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Gas-surface interaction is studied by the molecular dynamics method to investigate qualitatively characteristics
of accommodation coefficients. A large number of trajectories of gas molecules colliding to and scattering from
a surface are statistically analyzed to calculate the energy (thermal) accommodation coefficient (EAC) and
the tangential momentum accommodation coefficient (TMAC). Considering experimental measurements of the
accommodation coefficients, the incident velocities are stochastically sampled to represent a bulk condition. The
accommodation coefficients for noble gases show qualitative coincidence with experimental values. To investigate
characteristics of these accommodation coefficients in detail, the gas-surface interaction is parametrically studied
by varying the molecular mass of gas, the gas-surface interaction strength, and the molecular size of gas, one
by one. EAC increases with increasing every parameter, while TMAC increases with increasing the interaction
strength, but decreases with increasing the molecular mass and the molecular size. Thus, contradictory results
in experimentally measured TMAC for noble gases could result from the difference between the surface
conditions employed in the measurements in the balance among the effective parameters of molecular mass,
interaction strength, and molecular size, due to surface roughness and/or adsorbed molecules. The accommodation
coefficients for a thermo-fluid dynamics field with a temperature difference between gas and surface and a bulk
flow at the same time are also investigated.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Along with the recent development of microscale and
nanoscale technologies, microscale flows are gaining signifi-
cance. In such microscale flows, especially in gaseous flows,
the Knudsen number, defined by the ratio of the molecular
mean free path to the characteristic length of a system, is an
important parameter. Because of the size of the flow field,
the Knudsen number becomes large; the flow is called a high
Knudsen number flow. In high Knudsen number flows, the
collision number of molecules to wall surfaces cannot be
neglected compared to that between molecules in the fluid. In
addition, the surface-to-volume ratio of the fluid is large due
to the small size. Therefore, the gas-surface interaction plays
an important role in microscale gaseous flows. The amounts
of the velocity slip and temperature jump phenomena in the
slip flow regime are determined by the gas-surface interaction
[1].

To represent the gas-surface interaction, the accommo-
dation coefficient is often employed. The accommodation
coefficient is defined as

α = ζi − ζr

ζi − ζs

, (1)

where ζ is a physical property of molecules and the overline
represents the averaging over all concerned molecules. The
subscripts i, r , and s denote the incident condition, the reflected
condition, and the condition fully accommodated to a surface.
This coefficient represents the mean degree of accommodation
of each physical property of molecules to a surface. The size of
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the accommodation coefficient is known to differ by physical
properties of molecules, like energy and momentums.

The accommodation coefficient on the energy is called
the energy accommodation coefficient (EAC) [2,3], and it is
defined as

αE = Ei − Er

Ei − Es

, (2)

where E denotes the energy of molecules. This coefficient is
related to heat transfer between gas and surface. If there is no
flow, namely the static condition, the energy of the molecules
can be expressed by using temperature T as E = 2kT , where k

is the Boltzmann constant, and this coefficient can be expressed
by T instead of E, which is called the thermal accommodation
coefficient. EAC has been experimentally measured from
the heat transfer through gas confined between two surfaces
with different temperatures [2–7]. A typical measurement
technique is the low-pressure method: The accommodation
coefficient is deduced from the measurement of the heat
flux through gas in the free-molecular flow regime as a
function of pressure, because the heat flux is proportional to
the number density of molecules, namely pressure, and the
accommodation coefficients. It is important to note that the
heat flux is measured without flow in the measurement system.

The tangential momentum accommodation coefficient
(TMAC) [8,9] is also often employed to understand resistance
to flow by surfaces. Since the condition fully accommodated
to a surface pt,s = 0, it is defined as

αt = pt,i − pt,r

pt,i

, (3)

where pt denotes the tangential momentum in the flow direc-
tion of molecules. TMAC has been experimentally measured
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by several approaches using the velocity slip phenomenon,
typically, the mass flow rate measurement in the slip flow
regime and the measurement using the spinning rotor gauge
[8–10]. By comparing the theoretical and measured values,
TMAC is deduced from the viscous slip coefficient.

From the measurements of the accommodation coefficients,
it appeared that EAC and TMAC showed different characteris-
tics on the molecular mass of the gas species: By increasing the
molecular mass, EAC drastically increases [2,3,6,7], whereas
there were contrary results on TMAC: it slightly decreases
[11,12] or slightly increases [13]. Even though the same gas
species-surface material pair was employed, there remains
a considerable variation in the measured values of EAC
and TMAC [3,8,9]. If we focus only on the qualitative
characteristics of the accommodation coefficients, there is the
opposite tendency for EAC and TMAC, where the reason is not
clear. Adding to that, there is an argument about the contrary
results of the TMAC measurements. It is, however, not easy to
reveal the characteristics of the accommodation coefficients
by measurements, and there are several numerical studies
employing the molecular dynamics method to investigate the
gas-surface interaction [14–20]. It is important to note that it is
difficult to simulate quantitatively an experimental result by the
molecular dynamics simulations, because surface conditions
for the whole surface area at the measured condition, like
a roughness and adsorbed molecules, are not enough clear.
Surface conditions are not easy to measure in situ, and it
is also difficult to employ a defined clean bare surface in
the atomic level in measurements. Therefore, the qualitative
characteristics of the accommodation coefficients have been
studied numerically. The effect of gas-surface interaction
potential on TMAC was parametrically studied in Ref. [14],
but it employed a surface with an rigid lattice corresponding
to Ts = 0 and it is impossible in principle to study EAC by
their framework. The dependence of TMAC on the molecular
mass was studied in Ref. [20]. However, unfortunately TMAC
in that study was based on individual molecules rather than
bulk flow, which is different from the measurement because
TMAC was measured by using the bulk flow as explained
above; it is not adequate to discuss the experimental results
by TMAC based on individual molecules. Moreover, there
is another question of whether it is possible to employ EAC
or TMAC for a thermo-fluid dynamics field where both heat
transfer and flow exist.

In this study, the characteristics of EAC and TMAC based
on the same definition with the measurements are investigated
by the molecular dynamics method. In a numerical simulation,
the natures of gas species, namely the molecular mass and
the parameters of the gas-surface interaction potential, are
parametrically studied to reveal the reason for the charac-
teristics on the accommodation coefficients, which is one of
the advantages of the numerical approach compared to the
experimental measurements. Although it is well known that
reproducing a real engineering surface on an atomic scale
within a framework of the molecular dynamics study is not
easy, due to a roughness, adsorbed molecules, and so on, it
is possible to obtain a qualitative characteristics on the gas-
surface interaction. The characteristics of the accommodation
coefficients are qualitatively discussed from the results of the
parametric study. To understand the physical mechanism of the

characteristics easily, a simple potential model is employed.
EAC and TMAC of a thermo-fluid dynamics field is studied
and compared with EAC obtained from a static fluid and
TMAC obtained from a thermal equilibrium flow.

II. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

There have been several molecular dynamics studies on
the accommodation coefficients. Nanochannels were often
employed to investigate gas-surface interaction [15,17–19].
Sometimes the direct simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) method
[21] was employed to simulate the bulk flow inside the channel
[16]. It is, however, not clear that the conditions of incoming
molecules to a surface are in equilibrium as in the experimental
measurements due to a narrow nanochannel, compared with
the conditions in experiments. Adding to that, it is questionable
whether it is appropriate to obtain EAC from a thermally
equilibrium flow and TMAC from a heat transfer through a
static fluid, where EAC and TMAC were typically measured
from a heat transfer and a mass flow rate, respectively. This
is because it is clearly inadequate to consider EAC in a
thermal equilibrium system or TMAC in a static fluid from the
definitions, Eqs. (2) and (3); temperatures of gas and surface
are the same, Ei = Es , for the former case, and there is no
specific direction for incident molecules in average, pt,i = 0,
for the latter. It is noteworthy that the overline is an average
over all molecules in the scattering process, and the above
conditions are inevitably satisfied if the number of molecular
samples is enough large. Thus, it is inadequate to use the
velocities of scattering gas molecules without averaging [19].
It could be also different from experimental results that use an
accommodation coefficient based on an individual molecule
[20].

Based on these points, we employed a different approach
to obtain the accommodation coefficients by the molecular
dynamics simulation in this study: An individual process
of a gas molecule coming to, colliding with, and scattering
from a surface was simulated [14,20] based on the molecular
dynamics code employed in Refs. [22–24]. In other words,
gas molecules were simulated just from the last collision to
another gas molecule before colliding with a surface until
the next collision after the scattering. This approach was
similar to the previous studies using nanochannels in the
sampling process to calculate accommodation coefficients,
since properties of gas molecules before and after collisions
to calculate the accommodation coefficients were usually
sampled at the distance determined by the mean free path from
a surface. It is therefore important to note that the scattering
process of each molecule can be separately analyzed because
of the independent processes, resulting in adaptability to the
parallel computation and the reduction of the computational
cost. This allows us the advantage of simulating a large number
of trajectories to calculate the accommodation coefficients
statistically.

The incident conditions were determined by the equilibrium
theoretical velocity distribution to represent the conditions of a
bulk fluid [14]. In the measurements, although EAC was often
measured in the free-molecular flow regime, the conditions
of incoming molecules were well determined to be a thermal
equilibrium condition. TMAC was often measured in the slip
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flow regime, where gas molecules experience many collisions
with other gas molecules. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume
the equilibrium condition to represent the measurements. This
approach enables us to evaluate EAC and TMAC within the
same framework; to calculate EAC from a heat transfer through
a static fluid and TMAC from a thermally equilibrium flow,
just the velocity distributions, which determine the incident
conditions, were changed. Gas molecules impinging on a
surface within an equilibrium bulk fluid follow the velocity
distribution of the Maxwell distribution for a static gas and the
shifted Maxwell distribution for a gas with a macroscopic bulk
flow velocity of u. The distributions are expressed as

f = m

2πkTg

exp

{
− m

2kTg

[
(cx − u)2 + c2

y

]}

· m

kTg

cz exp

[
− m

2kTg

c2
z

]
, (4)

where ci are molecular velocity of each component, m is
the molecular mass, and Tg is the temperature of gas. The
x axis was the direction of the bulk flow, which was parallel
to a surface, and the z axis was normal to the surface. The
distribution with u = 0 is called the Maxwell and u �= 0
the shifted Maxwell distributions. Therefore, the incident
velocities were stochastically sampled from this velocity
distribution function, Eq. (4); u = 0 for EAC and u �= 0 for
TMAC.

A monatomic Lennard-Jones molecule was employed as
the gas species. The characteristics of the accommodation
coefficients were studied by changing the molecular param-
eters of the mass of a gas molecule mg and the parameters of
the Lennard-Jones (12-6) gas-surface interaction potential, εgs

and σgs , one by one. The trajectories of a gas molecule and
surface atoms were calculated solving the Newton’s equations
of motions by the velocity Verlet algorithm, where the time
step was 1.85 fs. The surface was modeled by a slab with the
Miller index of (111) of three layers of 392 atoms in each layer,
whose size was 3.33 × 3.36 nm. The interaction between
surface atoms were also represented by the Lennard-Jones
(12-6) potentials with the parameters of εs = 3772 K and
σ = 0.247 nm, i.e., Pt atoms [18]. The slab in a thermal equi-
librium at the surface temperature Ts = 300 K was prepared
beforehand after simulating 0.2 ns with temperature control
and 0.8 ns without temperature control. The periodic boundary
conditions were applied to the x-y plane. This prepared slab
was loaded as the initial condition of surface atoms at every
scattering process simulation. However, to avoid the same
surface condition for different incident gas molecules, the slab
was randomly rotated and every gas molecule was initially
placed at a randomly selected position in the xy plane at
the height of zi = 6σgs from a surface, which was equal to
the cutoff distance of the potential. The initial velocities of
gas molecules were stochastically sampled from the Maxwell
or the shifted Maxwell distribution using the method often
employed in the DSMC [21]. To evaluate EAC, the Maxwell
distribution, Eq. (4) with u = 0, with the temperature of gas
Tg = 250 K, where the temperature difference between gas and
surface was �T = 50 K, was employed. To evaluate TMAC,
the shifted Maxwell distribution, Eq. (4) with u = 0.1Cmp,

FIG. 1. A numerical coordinate system.

where Cmp =
√

2kT

m
, with the temperature of gas T = 300 K,

was employed. The initial incident velocity vectors, namely
the position of a gas molecule in Fig. 1, are plotted in Fig. 2.
From the figures, the incident velocity vectors were widely
scattered, and those for TMAC were slightly biased toward
x < 0 region because of u > 0. A gas molecule impinged on
the surface one at a time in every simulation, and the simulation
was continued until the gas molecule escaped in the height
more than zi away from the surface. If the total energy of a
gas molecule was lower than 2kTs or the simulation reached
66 666 steps (123 ps), the gas molecule was determined to
be trapped. These trapped molecules were estimated to have
properties fully accommodated to the surface condition after
the collision. For each incidence condition, 10 000 trajectories
were simulated.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Accommodation coefficients

First, the energy accommodation coefficient (EAC), Eq. (2),
and the tangential momentum accommodation coefficient
(TMAC), Eq. (3), were calculated from the simulated trajec-
tories for noble gases: He, Ne, Ar, and Kr. The interaction
potential parameters (σgs, εgs) were determined based on the
value of Pt-Ar [17,18] and relatively evaluated by the Lorentz-
Berthelot rules using the parameters of gas molecules in
Refs. [25,26] as (2.38 Å, 23.093 K) for He, (2.60 Å, 49.572 K)
for Ne, (2.94 Å, 79.144 K) for Ar, and (3.15 Å, 92.600 K) for

(a) EAC (b) TMAC

FIG. 2. The initial incident velocity vectors towards colliding
points for gas molecules are plotted. They are sampled from the
Maxwell distribution for EAC and the shifted Maxwell distribution
in the x direction for TMAC.
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FIG. 3. Typical convergences of EAC and TMAC against the
number of scattering samples.

Kr, respectively, where the parameter for Xe is not listed. Thus,
the parameters for Pt-Ar were the same with Refs. [17,18].

The convergences of EAC and TMAC are plotted for Ar as
a function of the number of the scattering samples n in Fig. 3.
The 95% confidence interval for TMAC is still large even with
the number of sample n = 10 000 compared with EAC. It is
understandable since the size of the velocity, i.e., speed, is
involved in EAC, whereas TMAC focuses on the x component
of the velocity and needs a large number of samples to have
the same confidence interval. It could be enough, however, to
check the qualitative tendency of the characteristics even for
TMAC.

Before analyzing the accommodation coefficients, the sim-
ulation was validated by comparing the obtained values with
those in the literature, since there is a discrepancy between the
values by the molecular dynamics studies and the experiments.
For the validation, EAC by Ref. [17] and TMAC by Ref. [18]
for Pt-Ar obtained by using nanochannels were employed;
the simulated systems were different from our simulation,
though the same potentials were used. It is important to note
that the molecules determined as trapped in our study are
evaluated as fully accommodated to the surface to reduce the
computational cost. Therefore, we omit the trapped molecules
from the calculation of the accommodation coefficients here.
EACs obtained by the two parallel plates with the temperatures
at 150 K and 300 K were 0.43 and 0.37, respectively [17],
while we obtained EAC at Tg = 200 K as 0.46. For TMAC, our
simulation is only limited to the colliding process, which would
correspond to the large Knudsen number. TMAC obtained by
the acceleration-field-driven Poiseuille flow were 0.313–0.247
for Kn = 0.72 depending on the magnitude of the acceleration
[18], whereas TMAC was calculated as 0.34 in our simulation.
Since the simulated conditions were not exactly the same, they
showed quite good agreement.

The obtained accommodation coefficients for noble gases
are plotted in Fig. 4 with confidence intervals. From Fig. 4,
EAC is strongly dependent on the molecular mass and
increases with increasing the molecular mass, whereas TMAC
is almost constant. Comparing the result with the experimental
values, there is a quantitative discrepancy both for EAC
and TMAC, as mentioned in the introduction. However, the
tendency of EAC is the same as that in the measurements
[6,7], where EAC drastically increases from He to Xe. For
TMAC, the variation of the values among noble gases is much

FIG. 4. The calculated EAC and TMAC for He, Ne, Ar, and Kr
are plotted against the molecular weight.

smaller compared with EAC. Comparing with the results in
the literature, TMAC shows the trend in between the slightly
increasing result [13] and the slightly decreasing results
[11,12], which is reasonable considering the large confidence
intervals. Compared with the previous molecular dynamics
study [20], the increase from He to Ne is not observed in
Fig. 4. This could be because the shifted Maxwell distribution
and TMAC of the bulk flow are employed and the surface
material is Pt in this study rather than Si as in the literature.

B. Parametric study

1. Parameters

In the previous section, we evaluated the accommodation
coefficients between several noble gas species. However, the
reason for the tendency of the accommodation coefficients is
still not clear. It is often the case to use the molecular mass
to order the gas species, but we can obtain a similar trend
by plotting against another parameter, like the viscosity and
the thermal conductivity, since they are strongly correlated
for the noble gas species. Thus, a parametric study is used to
understand the effect of the parameters on the accommodation
coefficients [14], which was only possible in the numerical
study.

The parameters for the scattering process of a gas molecule
from a surface are the ratio of molecular mass between gas
and surface mg/ms and the parameters of the gas-surface
interaction potential εgs and σgs . These parameters depend
on both a gas molecule and surface atoms. In this study,
the parameters of surface atoms were fixed to the values
corresponding to Pt, while those of a gas molecule were varied;
three parameters of the molecular mass of gas mg and the
interaction potential parameters εgs and σgs were changed one
by one. The interaction parameters between surface atoms εs

and σs were not considered as parameters. If εs is varied, the
strength of surface atoms’ network is varied, and the number
of atoms to be affected by an incident gas molecule is varied.
If surface atoms within a large area are affected, it could be
similar to the scattering process with heavy surface atoms,
and vice versa; i.e., the effect from εs is similar to that from
the mass of surface atoms ms . σs corresponds to the size of
surface atoms and the only important value is the ratio of σs to
σg . Therefore, the effect of σs is the same with that of σgs . The
parameters of the base condition were selected as those for
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FIG. 5. The calculated EAC and TMAC, changing only the
molecular mass mg artificially.

Ar: mg = 39.95 amu, εgs = 79.144 K, and σgs = 0.294 nm.
The parameters were varied among the values of noble gases
separately. The molecular mass mg was chosen among He
(4.003), Ne (20.18), Ar (39.95), Kr (83.80), and Xe (131.3). To
compensate for the lack of data for Xe and to clarify tendencies
by increasing the range of parameters, the pair of the potential
parameters were chosen from a little extended range based on
the values for these noble gases; εgs[K] was chosen among
10.000, 23.093 (He), 49.572 (Ne), 79.144 (Ar), 92.600 (Kr),
and 120.00, and σgs[Å] was chosen among 2.00, 2.38 (He),
2.60 (Ne), 2.94 (Ar), 3.15 (Kr), and 3.50. When one parameter
was changed, the other parameters were fixed to the base
condition of Ar.

2. Molecular mass mg

The obtained results for varying the molecular mass of gas
are plotted in Fig. 5. As seen from Fig. 5, EAC increases
with increasing the molecular mass where mg < 40, while it
is nearly constant for heavier gases. TMAC slightly decreases
with increasing the molecular mass.

To investigate this in detail, the interaction in the normal
direction was analyzed by employing the normal momentum
accommodation coefficient (NMAC). There are several defini-
tions for NMAC [9]; in this study, we employed the definition
[27] as

αn = pn,i − pn,r

pn,i − pn,s

= |pn,i | + |pn,r |
|pn,i | + |pn,s | , (5)

where pn denotes the normal momentum of gas molecules,

and pn,s = mg

√
π

2

kT

mg

. Note that incoming pn,i and scattering

pn,r , pn,s are in opposite directions. NMAC and the adsorption
probability are plotted in Fig. 6. From the figure, NMAC has
nearly the same trend as the accommodation coefficients in
Fig. 5. A heavier gas molecule is easier to accommodate to
the surface, since the mean velocity of heavier gas molecules
is smaller at the same temperature and the duration to
be influenced by the gas-surface interaction is longer. By
increasing the molecular mass, the EAC increases. For the EAC
condition, NMAC reaches unity at mg � 40; gas molecules are
fully accommodated in the normal direction. This could be the
reason it is constant at mg > 40. Even though gas molecules
completely accommodate in the normal direction, they do

FIG. 6. The calculated NMAC (left axis) and adsorption proba-
bility (right axis), changing only the molecular mass mg artificially.

not accommodate in the tangential direction estimated from
TMAC in Fig. 5, resulting in EAC αE < 1. This threshold
could be determined by the balance between the molecular
mass and the interaction strength to accommodate to the
surface, which corresponds to the condition of Ar in this study.
For TMAC, a heavier gas molecule tends to keep the tangential
momentum by their inertia, while the accommodation process
changes the normal component of the velocity. Therefore, the
scattering angle distribution resulting from their balance could
slightly affect the value of TMAC.

3. Interaction strength εgs

The interaction strength of the Lennard-Jones potential
between gas and surface εgs was varied and the results are
plotted in Fig. 7. The tendency of TMAC is similar to that in
Ref. [14]. For εgs , EAC and TMAC show the same tendency.
NMAC and the adsorption probability in Fig. 8 also increase.
This is reasonable because molecules accommodate to the
surface by increasing the interaction strength. For the condition
of εgs = 120 K, the interaction strength could be too strong
compared to the mass ratio of a gas molecule to a surface
atom to show EAC more than unity, because of the artificial
parameter setting.

FIG. 7. The calculated EAC and TMAC by changing only the
interaction strength between gas and surface εgs artificially.
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FIG. 8. The calculated NMAC (left axis) and adsorption proba-
bility (right axis) by changing only the interaction strength between
gas and surface εgs artificially.

4. Molecular size σgs

σgs represents the relative size of a gas molecule to
surface atoms. By decreasing σgs , a gas molecule becomes
relatively smaller; thus, the surface becomes corrugated from
the viewpoint of a gas molecule. The surface is relatively flat by
increasing σgs . Therefore, this parameter represents the effect
from surface roughness in the scattering process.

From Fig. 9, the trends of EAC and TMAC are opposite.
The tendency of TMAC is similar to that in Ref. [14]. By
checking NMAC and the adsorption probability in Fig. 10,
it is interestingly nearly the same result with the interaction
strength εgs in Fig. 8. Thus, energy is more transferred between
gas and surface by increasing σgs due to the increase in the
normal momentum transfer. This could be because the number
of surface atoms involved in the scattering process, namely
in the distance of several σgs from a gas molecule where
the attraction force exists, is larger for a flat surface than
for a corrugated surface. TMAC decreases with increase in
σgs , which is contradictory to the result for εgs in Fig. 7,
even though NMAC and the adsorption probability have
trends similar to Fig. 8. This behavior could be coming
from the scattering distribution of gas molecules, and the
scattered angle distribution was investigated. The intensity
distributions of TMAC against the scattering angle for the
polar angle from x axis, which is coincident with the bulk flow
direction �u, are plotted for the smallest σgs = 2.0 Å and for
the largest σgs = 3.5 Å conditions in Fig. 11. It is shown that

FIG. 9. The calculated EAC and TMAC, changing only the size
of a gas molecule σgs artificially.

FIG. 10. The calculated NMAC (left axis) and adsorption prob-
ability (right axis), changing only the size of a gas molecule σgs

artificially.

the scattering intensity in the positive x direction, i.e., the flow
direction, increases with increasing σgs ; the component similar
to the mirror scattering increases with the surface flatness. In
other words, the corrugation increases the probability of the
back-scattering process, and TMAC increases with decreasing
the flatness of the surface.

5. EAC and TMAC

The characteristics of EAC and TMAC appear to be differ-
ent based on the influence of the parameters. EAC increases
by increasing every parameter, because of the transfer in the
normal direction. TMAC decreases with increasing mg and
σgs , but it increases with increasing εgs . This is because TMAC
is strongly influenced by the scattering angle distribution.
Therefore, considering that all the parameters increase by
changing the gas species from He to Kr, it is reasonable that
EAC increases drastically by the superposition of the effects
from all parameters, while TMAC remains nearly constant
because of the compensation of the effects.

In the experimental results, almost all the results of EAC
show the same tendency for the gas species, while there
were several contradictory results for TMAC. This could be
because the dependencies on mg, σgs , and εgs are opposite

FIG. 11. The scattering polar angle distributions of TMAC for
the smallest σgs = 2.0 Å and for the largest σgs = 3.5 Å conditions.
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only in TMAC. In the measurements, the surface conditions
were totally different from the defined clean bare surface
in the atomic level used in this study. There could be
surface roughness and/or adsorbed molecules for the surfaces
employed in the experiments. If we consider effective values
of the potential parameters for such real surfaces employed,
the parameters could be different from one surface to another.
TMAC could be slightly increased by the effect of effective εgs

component, while slightly decreased by the effects of effective
mg and σgs components. Therefore, we can conclude that the
difference in the surface condition led to the controversial
results in the experiments.

C. Bulk flow and heat transfer

In high Knudsen number flows, the thermal creep (thermal
transpiration) flow [28–31] is induced by the temperature
gradient on a surface. In such a case, macroscopic bulk flow
and heat transfers to/from a surface coexist, and it is different
from the condition for obtaining either EAC or TMAC in this
study, since u �= 0 at the same time as Tg �= Ts . Therefore,
there remains a question as to whether EAC or TMAC could
be employed to simulate such a flow.

To check EAC and TMAC for the condition of a thermo-
fluid dynamics field and investigate the difference from EAC
for a static fluid or TMAC for a thermal equilibrium flow
obtained in the previous section, EAC and TMAC for He,
Ne, Ar, and Kr were obtained by using the shifted Maxwell
distribution with both the bulk flow u �= 0 and the temperature
difference between gas and surface �T �= 0. They are plotted
against the molecular weight in Fig. 12 by the legend “with
�T & u”, compared with original EAC and TMAC. From
the figure, it can be seen that EAC is nearly the same as
the original case of a static fluid while TMAC is slightly
larger than the original case of a thermal equilibrium flow.
NMAC in Fig. 13 shows that the momentum transfer in the
normal direction is almost the same with the condition of the
original EAC condition, where the condition for the original
EAC simulation and the original TMAC simulation is shown
by the legends “with �T ” and “with u”, respectively. The
transfer between gas and surface in the normal direction can
be estimated to be mainly concerned with the heat transfer as

FIG. 12. The EAC and TMAC for He, Ne, Ar, and Kr are obtained
by using the shifted Maxwell distribution with the bulk flow u �= 0
and the temperature difference between gas and surface Tg �= Ts , and
they are plotted against the molecular weight.

FIG. 13. The calculated NMAC (left axis) and adsorption prob-
ability (right axis) by using the shifted Maxwell distribution with
the bulk flow u �= 0 and the temperature difference between gas and
surface Tg �= Ts .

in Sec. III B. The effect from the heat transfer coming from the
temperature difference between gas and surface �T = 50 K
is much larger than that from the bulk flow u = 0.1Cmp.
Their balance could be different depending on the size of �T

and u; however, the effect of the temperature difference �T

could be dominant. Because of the momentum transfer in the
normal direction, the degree of accommodation could increase
and TMAC could also increase compared to the original
thermal equilibrium flow condition. From these results, in our
simulated conditions, the bulk flow seems to be affected by
the temperature difference between gas and surface, whereas
the heat transfer problem seems to hardly be affected by the
bulk flow. Therefore, the use of TMAC in flow analysis of
the thermo-fluid dynamic fields would requires considerable
attention.

IV. CONCLUSION

The molecular dynamics study was employed to investigate
the characteristics of the accommodation coefficient. The
energy accommodation coefficient (EAC) and the tangential
momentum accommodation coefficient (TMAC) were calcu-
lated from a large number of trajectories of gas molecules
colliding to and scattering from a surface, using the simple
definition. To replicate the experimental measurements on a
larger scale compared to the size of the molecular dynamics
study, the incident velocities were stochastically sampled
from the equilibrium velocity distributions; the Maxwell
distribution with a different temperature from the surface
was employed for EAC and the shifted Maxwell distribution
was used for TMAC. The obtained tendency of EAC and
TMAC for noble gases were qualitatively coincident with
the experimental results. To understand the characteristics
in detail, EAC and TMAC were parametrically studied by
changing the molecular mass of gas, the interaction strength
between gas and surface and the molecular size of gas one
by one artificially. From the parametric study, EAC increased
with increasing every parameter, while TMAC increased with
increasing interaction strength, but TMAC decreased with
increasing molecular mass and molecular size of gas. It is
not so surprising that TMAC for noble gases showed the
opposite tendency in the experimental measurement from
these characteristics. Even though the surface materials were
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the same, the surface conditions were not always the same.
The difference between the surface conditions in the balance
among the effective molecular mass, interaction strength, and
molecular size, which were determined by considering the
effects from surface roughness and/or adsorbed molecules,
could result in the contrary results. EAC and TMAC for

thermo-fluid dynamics field under the condition with the
temperature difference between gas and surface and the bulk
flow at the same time were also investigated. In the simulated
conditions, EAC was nearly the same as the static fluid case,
whereas TMAC seemed to increase slightly compared with the
thermal equilibrium case.
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