finally, the first-order explicit UGKS developed so far is summarized as

Algorithm 1.

4. Stability analysis

This section is devoted to the weighted L2 stability analysis of the current

first-order UGKS.

13



Algorithm 1 First-order UGKS

1: At each cell interface, compute the numerical flux for discrete distribution

functions and the conservative variable by (20) and (22).

2: In each cell Ωi, update the conservative variable un+1
i by (25). Compute

the equilibrium distribution function gn+1
k,i by (26) for all k.

3: Update the discrete distribution functions fn+1
k,i by (28) for all k.

4.1. Main theorems

This subsection is devoted to the main theorems of the present paper.

For simplicity, in the present paper the boundary conditions are assumed

to be periodic and they are implemented using ghost cells,

un
0 = un

I , un
I+1 = un

1 , fn
k,0 = fn

k,I , fn
k,I+1 = fn

k,1. (29)

The initial data are assumed to satisfy the conservation constraint

u0
i =

∑

k

f 0
k,i∆c. (30)

Here and in the sequel, the following notations are adopted,

W (
∆t

τ
) =

τ

∆t
(1− e−

∆t

τ ), ωk =
1√
θπ

e−
(c

k
−a)2

θ .

Note that in practical computations, the particle velocity space is typically

well discretized with a large K to ensure that the numerical integration

achieves the desired accuracy. Therefore, in this paper, we neglect the error

associated with numerical integration and assume that it is accurate in the

following sense,

∑

k

∆cωk = 1,
∑

k

∆cckωk = a,
∑

k

∆cck
2ωk = a2 +

1

2
θ. (31)
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Under the condition that the numerical integration is accurate, it is ob-

served the first-order UGKS has the constraint-preserving property.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that the condition (31) holds. Then, the first-

order UGKS has the constraint-preserving property, i.e.,

un+1
i −

∑

k

∆cfn+1
k,i = 0, i = 1, . . . , I, n ≥ 0, (32)

provided that

un
i −

∑

k

∆cfn
k,i = 0. (33)

Proof. Compute un+1
i −

∑

k ∆cfn+1
k,i by using the equations (25), (22) and

(28), leading to

un+1
i −

∑

k

∆cfn+1
k,i =un

i −
∑

k

∆cfn
k,i −

∆t

τ

∑

k

∆c
(

un+1
i ωk − fn+1

k,i

)

=un
i −

∑

k

∆cfn
k,i −

∆t

τ

(

un+1
i −

∑

k

∆cfn+1
k,i

)

,

where the condition (31) has been used. This implies

un+1
i −

∑

k

∆cfn+1
k,i =

1

1 + ∆t
τ

(

un
i −

∑

k

∆cfn
k,i

)

= 0,

provided that (33) holds.

The proof is completed.

Adopt the notations

Un =
( fn−K√

ω−K
, . . . ,

fnK√
ωK

)

, fnk = (fn
k,1, . . . , f

n
k,I)

⊤, k = −K, . . . , K.

Define the norms

‖Un‖L2 =

( K
∑

k=−K

∆c
∥

∥

fnk√
ωk

∥

∥

2

l2

)
1
2

, ‖fnk ‖l2 =
(

I
∑

i=1

∆x|fn
k,i|2

)
1
2 . (34)
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The above L2-norm of Un is indeed a weighted L2-norm of the discrete dis-

tribution functions. Then, the main theorem for the weighted L2 stability of

the first-order UGKS is stated as follows.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that the conditions (31) and (30) hold. Suppose

that the periodic boundary conditions (29) holds. Then, if the time step ∆t

satisfies the CFL condition

max

{

max
−2K≤k≤2K

|ck|,
√

a2 +
1

2
θ
/

erf
( a√

θ

)

}

∆t

∆x
≤ 1, (35)

then the numerical solution of the first-order UGKS satisfies

‖Un+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Un‖L2. (36)

In addition, denote un = (un
1 , . . . , u

n
I ). The conservative variable u satisfies

‖un+1‖l2 ≤ ‖Un+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Un‖L2. (37)

Proof. The inequality (36) follows from Lemma 4.3, Lemma 4.4, Lemma 4.5

and Lemma 4.6 below.

Based on the conditions (31) and (30), the constraint-preserving property

(32) leads to

I
∑

i=1

|un+1
i |2 =

I
∑

i=1

∣

∣

K
∑

k=−K

∆cfn+1
k,i

∣

∣

2
=

I
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

K
∑

k=−K

∆c
√
ωk

fn+1
k,i√
ωk

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
I

∑

i=1

[

(

K
∑

k=−K

∆cωk

)
1
2
(

∆c
∥

∥

fn+1
k√
ωk

∥

∥

2

l2

)
1
2

]2

=‖Un+1‖2L2.

(38)

In the second line of the above inequality, the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

has been used. Therefore, (37) follows from (38) and (36).

The proof is completed.
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4.2. Convex combination of physics-process-related sub-methods

A key ingredient of the numerical stability analysis is to view the current

scheme (28) as a convex combination of physics-process-related sub-methods.

The updates of discrete distribution functions (28) and the conservative vari-

able (25) are rewritten in the form

fn+1
k,i = W (

∆t

τ
)f f,n+1

k,i +
1

1 + ∆t
τ

(1−W (
∆t

τ
))f g,n+1

k,i +
∆t
τ

1 + ∆t
τ

f s,n+1
k,i ,

un+1
i = W (

∆t

τ
)uf,n+1

i + (1−W (
∆t

τ
))ug,n+1

i ,

(39)

where

f f,n+1
k,i = fn

k,i −
ck∆t

∆x
(fn

k,i+ 1
2
− fn

k,i− 1
2
),

f g,n+1
k,i = fn

k,i −
ck∆t

∆x
(gn

k,i+ 1
2
− gn

k,i− 1
2
),

f s,n+1
k,i = gn+1

k,i = un+1
i ωk,

(40)

and

uf,n+1
i = un

i −
∆t

∆x

∑

k

(ckf
n
k,i+ 1

2
− ckf

n
k,i− 1

2
),

ug,n+1
i = un

i −
∆t

∆x

∑

k

(ckg
n
k,i+ 1

2
− ckg

n
k,i− 1

2
).

(41)

In the above equations, the update of f f,n+1
k,i , f g,n+1

k,i and f s,n+1
k,i correspond to

the kinetic physics processes of the particle free transport at cell interfaces,

the particle collisions around cell interfaces, and particle collisions inside each

cell, respectively. Similarly, the update of uf,n+1
i and ug,n+1

i correspond to

the macroscopic physics processes of the particle free transport and particle

collisions at cell interfaces. Due to the fact that 0 ≤ W (∆t
τ
) ≤ 1, all the

coefficients in the expression (39) are belong to the interval [0, 1]. Thus, it is

seen from (39) that the first-order UGKS is indeed a convex combination of

sub-methods related to various physics processes.
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Adopt the notation

Uα,n+1 =
( f

α,n+1
−K√
ω−K

, . . . ,
f
α,n+1
K√
ωK

)⊤
, α = f, g, s. (42)

where f
α,n+1
k = (fα,n+1

k,1 , . . . , fα,n+1
k,I ).

The expression (39) indicates the strong-stability preserving property of

the first-order UGKS .

Lemma 4.3. If the method given by (39)–(41) satisfies

‖Uα,n+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Un‖L2 , α = f, g, s, (43)

then it preserves the strong stability property

‖Un+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Un‖L2.

Proof. Note that the norm ‖·‖L2 given by (34) is a convex functional. There-

fore,

‖Un+1‖L2 ≤ 1

1 + ∆t
τ

(1−W (
∆t

τ
))‖Ug,n+1‖L2 +W (

∆t

τ
)‖Uf,n+1‖L2

+
∆t
τ

1 + ∆t
τ

‖Us,n+1‖L2

≤‖Un‖L2 .

The proof is completed.

As a result, in order to derive the strong stability (36), it suffices to show

(43), which is the topic of following subsections.
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4.3. Particle free transport at cell interfaces

This subsection is devoted to showing ‖Uf,n+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Un‖L2 , which is

related to the physics process of the particle free transport at cell interfaces.

Without loss of generality, we study the first-order finite volume scheme

f f,n+1
k,i = f f,n

k,i − ck∆t

∆x
(fn

k,i+ 1
2
− fn

k,i− 1
2
), (44)

where

fn
k,i+ 1

2
=

1

2
(f f,n

k,i + f f,n
k,i+1)−

1

2
sign(ck)(f

f,n
k,i+1 − f f,n

k,i ). (45)

It suffices to show ‖Uf,n+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Uf,n‖L2 , which implies ‖Uf,n+1‖L2 ≤
‖Un‖L2 by replacing the data f f,n

k,i with fn
k,i at the n-th time step.

We have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that the conditions (31), (30) and (29) hold. Then,

if the CFL condition (35) holds, then the numerical solution of the method

(44) satisfies

‖Uf,n+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Uf,n‖L2 , (46)

where Uf,n+1 is given in (42).

Proof. For each k, the scheme (44)–(45) is regarded as a first-order upwind

type finite volume scheme for the linear scalar advection equation

∂tfk + ck∂xfk = 0.

Under periodic boundary conditions (29), for each k, it can be proved using

the standard von-Neumann stability analysis method [11] that

I
∑

i=1

∆x|f f,n+1
k,i |2 ≤

I
∑

i=1

∆x|f f,n
k,i |2, (47)
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provided that ck∆t
∆x

≤ 1. The details for the proof of the estimate (47) are

presented in Appendix Appendix A. The estimate (47) indicates

∥

∥

f
f,n+1
k√
ωk

∥

∥

l2
≤

∥

∥

f
f,n
k√
ωk

∥

∥

l2
,

which leads to (46).

The proof is completed.

4.4. Particle collisions around cell interfaces

In this subsection, we proceed to show ‖Ug,n+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Un‖L2, which is

related to the physics process of particle collisions around cell interfaces.

Without loss of generality, we study the first-order finite volume scheme

f g,n+1
k,i = f g,n

k,i − ck∆t

∆x
(gn

k,i+ 1
2
− gn

k,i− 1
2
), (48)

where

gn
k,i+ 1

2
= ug,n

i+ 1
2

ωk, ug,n

i+ 1
2

=
∑

k

∆c
ck

√

a2 + 1
2
θ
f g,n

k,i+ 1
2

,

f g,n

k,i+ 1
2

=
1

2
(f g,n

k,i + f g,n
k,i+1)− erf(

a√
θ
)(f g,n

k,i+1 − f g,n
k,i ).

(49)

It suffices to show ‖Ug,n+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Ug,n‖L2 , which implies ‖Ug,n+1‖L2 ≤
‖Un‖L2 by replacing the data f g,n

k,i with fn
k,i at the n-th time step.

Rewrite the scheme (48)–(49) as

1

∆t

(

f g,n+1
k,i√
ωk

−
f g,n
k,i√
ωk

)

=
1

√

a2 + 1
2
θ

∑

l

∆cckcl
√
ωkωl

1

∆x

(f g,n

l,i+ 1
2√

ωl
−

f g,n

l,i− 1
2√

ωl

)

.

(50)

The scheme given by (50) can be regarded as a finite volume discretization

to the linear hyperbolic system

∂tU = A∂xU,
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where U =
( f

−K√
ω
−K

, . . . , fK√
ωK

)⊤
, A is a (2K + 1)× (2K + 1) constant matrix

given by

Akl =
1

√

a2 + 1
2
θ
∆cckcl

√
ωkωl.

A key observation lies in that the matrix A can be expressed as

A =
1

√

a2 + 1
2
θ
bb⊤, (51)

where b is a vector belong to R
2K+1 and is defined as

b = (c−K

√

ω−K∆c, . . . , cK
√

ωK∆c)⊤. (52)

Thus, RankA = 1 and A has only one non-zero eigenvalue, i.e.,

λ1 =
1

√

a2 + 1
2
θ
b⊤b =

1
√

a2 + 1
2
θ

∑

k

∆cck
2ωk.

In what follows we assume that the condition (31) holds. Then, a unit left

eigenvectors of A is

l1 =
1

√

a2 + 1
2
θ
b, (53)

which satisfies l⊤1 A = λ1l
⊤
1 and

l1 · l1 =
1

a2 + 1
2
θ
b · b =

1

a2 + 1
2
θ

∑

k

∆cck
2ωk = 1.

The other left eigenvectors of A are correspond to the zero eigenvalue, and

they consist of the vectors in space l⊥1 , i.e., the complementary space of l1.

Let {l2, l3, . . . , l2K+1} be a unit orthogonal basis of the space l⊥1 , and let L

be the matrix of left eigenvectors, i.e.,

L =











l⊤1
...

l⊤2K+1











. (54)
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Then, it is observed that l⊤mA = 0 for m = 2, . . . , 2K + 1, and

lk · ll =











1, if k = l,

0, else.

Note the fact that if a square matrix has unit orthogonal rows, then it also

has unit orthogonal columns. Therefore, L is a real unit orthogonal matrix

satisfying

‖L‖2 = ‖L−1‖2 = 1, (55)

where L−1 is the inverse matrix of L and ‖ · ‖2 denotes the spectral norm of

a matrix. Further, it is obtained by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

‖L‖2 = sup{x⊤Ly : x, y ∈ R
2K+1 with ‖x‖2 = ‖y‖2 = 1}, (56)

where ‖ · ‖2 also denotes the Euclidean norm for vectors in Euclidean spaces.

Let R = (R1, . . . , R2K+1), where Rm = l⊤mU is the Riemann invariant

corresponding to the left eigenvector lm, m = 1, . . . , 2K + 1. The facts (55)

and (56) imply that

‖R‖2 = ‖U‖2.

Based on the above observations, we are in a position to show the follow-

ing lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that the conditions (31), (30) and (29) hold. Then,

if the CFL condition (35) holds, then the numerical solution of the method

(48) satisfies

‖Ug,n+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Ug,n‖L2 . (57)

where Ug,n+1 is given by (42).
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Proof. The scheme (48) is rewritten as

1

∆t

(

U
g,n+1
i −U

g,n
i

)

= A
1

∆x

(

U
g,n

i+ 1
2

−U
g,n

i− 1
2

)

, (58)

where the matrix A is given in (51), and

U
g,n+1
i =

(

f g,n+1
−K,i√
ω−K

, . . . ,
f g,n+1
K,i√
ωK

)⊤

, U
g,n+1

i+ 1
2

=

(f g,n+1

−K,i+ 1
2√

ω−K
, . . . ,

f g,n+1

K,i+ 1
2√

ωK

)⊤

.

Let the left eigenvector matrix L be the same as in (54), and denote the

corresponding Riemann invariants by

Rn
m,i = l⊤mU

g,n
i , m = 1, . . . , 2K + 1, i = 1, . . . , I. (59)

To obtain (57), in what follows we first prove that

I
∑

i=1

2K+1
∑

m=1

|Rg,n+1
m,i |2 ≤

I
∑

i=1

2K+1
∑

m=1

|Rg,n
m,i|2. (60)

For m = 2, . . . , 2K + 1, due to the fact that l⊤mA = 0, multiply the

equations (58) by l⊤m from the left, leading to

Rn+1
m,i = Rn

m,i, m = 2, . . . , 2K + 1. (61)

For m = 1, it follows from (53) that

√
∆cRn

1,i =
√
∆cl⊤1 U

g,n
i =

∑

k

∆cckf
g,n
k,i .

Based on this, multiply the equations (58) by
√
∆cl⊤1 from the left, yielding

F g,n+1
i = F g,n

i −
√

a2 +
1

2
θ
∆t

∆x

(

F g,n

i+ 1
2

− F g,n

i− 1
2

)

, (62)

where

F g,n+1
i =

∑

k

∆cckf
g,n+1
k,i , F g,n

i =
∑

k

∆cckf
g,n
k,i ,

F g,n

i+ 1
2

=
1

2
(F g,n

i + F g,n
i+1)− erf(

a√
θ
)(F g,n

i+1 − F g,n
i ).

(63)
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The method given by (62) is indeed a kinetic upwind finite volume scheme

(c.f.[13]) applied to a scalar inviscid advection equation

∂tF +

√

a2 +
1

2
θ∂xF = 0.

Thus, with periodic boundary conditions and based on the fact that 0 ≤
erf( a√

θ
) ≤ 1, it can be proved using the standard von-Neumann stability

analysis that (see [13] for the details of von-Neumann stability analysis on

the kinetic upwind schemes for linear advection-diffusion equations) that

I
∑

i=1

∆x|F g,n+1
i |2 ≤

I
∑

i=1

∆x|F g,n
i |2, (64)

provided that
√

a2 + 1
2
θ ∆t
∆x

≤ erf
(

a√
θ

)

. For the comprehensiveness of the

paper, the details for the proof of the estimate (64) are presented in Ap-

pendix Appendix A.

Consequently, (64) implies

I
∑

i=1

|Rg,n+1
1,i |2 ≤

I
∑

i=1

|Rg,n
1,i |2. (65)

Combining (61) and (65) gives (60).

Next, we are in a position to show

I
∑

i=1

‖Ug,n+1
i ‖22 ≤

I
∑

i=1

‖Rn+1
i ‖22. (66)

where Rn
i = (Rn

1,i, . . . , R
n
2K+1,i)

⊤.

By the definition (59), it holds that Ug,n+1
i = L−1Rn+1

i , indicating

‖Ug,n+1
i ‖2 ≤ ‖L−1‖2‖Rn+1

i ‖2, i = 1, . . . , I.
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Therefore, the above inequality, together with the fact that ‖L−1‖2 = 1 (see

(55)), gives (66).

Similarly, noting that Rn
i = LU

g,n
i and ‖L‖2 = 1, we have

I
∑

i=1

‖Rn
i ‖22 ≤

I
∑

i=1

‖Ug,n
i ‖22. (67)

Finally, combining (66), (60) and (67) leads to

I
∑

i=1

‖Ug,n+1
i ‖22 ≤

I
∑

i=1

‖Rn+1
i ‖22 ≤

I
∑

i=1

‖Rn
i ‖22 ≤

I
∑

i=1

‖Ug,n
i ‖22,

which implies (57).

The proof is completed.

4.5. Particle collisions inside each cell

In this subsection, we aim to show the estimate ‖Us,n+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Un‖L2 ,

which is related to the physics process of particle collisions inside each cell.

The corresponding sub-method reads

f s,n+1
k,i = un+1

i ωk, un+1
i = W (

∆t

τ
)uf,n+1

i + (1−W (
∆t

τ
))ug,n+1

i ,

ug,n+1
i = un

i −
∆t

∆x

∑

k

(ckg
n
k,i+ 1

2
− ckg

n
k,i− 1

2
),

uf,n+1
i = un

i −
∆t

∆x

∑

k

(ckf
n
k,i+ 1

2
− ckf

n
k,i− 1

2
).

(68)

We have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose that the conditions (31), (30) and (29) hold. Then,

if the CFL condition (35) holds, then the numerical solution of the method

(68) satisfies

‖Us,n+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Un‖L2. (69)

where Us,n+1 is given by (42).
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Proof. Based on condition that the numerical integration is accurate in the

sense of (31), the constraint-preserving property (32) and the equations (39)–

(41) lead to

f s,n+1
k,i = un+1

i ωk, un+1
i =

∑

k

∆cf pre,n+1
k,i ,

f pre,n+1
k,i = W (

∆t

τ
)f f,n+1

k,i + (1−W (
∆t

τ
))f g,n+1

k,i ,

(70)

where f pre,n+1
k,i stands for the discrete distribution function predicted solely

by considering the effect of numerical fluxes across cell interfaces.

Adopt the notations

Upre,n+1 =
( f

pre,n+1
−K√
ω−K

, . . . ,
f
pre,n+1
K√
ωK

)⊤
, f

pre,n+1
k = (f pre,n+1

k,1 , . . . , f pre,n+1
k,I ).

It follows from Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5 that

‖Upre,n+1‖L2 ≤ W (
∆t

τ
)‖Uf,n+1‖L2 + (1−W (

∆t

τ
))‖Ug,n+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Un‖L2 .

(71)

It is obtained from (70) that

f s,n+1
k,i√
ωk

=
∑

l

√

ωk∆c
√

ωl∆c
f pre,n+1
l,i√

ωl
.

Based on the above equation and the condition
∑

k ωk∆c = 1, the Cauchy-

Schwartz inequality gives that

∑

k

∣

∣

f s,n+1
k,i√
ωk

∣

∣

2
=
(

∑

k

ωk∆c
)∣

∣

∑

l

√

ωl∆c
f pre,n+1
l,i√

ωl

∣

∣

2

=
∣

∣

∑

l

√

ωl∆c
f pre,n+1
l,i√

ωl

∣

∣

2

≤
(

∑

l

ωl∆c
)

∑

l

∣

∣

f pre,n+1
l,i√

ωl

∣

∣

2

=
∑

l

∣

∣

f pre,n+1
l,i√

ωl

∣

∣

2
.
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This implies

‖Us,n+1‖L2 ≤ ‖Upre,n+1‖L2. (72)

Combining (72) and (71) leads to (69).

The proof is completed.

5. Conclusions

Based on a direct modeling of physical laws in a control volume with

limited cell resolution, the UGKS is a multiscale method for flow simulations

in all flow regimes, in which the numerical flux is constructed using the

integration solution of the kinetic model equation. This paper develop a

first-order UGKS based on a linear kinetic model of BGK type. This model

is able to reproduce the 1-D linear scalar advection-diffusion equation via

the Chapman-Enskog expansion method. This paper rigorously proves the

weighted L2-stability of the first-order UGKS and derives a hyperbolic type

CFL condition. The time step of the method neither suffers from restrictions

of being less than the particle collision time, nor is it limited by parabolic

type CFL conditions commonly used in the diffusion equations.

For the proof, the creativity of this paper lies in that based on the ratio

of the time step to the particle collision time, the update of distribution

functions is viewed as a convex combination of sub-methods. Those sub-

methods are in relation to various physics processes, such as the particle free

transport and collisions, indicating the multiscale physics in the UGKS. The

strong stability of the sub-methods are obtained by regarding them as finite

volume discretizations to linear hyperbolic systems and using the associated
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Riemann invariants. Consequently, the strong stability preserving property

gives the desired weighted L2-stability of the first-order UGKS.

Our approach provides a novel analytical framework to rigorously prove

the strong stability of multiscale kinetic methods. The results serve as a

first-step to analyze the stability of the UGKS for the full compressible gas

dynamic.

Appendix A. Von Neumann stability analysis

In the appendix we present the details for applying the von Neumann

stability analysis method to derive the estimates (47) and (64).

We first consider the method (44)–(45). Without loss of generality, we

present only the proof for the case with ck > 0. The results for other cases

can be obtained in the same manner. For ck > 0, the method (44)–(45) is

rewritten as

f f,n+1
k,i = f f,n

k,i − ck∆t

∆x
(fn

k,i − fn
k,i−1). (A.1)

In the following, we will investigate the stability properties in a L2-setting

following the stability analysis of von-Neumann for linear problems with

periodic boundary conditions, see e.g. [11]. We investigate the effect of

the method (A.1) on harmonic waves with wave number m and amplitude

f̂ f,n
k,m,

f f,n
k,i = f̂ f,n

k,me
im(i∆x), (A.2)

where i denotes the imaginary unit. Introducing the above Fourier expansion

into the linear method (A.1), we obtain

f̂ f,n+1
k,m = λk(m)f̂ f,n

k,m, (A.3)
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where the amplification factor λk(m) is given by

λk(m) = 1− ηk(1− e−im∆x), ηk =
ck∆t

∆x
. (A.4)

It follows from a direct calculation that

|λk(m)|2 = 1− 4ηk(1− ηk) sin
2
(1

2
m∆x

)

≤ 1. (A.5)

provided that |ηk| ≤ 1. The above inequality implies the estimate (47).

Next, following the proof in [13], we are in a position to show the estimate

(64). Similarly, applying the Fourier expansion into the linear method (62)–

(63), we obtain that

F̂ g,n+1
m = G(m)F̂ g,n

m , (A.6)

where G(m) is the amplification factor. We skip the details of the calculation

of the amplification factor and present the result in the form

g(m) :=|G(m)|2 − 1

=4 sin2 ξ

2

(

β(β − erfα)− β2(1− (erfα)2) sin2 ξ

2

)

,
(A.7)

where

ξ = m∆x, β =

√

a2 +
θ

2

∆t

∆x
, α =

a√
θ
. (A.8)

It suffices to prove

max
ξ∈[0,π]

g(ξ) ≤ 0, (A.9)

which leads to

β(β − erfα)− β2(1− (erfα)2) sin2 ξ

2
≤ 0. (A.10)

Since the above expression is linear in sin2 ξ
2
, we evaluate it at two positions

ξ = 0 and ξ = π to obtain two necessary and sufficient conditions

β(β − erfα) ≤ 0 and βerfα(−1 + βerfα) ≤ 0. (A.11)
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Based on the assumption a > 0, we have β > 0 and erfα > 0. Thus, the

conditions (A.11) are reduced to

β ≤ 1

erfα
and β ≤ erfα. (A.12)

Note that erfα ≤ 1, hence the second condition is more restrictive and gives

the estimate (64).
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