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Abstract

We propose a simple well-balanced method named the slope selecting method which is efficient in both steady state cap-
turing and preserving for hyperbolic system with geometrical source terms having concentrations. Physical problems under
consideration include the shallow water equations with discontinuous topography, and the quasi-one-dimensional nozzle
flows with discontinuous cross-sectional area. This method is an extension from the interface type method developed in
[S. Jin, X. Wen, An efficient method for computing hyperbolic systems with geometrical source terms having concentra-
tions, J. Comput. Math. 22 (2004) 230-249]. The slope selecting method keeps two merits of the previous method. It can be
applied when the homogeneous system solver is available and has efficient steady state capturing property. Compared with
the previous method, the slope selecting method has two improvements. One is this method also has satisfactory steady
state preserving property. The other is this method can be applied to any conservative scheme for the homogeneous system.
Numerical examples provide strong evidence on the effectiveness of this slope selecting method for various unsteady,
steady and quasi-steady state solutions calculations as well as the flexibility of this method of being applicable to any
conservative scheme for the homogeneous system.
© 2006 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

Hyperbolic systems with geometric source terms arise in many physical applications, including the shallow
water equations with bottom topography and the quasi-one-dimensional nozzle flow equations with variable
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cross-sectional area. In this paper, we are concerned with the situation when the source terms in the system
have concentrations, corresponding to a ¢ function in the source, which is the case when the bottom is discon-
tinuous for shallow water equations or cross-sectional area is discontinuous for nozzle flow equations. For
such system with singular source term, conventional source term approximation methods usually fail to
resolve two related numerical issues. The first is steady state capturing, namely given an unsteady state initial
condition, a numerical method should be able to produce the numerical steady state solution satisfying the
correct steady state conditions. The conventional numerical method may give poor approximations to the
steady state equations due to the first order numerical viscosity used at discontinuities [16]. It is shown in
[21,23] the conventional cell average method fails in steady state capturing for such problems. The second
is steady state preserving, namely given an exact steady state solution as initial condition, a numerical method
should be able to efficiently keep this initial condition as numerical steady state solution. This property is
important for a numerical method to be able to correctly calculate quasi-steady state solutions [30]. This issue
needs to be carefully studied even when the source terms for the hyperbolic system do not have concentrations.
For example, fractional step methods and the pointwise source discretization method are shown to be impro-
per in steady state preserving for shallow water equations when the bottom is continuously variable [19,30].
We will show in this paper that a method which is efficient in steady state preserving when the source terms for
the hyperbolic system do not have concentrations does not necessarily work well for hyperbolic system with
source terms having concentrations.

A well accepted strategy for dealing with hyperbolic system with source term is to design so-called well-
balanced scheme that balances the numerical flux with the source term such that the steady state solution is
captured or preserved numerically exactly or with at least a second order accuracy. Many well-balanced
schemes have been proposed by many authors in recent years, including well-balanced scheme based on
non-conservative product [16] and its extensions [5,10,13-15,17], LeVeque’s quasi-steady computing scheme
[30], kinetic schemes [2,4,31,38], relaxation schemes [8,32], central schemes [26], HLLE scheme [7] and schemes
based on SGM (surface gradient method) [39,40]. Nonlinear extension of Roe’s linear idea [34] was made in
[3,19,21,36]. Many of these methods require the modification of the numerical flux in order to achieve well-
balance property of the schemes.

We investigate in this paper a simple well-balanced scheme which has satisfactory roles in both steady
state capturing and steady state preserving for hyperbolic system with geometrical source terms having
concentrations. Our scheme can effectively calculate the unsteady, steady and quasi-steady state solutions
of considered equations. This scheme is an extension of the method in [23]. Based on the same principle of
the interface method by Jin [21] and the methods in [23,24], this scheme uses interface values rather than
cell averages in the source terms and can be applied when a black-box homogeneous equations solver is
available. The main advantages of this type of methods are that they do not require the modification of
the numerical fluxes for the nonlinear convection terms, and the added numerical effort is small compared
with solving the homogeneous hyperbolic system. The present method has two improvements on the
method in [23]. Firstly, the method in [23] is an efficient steady state capturing scheme while it does
not deal with the steady state preserving issue. In this paper, our method keeps similar steady state cap-
turing merit, and also has satisfactory steady state preserving role. Secondly, the method in [23] can only
apply to Godunov type schemes for the homogeneous equations providing interface values of conserved
variables, which are those values by substituting into the flux expression of the hyperbolic system yield
the numerical fluxes for the schemes. This is because a key step to obtain the well-balance of the method
in [23] is the use of interface values in the source term approximations. However, such Godunov type
schemes providing interface values are limited nearly to Godunov [12] and Roe [33] method, and exclude
many popularly used schemes such as central schemes [20,27], relaxation scheme [25] and HLLE scheme
[9,18] in which numerical fluxes are directly given without aid of defining interface values of conserved
variables. The method in the present paper gets rid of such restrictions and can apply to any conservative
scheme for the homogeneous part of the considered hyperbolic system in which only numerical fluxes need
to be provided.

We call the method proposed in this paper the slope selecting method. Our method hybridizes three impor-
tant ingredients. Take shallow water equations with discontinuous bottom topography as example. Firstly,
we start from the surface gradient method (SGM) [40]. SGM is a convenient method which achieves the
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steady state preserving role for a continuous variable bottom function by incorporating into the conven-
tional cell average method a simple data reconstruction procedure. It uses gradient of water surface level
rather than that of water height to reconstruct conserved variables for obtaining numerical fluxes. Secondly,
as SGM is no longer reliable for preserving (non-stationary) steady state solution for shallow water equa-
tions with discontinuous bottom, we propose a slope selecting strategy which modifies the slopes for water
surface level or water height in cells near a bottom discontinuity. This process facilitates the achieving of
steady state preserving role of our method, and also provides a suitable way to define the interface values
of water height using the cell average values to be used in the source term approximation. Thirdly, we need
to apply the same interface type source term approximation proposed in the method [23] in the cell contain-
ing a bottom discontinuity, which is indispensable for our method to be efficient in both steady state cap-
turing and preserving for discontinuous bottom problem. Since the interface values of conserved variables
needed by the interface type source term approximation are provided by the slope selecting strategy and
numerical fluxes, our method is thus applicable to any conservative scheme providing numerical fluxes for
the homogeneous shallow water equations. With the hybridization of these three ingredients, our method
is able to achieve satisfactory steady state preserving role for shallow water equations with general discon-
tinuous and variable bottom topography.

For nozzle flow equations, following the same design principle of SGM, we have designed similar data
reconstruction strategies which are efficient steady state preserving method when the cross-sectional area in
the problem is continuous variable. They are called the density gradient method (DGM) and the energy gra-
dient method (EGM) for isothermal and non-isothermal nozzle flow equations, respectively. The hybridization
in our slope selecting method for nozzle flow equations with discontinuous cross-sectional area is similar. We
combine with the DGM or EGM, the slope selecting strategy and the interface type source term approxima-
tion to get a method having satisfactory role in steady state preserving for the nozzle flow equations with dis-
continuous and variable cross-sectional area.

Furthermore, the steady state capturing role of the method in [23] is preserved in our present method with
the improvement that the present method is applicable to more general schemes for the homogeneous hyper-
bolic systems — any conservative scheme providing numerical fluxes. Similar to the method in [23], the slope
selecting method can also correctly calculate both unsteady and steady state solution for the hyperbolic
systems with concentration source terms. This slope selecting method can correctly deal with the sub- or
super-critical flow case and when adding a transonic fix in the source term approximation can solve well
the transonic flow over the concentration.

In Sections 24, we introduce our slope selecting method for shallow water equations, isothermal and non-
isothermal nozzle flow equations, respectively. We give proof for each problem that our method is capable of
preserving the steady state solution with any desired accuracy in the simple but important case when the bot-
tom topography or the cross-sectional area is a step function. The fact that our method keeps similar efficiency
in steady state capturing as in the method [23] for these problems are demonstrated numerically. Numerical
examples show that our method, being widely applicable to conservative schemes for the homogeneous hyper-
bolic system, gives satisfactory unsteady, steady solutions and also efficiently preserve steady state solutions
for these problems.

Similar to SGM, the well-balance of our slope selecting method is generally hold when using both uniform
and nonuniform meshes. For simplicity, in this paper we discuss about the uniform meshes. In the following
we will use x;y1/> to denote the grid point, Ax = x;1/» — X;_1/> the mesh size, w;1/» = w(x;11/2) the interface
value of a general quantity w, and w; = 4 f;l‘l'//zz w(x) dx the cell average of w over the cell [x;_i/2, X/+1/2]).

2. The shallow water equations

Consider the one-dimensional shallow water equations with topography

hy + (hv), = 0, (2.1)

1
(hv), + (h02 —&-Eth) = —ghB,, (2.2)

X
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where /4 is the depth of the water, v is the mean velocity, g is the gravitational constant, and B(x) is the bottom
topography. It is known that the steady state solutions on continuous bottom part is either smooth solutions
satisfying

hv = Cy, (2.3)
1

or the stationary shock.

In [1] the authors studied the shallow water Riemann problem with a bottom step. Since the solution to
Riemann problem has self-similarity, the solution reaches steady state across the bottom step immediately
after initial time. The analytic solution constructed in [1]is guided by seeking classical solution to the homo-
geneous shallow water Riemann problem away from the bottom step, which can be connected by proper
steady state conditions across the bottom step. These steady state conditions can be interpreted as regarding
the bottom step as a steep continuous bottom topography and assuming a smooth flow over the bottom
step. Thus the flow at two sides of the bottom step satisfy the momentum and energy conservation, namely
the conditions (2.3), (2.4) are satisfied across the bottom step. Moreover, in a smooth steady state transition
across the bottom step, the states i.e. subcritical when 'Léh < 1, transcritical when %h =1 or supercritical

when L‘h > 1 at two sides of the bottom step are limited. They can be both subcritical or be both super-
g

critical, but a direct transition between subcritical and supercritical states across the bottom step is not
allowed. This is because in a smooth steady state shallow water flow the transcritical point connecting sub-
critical and supercritical flow can only be attained at the maximum bottom point. In the same reason, the
subcritical or supercritical state can be connected with a transcritical state to compose the smooth steady
state flow across the bottom step with the condition that the transcritical state is reached at the higher bot-
tom step side.

With the aid of the above steady state conditions across the bottom discontinuity, we can give the definition
of the corresponding steady state solutions to shallow water equations (2.1), (2.2) with discontinuous bottom
as follows

Definition 2.1. Steady state solutions to shallow water equations with discontinuous bottom: for a given
initial condition to shallow water equations (2.1), (2.2) with discontinuous bottom, the solution will remain
unchanged, i.e. the initial condition is the steady state solution for shallow water equations with discontinuous
bottom, if the initial condition is steady state solution on continuous bottom part, and across the bottom
discontinuity the conditions (2.3), (2.4) hold, namely

vy = hv,, (2.5)
1 1
51;12 + gh, + gB, = Evf + gh, + gB,, (2.6)

where Ay, v, By and h,, v, B, are the water height, velocity in the initial condition and the bottom function value
at two sides of the bottom discontinuity, and one of the following situations occurs

|vx|

1 <1, <1, 2.7
YN 27
.. ‘Ul‘ |Ur|
ii > 1, > 1, 2.8
( ) V ghl V ghr ( )
bl — 1 if B, > B,,
(iii) ﬁ L in - (2.9)
— = = 1 1 < Dy.
V/ehe

Notice when the momentum and energy are conserved across the bottom discontinuity, but the two sides
states are subcritical and supercritical, respectively, the solution is not in steady state, and will evolve to a
physically permissible steady state solution.
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The smooth transition across the bottom discontinuity described in Definition 2.1 are not all the possible
steady state conditions across the bottom discontinuity. In [6] the authors investigate the resonance phenom-
enon which is the situation that a stationary shock superposes with the bottom discontinuity. Thus it is pos-
sible that a subcritical state being connected with a supercritical state with energy not conserved to compose a
steady state flow across the bottom discontinuity. Such a steady state transition across the bottom disconti-
nuity is essentially non-smooth. Nevertheless, it is shown in [1] that the solutions constructed under the
smooth steady state conditions across the bottom step described in Definition 2.1 form rich solution patterns.
Therefore, such problems are commonly encountered in which the solutions evolve to the steady state solu-
tions belonging to Definition 2.1.

In this section, we are concerned with the steady state capturing and preserving for such steady state solu-
tions belonging to Definition 2.1. We design a well-balanced scheme for (2.1), (2.2) which is proved or
numerically demonstrated to be efficient in both steady state capturing and preserving. The investigation
of numerical scheme suitable for those steady state solutions related to the non-smooth steady state condi-
tions across the bottom discontinuity is of interest in the future study. We notice that the well-balanced
scheme built in [6] based on solution of shallow water Riemann problem with a bottom step is generally effi-
cient for computing solution with smooth or non-smooth transition across the bottom discontinuity. But
solving the shallow water Riemann problem with a bottom step is a much more complex task than solving
the homogeneous Riemann problem. The merits of the interface type methods [23,24] and the present
method, as mentioned before, are that they only use the conventional scheme for homogeneous shallow
water equations. By implementing the well-balanced source term approximation, these methods automati-
cally correctly compute the solutions for shallow water equations with discontinuous bottom topography
(for smooth transition across the bottom discontinuity) without involving the complication of recognizing
different solution structures corresponding to different initial conditions in the system with singular source
term. As demonstrated in Sections 2-4, the slope selecting method can be easily applied to different hyper-
bolic system with geometrical source terms having concentrations with the knowledge of the homogeneous
system conservative solver.

2.1. The cell average method

We first present the conventional cell average method for the shallow water equations,

m., .1 —m;_1
a,h,—s-%:(), (2.10)
e.1—e. 1 B.1—B. .
a,(hu)‘,+%: fghj%, 2.11)

where Bji% = B(xji%) and M1, M, €1, € denote, respectively, numerical fluxes for water height and

momentum at interfaces j — %7 J +% obtained by solving the homogeneous part of Egs. (2.1), (2.2).

As is well known, when the bottom function B(x) is continuous, the cell average method is suitable for
steady state capturing but not for steady state preserving. For the purpose of steady state preserving in the
context of a continuous bottom function, the SGM [40] is a convenient choice. When B(x) contains a discon-
tinuity, the cell average method even loses the function of steady state capturing due to the first order numer-
ical viscosity added at discontinuities. This matches with the fact that the shallow water equations in the form
(2.1), (2.2), which are referred as mass-momentum formulation in [1], no longer hold valid when the bottom
slope becomes infinite.

2.2. An interface type method

We next present our method in [23] using interface values. This method is a hybrid scheme that uses the cell
average method everywhere except at cells that contain a discontinuity of B(x). In this method we always locate
the discontinuity of B(x) in a cell center. In the following we assume that a discontinuity of B(x) is contained in

the center of a cell [x; 1,x;,1]. We use B;,1 to denote the interface values of B at x;...
J=3 7 J+3 JE3 JE3
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At the interfaces of the cell [x X 1, X; +1] we use a Godunov type solver providing the interface values of water

height and velocity which give the numerical fluxes by substituting into the flux expression to solve the homo-
geneous shallow water equations. Denote the interface values of /2, v at x;,1 by such Godunov type solver to be
h; 1, hy1, 0,1, v, and denote the numerical fluxes for water height and momentum at interfaces x;,1 by such

jﬂy
Godunov type solver to be My, M e, e, respectively. Then it holds that

J

My = v M= v,
B s g h Len
€y TRV T8N €y = MY +1 T80

Our scheme in [23] in this cell takes the form

oy + (i) = (i) _ 0, (2.12)

2 2 1,22
]+lvj+l hj+—) (hj*%vj—% + Zghjf%) 1 /XH% ~ B/+% - Bj_%
X. 1

0, (hv); + (h

(2.13)

&

where a general hat-function ¢ denotes a smooth function in the cell [x X 15X, +_] with endpoint values ¢(x;) at
x; (i = +
(It reinamsj to e)xplaln how to define the function % in the cell [x; X, +1] This function is appropriately cho-
sen so that the well-balance of the scheme is achieved. Deﬁne function H(x) in the cell [x X 15X, +_] to be the linear
interpolant through interpolating pomts (x,, hv), i=j— 5,J+13 G(x)in [x X 1, X; %] to be the linear interpolant
through (x;,} 21; + gh +8B), i=j—1%j+1 B(x) in ;- 17xj+1} to be the linear interpolant through
(x;,B;), i =j—1,j+3 Namely,

H(x;) = hvi,  G(x;) —%u, +gh,+gB,, B(x,) =B, i:jj:%. (2.14)
We then determine 4, d from the identities

H = h, (2.15)

G_%u + gh+ gB, (2.16)

or & can be determined by the relation
2

2
This equation generally has two positive roots, corresponding to subcritical and supercritical states,

respectively.
The following theorem shows that above hybrid scheme is well-balanced. The proof is given in [23].

+gh+gB =G. (2.17)

Theorem 2.1. Our hybrid scheme (2.12), (2.13) can preserve the steady state conditions (2.3), (2.4) exactly at cell
interfaces at two sides of bottom discontinuity in numerical steady state solution:

hj,%vj,% = I+IU/+_ (2.18)
1 1
EU/ l+ghj,1+gB,_ 3 j+1+gh+1+g 1. (2.19)

The cell average of 4 in the source term approximation (2.13) was approximated by composite quadrature
rules (e.g. the composite Simpson’s rule), with the values of h at the quadrature points obtained by solving the
algebraic equation (2.17) using Newton’s iteration. The values of h are chosen according to sub- or super-
critical states of the solution. In the transcritical solution case, a transcritical fix is used to help determining
the values of /. The details are given in [23].
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2.3. The slope selecting method

We now describe our slope selecting method for shallow water equations (2.1) and (2.2).

In order to maintain steady state preserving property, our method starts from SGM [40]. In the similar way
to the interface type method described in the above subsection, our slope selecting method is a hybrid scheme
that uses SGM everywhere except modifying the slope definitions and source term approximation near or in
the cell containing the bottom discontinuity. In our method we always locate the discontinuity of B(x) in a
cell center. Here we briefly describe the procedure of SGM.

(1) In the step of defining the slopes of conserved variables — water height and momentum in each cell.
Instead of defining the slope of water height as usually adopted in solving the homogeneous shallow
water equations, define the slope(denoted by Sy) for water surface level n =h+ B

Sy = G(nkflank7nk+l)a

where G is a standard slope limiter [29] such as minmod limiter or van Leer limiter. The slope of momen-
tum is still defined since momentum is a constant in the steady state solution.
(2) The values of water height on the left and right of the cell interface x,, are given by

1 1
h;r% = (i’lk +§AXSk> _Bk+%7 h]lir% = (’/’k+1 —EAXS/C+1> _Bk+%'

The left and right values of momentum are still obtained by the momentum cell average values and
slopes. These left and right values of conserved variables at interface x,_.; are used by a homogeneous
shallow water equations solver to get the numerical fluxes for water height and momentum m, ., ¢, ..

(3) Once the numerical fluxes for conserved variables are obtained, one can use the cell average formula
(2.10), (2.11) as the numerical scheme.

It is proved in [40] that SGM satisfies the Z-property defined as follows

Definition 2.2. Z-property: (i) a numerical scheme provides the exact values of a variable in the flow domain
to the stationary case that 5 being a constant, v = 0; (ii) the scheme exactly preserves this stationary flow when
a centered discretization is used for source terms.

While SGM is efficient in preserving steady state solutions for shallow water equations with continuous
bottom, in the following we will show that SGM fails to preserve non-stationary steady state solutions for
shallow water equations with discontinuous bottom. Assume that a discontinuity of B(x) is contained in

the center of a cell [xj,% \X; %], and B(x) is continuous in the neighborhood on each side of x;. Consider the sit-

uation that a non-stationary steady state solution, i.e. the steady state solution in which water velocity v is
non-zero, is reached, and there is no stationary shock existing in the neighborhood of x;. Denote water height
in the steady state solution to be 4°(x), and water surface level to be #*(x) = #*(x) + B(x). In a non-stationary
steady state, /°(x) and #°(x) both are discontinuous across the bottom discontinuity at x; in order to satisfy the
steady state conditions (2.3) and (2.4). Since no stationary shock exists in the neighborhood, #°(x) and 5°(x) are
continuous on each side of x; locally. Remember the notations specified at the end of Section 1. Since #°(x) is
discontinuous across x;, one has that ;7;+% — 11]5.7% is a O(1) quantity with regard to decreasing Ax. Due to the

continuity of 1%x) on each side of x;, it holds that

S + S
”IH% ’71-,%

2

S

Mo =My T o), my =my+o(l), = +0o(1) (2.20)

with regard to decreasing Ax. In SGM, the slope of water surface level in the cell [x_/-,% ,x;,1] is defined by

applying a standard slope limiter G(i;_y, 75, 1;,,). Then the predicted water surface level value on the left of
interface x; ! is given by

xj+%
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1
s.L s N S 8
’1]% =77j+§AXG('7,-,17’7,-,'7,-+1)- (221)
DenOte G(;/I;'—h ”;a ;7;+1) = AXG(”I;—lﬂlfa 77;'4_1)) then G(nj'_ﬂ 7];7 7]5-+1) iS Of the form
AT S s s s '/IS' B ns'*l
Gy my) = (i — )| —— | (2.22)
M1 = Mj

where function ¢ is continuous and ¢(1) = 1.
Together with (2.20), (2.21) and (2.22) gives

Moy Ty 1 (M =1y 3, 1
s,L _ Jt3 J=3 - Jt3 J=3 _ Vax) J=3
=75 +0(1)+2<—2 +0(1)>¢>(1+0(1)) — +o(1).
The error between this predicted water surface level value by SGM on the left of x;,, and the exact value is
S S '/IS_% B '1.5.+l
n./f% G % +o(l),

which is a O(1) quantity with regard to decreasing Ax since 11/5,_% — ;7; o is.

Thus SGM fails to correctly predict one side water surface level value on the interface near the bottom dis-
continuity for non-stationary steady state solution, in comparison with that it exactly predicts such value for
stationary steady state solutions cases. In fact, the principle allows SGM to be able to exactly predict water
height value at interfaces for stationary steady state solutions cases is that water surface level is constant in
those solutions. Thus it is not surprise that SGM fails in this role for non-stationary steady state solutions
with discontinuous bottom function since here water surface level is discontinuous, and fundamentally differ-
ent from a constant. Since SGM gives wrong one side water surface level value on the interface, it will also give
wrong one side water height value on this interface by subtracting the correct bottom function value. Conse-
quently, the resulting numerical flux calculated on this interface by SGM is also wrong. Thus it is impossible
for SGM to correctly preserve this non-stationary steady state solution with a discontinuous bottom function.
We also notice that even if the numerical fluxes at interfaces are correctly provided, with a cell average source
term discretization, SGM still cannot correctly preserve such non-stationary steady state solution. This reveals
the necessity of incorporating the interface type source term approximation [23] in our method.

Above discussed situation is illustrated in Fig. 1. In the figure the water surface level #° is discontinuous at x;
as we discussed above. From the figure one can clearly see how SGM predicts wrong water surface level value

17;’.’+ 1, correct value of water
2

|
 surface level at =, 1
| Jta
|

S
Mj+1

the slope giving correct water
surface level at left of Tl
is approximately twice to

that given by SGM

‘\n;fl , predicted water surface level
2

at left of x i+ by SGM which has

O(1) error to the correct value

o: cell center
a: cell interface

Z . % l’jfl xX,; .Tj Ij+% Ij+1 IjJr%

Fig. 1. Illustration of failure of SGM for predicting water surface level value at interface near bottom discontinuity.
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on left side of interface x; 1. The needed slope for water surface level in the cell [xj_% )X +%] should be sharper
than that given by SGM in order to give correct water surface level value at the interface because this is the
case water surface level has a standing discontinuity at x;.

This gives light to our slope selecting strategy which aims at giving one side values of conserved variables on
the interfaces near a bottom discontinuity from the cell average values with a o(1) error with regard to decreas-
ing Ax. We achieve the aim by directly considering how to define the slope for water height in the cell
[xj_%,xj +%]. We seek a slope formula D(%;_y,h;,h;4) in the cell, such that by defining

1
HY (hys by hya) = by = 5 AxD(hya by, by, (2.23)
1
[_]R(l’lj_l7 hj, hj+1) = h/ + EAXD(}Z/_I, hj, hj-%—l)? (224)
it holds that
HL(hj.fl,h}hj.H) = h;;% +o(1), HR(hjfl,hj,th) = h;+% +o(1), (2.25)

where /° is the steady state water height function in the above discussion for failure of SGM.
By substituting similar expression as (2.20) into above conditions (2.25) and assuming continuity of H" and
HR, one gets

L[ s h;’% - hj*% s s
H hj—%’f’hj‘*'% :hj_%"_o(l), (226)
W +h
HR (hj%,%a ;%) =h +o(l). (2.27)
Since there are no constraints on h_;% , hj ! except they are non-negative, conditions (2.27), (2.26) require
b b
HL<a,%,b) —a, HR(a,%,b> —b Va,b>0. (2.28)

Since water height is a non-negative quantity, the obtained one side water height value on the interface should
be ensured non-negative. So we impose the following conditions on H- and H®

H“(a,b,c) >0, H®(a,b,c) >0 Va,b,c>0. (2.29)

Thus we are seeking a slope expression D(h;_1,h;, h;11) such that the functions H", HR defined by (2.23), (2.24)
at least satisfy the conditions (2.28) and (2.29). There should be many available slope expressions which meet
such requirement. For example, it is easily seen from the discussion of the failure of SGM that setting
D(hj_y, hy,hjyy) = 2G(hj—1, hj i), where G(hj_y,hj,hiy,) is a standard slope limiter, may serve the purpose.
Here we propose a different formula. We assume the functions H-, H® take the form

H"(a,b,c) = a(a,c)b, H®(a,b,c) = P(a,c)b.

Then conditions (2.28) require

2a 2c
O‘(aac)_a+cv ﬁ(aac)_a+c'
Thus the functions H-, H® we have found by this way are
2ab 2¢b
HY (a,b,c) = =2 HR(a,b,c) = . (2.30)
a+c a+c
The corresponding slope expression is
2h; hiyy —hj
D (hyrs by ) = 52 2= (2.31)

C Ax ki
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This is the water height slope formula we propose in the cell [x;_1,x,,] from which the predicted one side water

height values A" “(B g, B kL) and HY “(h_y, k5, k3, ,) on the interfaces x;,, satisfy the requirement (2.25) for a
non-stationary steady state solution with a discontinuous bottom function. Moreover, it is easily seen that
these predicted one side water height values are of O(Ax) error when /° is Lipschitz continuous at two sides
of x;, and are exact when /i* is a step function, which is the case when bottom B is a step function. Now that the
water height slope has been determined by this formula, there is no need to give slope for water surface level in
this cell since the purpose of defining surface gradient in SGM is to provide a reasonable way for giving water
height slope.

Besides providing the water height slope in the cell [x X 1% +1} containing a bottom discontinuity, our slope
selecting strategy also involves modifying the slope for water surface level in the cells adjacent to this cell. Take
the cell [x % +_] for example. Denote 7(x) to be the water surface level in a solution after initial time. The
slope of water surface level provided by SGM in this cell is given by a standard slope limiter G(1;,#,+1,1;+2)
applying on the cell average values. However, since the bottom function has a discontinuity at x;, it should be
that #n(x) generally is discontinuous across x; even when steady state is not reached in the solution. Denote
n =n(x). One can see a reasonable way to define the slope of water surface level in the cell [x;, L +3] is
G(n},njs1,M;42)- The slope specified by SGM turns to be replacing 1 in the expression by 1. We assume it
is more suitable in principle to define the slope of water surface level in this cell by replacing n; more accu-
rately in the expression G(nj*, Nj+1,M;42)- By observing that #; has a O(1) error from nj.*, we propose to replace
171.+ by a quantity more close to it. Define

My = H (it by hya) + By, (2.32)

where H®* is given in (2.30).

Although the conditions (2.25) are obtained for discussing steady state solution, the solution is just assumed
discontinuous across the bottom discontinuity and continuous on the two sides in the discussion. Thus the
same conditions can be derived for general (unsteady state) solution with the same property. Therefore,
one has

My =My +o0(1) =7 +o(1)

with regard to decreasing Ax.
Thus we propose to set water surface level slope in this cell [xj ] to be G(1* Moy Mo 12) With ;1 o given

by (2.32). We use the minmod slope limiter in this slope selecting strategy Then the proposed slope for water
surface level in this cell becomes

5ign{’1j+2 - ’7j+1} + Sign{'?j+1 - ’1]1%} ) i}
2Ax mm{|77j+2 — i B |77/+1 - ’7‘,'+%‘}~

The water surface level slope for the cell [x;_; ,xj_%] is similarly defined.
After above discussion, we now summarize our slope selecting strategy near the bottom discontinuity. For a
cell [x Xj 1, %; +1] containing a bottom discontinuity in the center, our slope selecting strategy involves setting

slopes for this cell and its two adjacent cells. Define

2y 2h;h;.y

W, =" g, =T 2.33
it hiv1 + hjo i+ hjv1 +hjy ( )
11;;% = h;i% + Bt (2.34)

In the cell [x Xj 15X, +1] we directly define the water height slope to be
Mg = iy

/+2

Ax
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In the two adjacent cells we set the water surface level slopes to be

Sign{"/j—l - 77‘;'—2} + Sign{ﬂ;[% — 77.1'—1} . .

Sj-1 = Ax mm{|’1j71 - ’1,;2|7 |'7-,% - ’1j—1|}7 (2.35)
sign{nyo = Ny} +sign{m —n,t

Siy1 = Ax : mm{l'ij+2 - ']j+1|7 |"Ij+1 - 'ij+%|}~ (2.36)

The slopes for momentum in these cells are not changed. They are kept the same as in SGM as well as in solv-
ing homogeneous shallow water equations.

After implementation of the slope selecting strategy, another modification from SGM in our method is to
incorporate the interface type source term approximation [23] in the cell [x Xj s %; +1] containing a bottom
discontinuity in the center. Consider the situation that our method uses a conservative scheme for the homo-
geneous shallow water equations with only numerical fluxes provided. We need to use the slope selecting strat-
egy to provide the interface values of conserved variables required by the interface type source term
approximation which the conservative scheme may not supply.

Before treating with source term approximation, we first calculate the numerical fluxes for this cell. The
values of water height on the left and right of the cell interfaces x; 41 are

1
h}i% = <’7jl +§A)CSII) 7Bj—%7 hR = h (237)

%
. 1
Wiy =Hh., b= (nj“ - EAxS,-H) — By, (2.38)

with hj*, i defined by (2.33) and S, set by (2.35), (2.36) in the slope selecting strategy. The left and right values
of momentum are obtained standardly as in SGM. These left and right values of conserved variables at inter-
faces Xj41 are used by the homogeneous equations conservative scheme to get the numerical fluxes for water
height and momentum ., e;,1.

Now we need to define the interface values of conserved variables in order to apply the interface type source
term approximation. Instead of seeking the interface values of water height from the homogeneous equations
scheme, we specify the quantities defined by (2.33) in the slope selecting strategy as the water height interface
values at x;.,. The interface values of velocity are then defined as
m.

1 1
v =12 =112 (2.39)

ok
i

where m;, L1 are numerical fluxes for water height we already obtained above.

We notice that these defined interface values of conserved variables are just for the purpose of using in the
source term approximation. While strictly obtain the numerical fluxes from the homogeneous equations con-
servative scheme, we use these defined interface values of conserved variables in the source term approximation
instead of those interface values matching with the numerical fluxes, i.e. those interface values of conserved
variables which give the numerical fluxes by substituting into the flux expression, which was used in the previous
interface type methods [23,24]. Numerical experiments strongly support that this measure makes our slope
selecting method keep similar steady state capturing efficiency as in our interface type methods [23,24] and
in the same time get rid of the restriction on the homogeneous equations solver of providing interface values
of conserved variables.

Once the interface values of conserved variables are defined at j + 1, the following procedure is then similar
to the interface type method described in Section 2.2. We define functlon H(x) in the cell [x Xj 1%, +1] to be the
linear interpolant through 1nterpolat1ng pomts (xi, lv,) i=j— 2, j+i G(x) in [xj X; +1} to be the linear
interpolant through (x ,,2( vr)’ +ghl +¢B,), i=j— 1, j+1% and B(x) in bejy x4 to be the linear interpolant
through (x;,B,), i =j—3, j+1 Namely,

H(x) = hjvi,  G(xi) =

117

~ 1
(v})’ +8h; +gB,, Blx) =B, i=j%;. (2.40)

N =
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We then define smooth functions /, o in cell [x

-1, X;41] satisfying

. 1 1
h(xi):hi i)(xi):lf‘ky i:j__7 ]+_ (241)
1 1 2 2
and the identities
ho = H, (2.42)
1 - ~
Eiﬁ +gh+gB =G, (2.43)
or /& can be determined by the relation
1Hz+ h+gB=G (2.44)
27 gh+gb=0a. .
Then our slope selecting scheme in the cell [xj_%,xj +%] takes the form
mH% - mjf%
e 1—e; 1 1[5 B, 1—B,
d TEREAs S S B / 2 s Bt 2.4
l(hv)‘/ + Ax g Ax - h d‘x Ax ( 6)

i
The numerical strategy for calculating the cell average of / in the source term approximation and the choice of
h value from the algebraic equation (2.44), including the use of a transcritical fix to facilitate the choice of 4 in
dealing with transcritical problems are the same to our method described in Section 2.2. One can refer the
details in the paper [23].

We use the scheme of SGM in all the other cells do not containing a bottom discontinuity with the mention
that the slope of water surface level in the cell adjacent to a bottom discontinuity is modified by our slope
selecting strategy.

Because our method uses SGM in the cells where bottom is smooth, it can be similarly proved as in [40] that
our slope selecting method satisfies the Z-property given in Definition 2.2. The Z-property is known to be an
important property with which a scheme can efficiently preserve (stationary or non-stationary) steady state
solution for shallow water equations with smooth bottom. But as have been shown, for shallow water equa-
tions with discontinuous bottom, a scheme with only Z-property, for example SGM, may be unreliable in
(non-stationary) steady state preserving. Accordingly, we propose the following S-property which is useful
for steady state preserving for shallow water equations with discontinuous bottom.

Definition 2.3. S-property: a numerical scheme exactly preserves the (stationary or non-stationary) steady
state flow belonging to Definition 2.1 in which no stationary shock exists for the shallow water equations with
a step function bottom.

We now prove that this S-property is formally satisfied by our slope selecting method.

Theorem 2.2. When the bottom function is a step function, if the interface type source term approximation in the
slope selecting method can be exactly computed, then the slope selecting scheme can preserve exactly any steady
state solution belonging to Definition 2.1 in which the steady state conditions (2.3), (2.4) are hold anywhere
including across the bottom discontinuity.

Proof. Assume the bottom is a step function with left side value B; and right side value B,. We only need to
prove our slope selecting scheme preserve the steady state solution exactly in the cell [x; LXj4 | which contains
the bottom discontinuity in the center. Consider a steady state solution in which the water height and velocity
are step functions with left side values 7y, v; and right side values /,, v, respectively, and it holds that

hlvl - hrvr» (247)
1 |
34+ &h+ gBi = 50! + gh, + gB.. (2.48)



334 X. Wen | Journal of Computational Physics 219 (2006) 322-390

Denote M = hyw, = h,v,, then the cell average values of water height, water surface level and momentum in cells
j—1,j,j+ 1 are respectively

h + hy
hj—l = hh hj = : B ; h_/+1 = hr»
hl +Bl + hr +Br
7],‘—1 :hl+Bl7 ﬂ/:f; ’1j+1 :hr +Br;

m=M, i=j—1,jj+1.

,1+h

Because h; = 21, the definition of values of water height at interfaces j —1, j+1(2.33) gives

hiy=h, hiy=he (2.49)
The definition of slopes for water surface level in cells j — 1,j + 1 (2.35), (2.36) gives
Sj—l =0, Sj+1 =0.

The values of water height on the left and right of the cell interfaces Xj.1 are given by (2.37), (2.38) as

1
h;1% = (7’]]] +§AXSJ1> ijl = hlv

R
h',i - hla
-5

L
Wy = h,

where ij% =B, BH% = B..

On the other hand, because the momentum are constant in all cells, the values of momentum on the left
and right of any cell interface are given by M. So in solving the numerical fluxes by homogeneous equ-
ations conservative solver, the left and right side values at interface j + J are the same which are (A, M). No

matter what solver one uses, the numerical fluxes at interface j+2 are deﬁmtely given by m; i =M,

€1 = hev? + 2ghf. In the same way, the numerical fluxes at interface j — 5 are given by m; = M, € 1=
hv} + ghi.
Our slope selecting scheme in the cell [x;_1/2,Xj11/2] (2.45), (2.46) thus can be rewritten as
M—-M
(h? + 1#2) — (a? +3eh) & [l
ou(hv), + - --£ / WB. dx. (2.51)

with the aid of E( ) being linear function on [x;_y/, x;+1/2] with end point values B, Ll
From (2.50) one knows the flux difference for water height is zero in the cell [x;_; /z,xjﬂ 2] In the following
we prove that the flux difference for momentum is also zero. Recall the fact (2.49) and from definition (2.39)
one has
M

* * M
Uj, = h_] =, Uj+% = h_r = Ur. (252)

ol—

For steady state solutions satisfying one of conditions 2.7, 2.8 2.9 described in Definition 2.1, the transcritical
fix in our source term approximation does not apply. So the endpoint values for functions h, & are given by
(2.41), which are given by (2.49) and (2.52). Recalling the identities (2.42), (2.43), the flux difference for
momentum in scheme (2.51) can be calculated as
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(hv? +1gh?) — (o + 2gh2 ik oo | IR O 1., N
hB, dx = — h ~gh hB, | dx

_ i "H(h0).0+ (hb)os + ghhs + ghB,] dx
1o
=— [H D+ h(0d, + gh, + gB.)] dx
Ax J; |
L MY ey de (2.53)
= A ) ] dx. .

Finally, recall the definitions of H, G (2.40) and the facts (2.47), (2.48), one knows H, G indeed are constants in
the cell [x;_1/2,X;+12]. So the function in the integration (2.53) is identically zero and the flux difference for
momentum in scheme (2.51) is zero. Thus this steady state solution is exactly preserved by our slope selecting
scheme. [

Remark 2.1. In practical computation, the integral j} h dx in the interface type source term approximation
(2.46) cannot be exactly computed. This is because the values of  is solved by Newton iteration from the alge-
braic equation (2.44), and the integral is approximated by composite quadrature rules. Therefore in practical
use the slope selecting method generally cannot exactly preserve a non-stationary steady state solution across

the bottom step. However, the integral ﬁ( y h dx in the source term approximation can be computed with any

desired accuracy by specifying the accuracy of the Newton iteration for computing values of 4 and using
enough nodal number in the integral quadrature. Thus in practical computation the slope selecting method
can be designed to preserve the steady state solution described in Theorem 2.2 with any desired accuracy at
one time step.

Satisfying Z-property exactly and S-property with any desired accuracy enables our slope selecting method
to be efficient in steady state preserving for shallow water equation with general discontinuous and variable
bottom topography. The steady state capturing property of our method cannot be similarly proved as for
the method in [23] due to the complication of defining interface values of conserved variables by the slope
selecting strategy used for the source term approximation. We leave the efficiency of our method in steady
state capturing demonstrated by numerical experiments. For example, our method gives satisfactory conver-
gent solutions for the shallow water Riemann problems with a bottom step, as shown in Examples 2.1 and 2.2.

2.4. Extension of the slope selecting method to 2D shallow water equations

In two space dimensions the shallow water equations are given by

h, + (hu), + (hv), = 0, (2.54)
1
(hu), + <hu2 + Eth) + (huv), = —ghB,, (2.55)
1
(hv), + (huv), + (hvz + Egh2> = —ghB,, (2.56)
y

where /£ is the water height, u, v are the velocity in x, y direction, respectively, and B is the bottom topography.
g is the gravitational constant.

In two space dimension one cannot derive an algebraic relation like (2.3) and (2.4) for the steady state solu-
tion. Therefore, we will just extend our 1D slope selecting method to 2D dimension-by-dimension.

For a general quantity ¢, its two dimensional cell average value g;; is given by

1+— /+2

1= AxAy / 1

q(x,y) dx dy,

ol
o=
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while the one-dimensional average is defined, for example, by

1 Vil
9itlj = A_y / Q(xi%aJ’) dy.
y

-1
=3

The cell average method for (2.54)—(2.56) takes the form

mli#»—mlifl- m21~-+1—m2i~71
e e o i S (2.57)
Ax Ay

el 1. —el 1. e2...1—e2;: i B,i.—B; 1,

Oy (), +—2 T R W gy T TR (2.58)
! Ax Ay Y Ax

fligg =gy S 2 — F 2350y Biju — Bijy

6,(hv)l-j + Ax + Ay = —gh,-jA—y, (2.59)

where ml; 15, m2;5.1, el €250, [l 2. are the corresponding numerical fluxes at interfaces given
by a conservative solver for the 1D homogeneous shallow water equations in x and y direction, respectively.
Similar to 1D case, in 2D SGM [40] is also based on the same numerical scheme as the cell average method
with the two sides values of water height used for solving the numerical fluxes at a mesh interface obtained
through gradient of water surface level.

In this paper, we only consider the simple situation that the bottom discontinuous line locates on the center
line of a cell. That is, for a cell centered at (xg, yy), the bottom discontinuous line occupies either the line seg-
ment (x;_1,3) — (X4, %), or the line segment (xi,y,1) — (X, y,,1). It is not clear yet whether the present
scheme can be direcﬁy applied to the more general case of the bottom discontinuous line slantwise crossing
a cell, e.g. cutting a corner of a cell. Investigating for such general case will be of help for designing efficient
numerical method for 2D shallow water equations with curved bottom discontinuous line using a uniform
mesh, and is of interest in the future study.

When a cell centered at (x;, ;) contains discontinuous line of bottom, we add in our slope selecting strategy
in the cell and its adjacent cells on the basis of SGM. In the following we discuss the case that the discontin-
uous line of B occupies the line segment (x,y,1) — (¥, ,,1). We define the quantities at (k —3.0,(k+1,1)

It—%,l = hkfﬁflﬁkh;ijl,l ; hi%l = %7 (2.60)
Meeyy = Mty + Biea- (2.61)
We set the x-directional water height slope in the cell (k,/) to be
hZ+%,1 B 11%,1

Ax

and modify the slopes for water surface level in x-direction in cells (k — 1,/),(k + 1,]) to be

sign{m_yy — Moy} + Sign{’?,t_%l — M1y}

Si—11 = Ax min{'nk—l,l - ']k72,1|a |7I;t_%,1 —Me_ualhs (2.62)
sign{nog — Mrry ) + sign{me ) — ’7,;%_,1} . .
Sk11 = TAx min{ |01 — My il Mhsrn — ”Ik+%¢1|}' (2.63)

Since the bottom discontinuous line is vertical in the cell (k, /), we do not modify the y-directional slopes in this
cell and its adjacent cells.

Above are the description of our slope selecting strategy near this cell (k,/). We then present our slope
selecting scheme in this cell. First we calculate the numerical fluxes for this cell from solving homogeneous
equations.

With the application of our slope selecting strategy, the values of water height on the two sides of the cell
interfaces (x;.1,) are
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by = Lavs B =0
k=1 = Mi—11 T 2 k=11 | = DgL1s k=51 — ML

1
L g% R _
hk+%,l = Meyip hk+%.,l = (”kﬂ,l - iAXSkHJ =B

with hlti%,l defined in (2.60) and Sy, defined in (2.62), (2.63).

The left and right values of momentum are obtained in the same way as SGM. These two sides values of
conserved variables at interfaces (xki%, »,) are used in solving the x-directional 1D homogeneous shallow water
equations to get the x-directional numerical fluxes m1; .1 el,.1), [l

We define the quantities at (k —1,7), (k+1,1)

I mly 1 I mly g
0= =0
k=31 h* L ’ kt5,1 h;: 1

7

(2.64)

The y-directional numerical fluxes m2 1,1, €2;,.1, 2.1 in this cell are obtained without modification to
SGM since the y-directional slopes near this cell are not modified.

We then use the one dimensional interface type source term approximation with needed interface values of
water height and x-directional velocity chosen to be (2.60) and (2.64) to replace the cell average source term
discretization in formula (2.58) which SGM uses. Namely, we replace the formula (2.58) in the cell average
scheme in this cell by

el, 1, —el; s e2 1 —e2 1 1 Xl B,.i,—B, 1
Oyl +—2 R g = / T e

= 5 = (2.65)

where as in one dimension, the function % is defined together with function # in the interval P, X,1] by

hit = H, (2.66)

S 4 ghtgB =G, (2.67)
or & can be determined by

e gB=G (2.68)
with functions H, G, B in the interval [xk,% ) Xk +%] set to be linear satisfying the endpoint values

H(x) = Ky, Gx) = % ()’ +ghyy +gBy, B(x)=By, i=k= % (2.69)

As the same to our 1D method, we use the Newton iteration to solve values of / from (2.68) and use the
numerical integration to evaluate the integral of function / to deal with the source term approximation in
the scheme (2.65).

If the discontinuous line of B occupies the line segment (x;_1,») — (x;,1,), the application of our slope
selecting strategy in y-direction on the basis of SGM, and the replacement of the cell average formula
(2.59) by our interface-type scheme is similar.

We use the scheme of SGM in all the other cells do not containing a bottom discontinuous line with the
mention that the slope of water surface level in the cell adjacent to a bottom discontinuous line is modified
by our slope selecting strategy.

2.5. Numerical examples

In this section, we give five 1D numerical examples and one 2D example. We use the second order TVD
Runge-Kutta time discretization [35] for all the examples. Examples 2.1 and 2.2 are Riemann problems from
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[1] and have been tested by our methods in [23,24]. These two examples are used to show that our method
works well for calculating unsteady state solutions for shallow water equations with discontinuous bottom.
The gravitational constant is set to be 9.8. These two Riemann problems are defined on the domain
[—10,10]. The zeroth order extrapolation is used as numerical boundary condition. The exact solutions are
available for these problems [1], and we can perform the convergence rates tests for our numerical solutions
in these examples.

Example 2.3 is a steady state capturing problem tested in [24] and shows that our method is efficient in
steady state capturing calculation.

Examples 2.4 and 2.5 are used to test the steady state preserving property of our method. Example 2.4 is a
problem of tidal wave propagating over a discontinuous bottom and Example 2.5 is a quasi-steady state com-
puting problem. These two examples show that our method has strong ability to preserve steady state solu-
tions when bottom contains both discontinuities and variable continuous part.

Example 2.6 is a 2D Riemann problem tested in [24] and is used to test the effectiveness of the extension of
our slope selecting method to 2D problem.

Example 2.1. A Riemann problem with solution in supercritical state.

The initial data are given by (4, v, B) = (4,—10,0) when x <0 and (%,v,B) = (1,—6,1) when x > 0. This is a
supercritical case. We take ﬁ = 1/20, and compute the solution using HLLE solver and relaxation scheme. See
Appendix A for the description of the numerical fluxes provided by these solvers for shallow water equations.
The constant C (defined in Appendix A) in subcharacteristic condition in relaxation scheme is chosen as 50.
The results by using 100 cells are plotted in Figs. 2—4 versus the exact solution. One can see our solutions cor-
rectly predict that the energy is constant across the bottom step. The exact solution for this example is given in
Appendix B.

Table 1 lists the relative /'-errors of the computed conserved variables on the whole computational domain
with different meshes by our method using both solvers. The results present to be approximately first order
convergent, showing the effectiveness of our method for computing unsteady state solution for discontinuous
bottom problem.

4.5

1.5

0.5

_05 I I I I I I I I I
-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Fig. 2. Example 2.1, the supercritical case. Water level at ¢ = 0.5 along with the bottom topography. Solid line: the exact solution; “O”:

[TNALE

the solution of HLLE solver using 100 cells; “x’’: the solution of relaxation scheme using 100 cells; dashed line: bottom topography.
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-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Fig. 3. Example 2.1, supercritical case. Froude number —% —at (= 0.5. Solid line: the exact solution; “O”’: the solution of HLLE solver

f:
using 100 cells; “x”’: the solution of relaxation scheme using 100 cells.

20 | | | | | | | | |
-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Fig. 4. Example 2.1, supercritical case. Energy 2> 4+ g(h + B) at 1 = 0.5. Solid line: the exact solution; “O”: the solution of HLLE solver
using 100 cells; “x”’: the solution of relaxation scheme using 100 cells.
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We can show the effectiveness of our method by another numerical test. Consider the homogeneous shallow
water Riemann problem with the same gravitational constant with initial data

[ (4,-10), x<0,
(h,v) = { U.vg). x>0, (2.70)

where &g, vgr are the solution values in the exact solution of this example to the left of the bottom jump and to
the right of the left going shock. According to Appendix B, vg = ;—Ré, and the six effective number truncation for
hg is 0.774464. In our computation these values are chosen such that the truncation errors have insignificant
influence on the results of the following numerical test.

The solution of the homogeneous Riemann problem with initial data (2.70) on x > 0 is its initial right state,
and on x <0 is the same as the exact solution on x <0 for this example. Thus we can use the homogeneous
shallow water equations solver used in the slope selecting method to solve this homogeneous Riemann prob-
lem and compare the solution errors on x <0 with those by the slope selecting method for this example.

We choose the HLLE scheme to perform the test. In Table 2 we list, respectively, the relative /'-errors on
[—10,—0.5] of the computed conserved variables by the slope selecting method using HLLE scheme for this
example and by HLLE scheme for the homogeneous Riemann problem.

These errors are comparable and those by the slope selecting method are slightly larger. In fact, one cannot
expect the solution errors by the slope selecting method are even smaller since the solved problem contains a
bottom step across which the solution errors are produced. The similarity of the solution errors shows that the
solution errors across the bottom step in this example are much small compared with those away from bottom
step produced by the shock capturing scheme, and exhibits the effectiveness of our slope selecting method to
control the energy conservation across the bottom step in this unsteady state example.

Example 2.2. A Riemann problem with solution in the transcritical state.

The initial data are (h,v, B) = (4,—10,0) when x <0 and (4, v, B) =(2,0,1) when x > 0. This is a transcrit-
ical case. The solution reaches the critical state at the right side of the bottom jump. We take 3 A —1/20. We
choose the constant C in subcharacteristic condition in relaxation scheme as 50. The solutlons obtained by
HLLE solver and relaxation scheme using 200 cells, along with the exact solution, are plotted in Figs. 5-7.
The results can correctly predict that the Froude number \/_ reaches —1 at the right side of the bottom jump.

This is due to the fix used in our source term approximation for the transcritical case. The exact solution for
this example is given in Appendix B.

Table 1

Relative /'-errors of computed conserved variables for Example 2.1 in the computational domain [—10, 10]

Errors 100 Cells 200 Cells 400 Cells 800 Cells 1600 Cells
HLLE scheme

h 1.8283E — 2 9.7519E — 3 4.6468E — 3 2.4952E — 3 1.1722E -3
m 2.4744E — 2 1.2808E — 2 6.4067E — 3 3.2823E — 3 1.6203E — 3
Relaxation scheme

h 1.4742E — 2 7.7922E — 3 3.7653E — 3 2.4373E — 3 1.1651E — 3
m 1.8481E — 2 9.4937E — 3 4.8174E — 3 3.4457E — 3 1.7094E — 3
Table 2

Relative /'-errors of computed conserved variables in the domain [—10,—0.5] using HLLE scheme

Errors 100 Cells 200 Cells 400 Cells 800 Cells
Riemann problem with bottom step

h 2.5618E — 2 1.3745E — 2 6.5361E — 3 3.5176E — 3
m 3.3155E -2 1.7229E — 2 8.6187E — 3 44153E -3

Homogeneous Riemann problem
h 2.3660E — 2 1.3103E — 2 6.2982E — 3 3.4202E - 3
m 3.1075E - 2 1.6420E — 2 8.2996E — 3 4.2824E — 3
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There is a visible spike in the numerical solutions of energy at bottom discontinuity. As mentioned in [24],
this spike is a numerical artifact, due to the use of numerical viscosity. This phenomenon was analyzed in [22].
Even with mesh refinement, this spike does not disappear. This phenomenon is reasonable since one does not
necessarily expect the numerical solutions to be convergent in /°°-norm in the cell containing a bottom discon-
tinuity since the solutions are discontinuous in that cell. This numerical spike does not effect the other part of
the numerical solution, i.e. does not effect the ll-convergence of the numerical solutions, as seen from the
I"-errors of our numerical solutions presented in the following.

In Table 3 we present the relative /'-errors of the computed conserved variables on the whole computational
domain with different meshes by our slope selecting method using both solvers. Again it is shown that the
numerical solutions for this example are convergent with approximate first order rate. This whole computa-
tional domain /'-convergence rate is the same as that by using second order shock capturing scheme to solve
homogeneous shallow water Riemann problem.

Example 2.3. A steady state capturing calculation.

This is a problem tested in [24]. The computational domain is [—10, 10]. We choose the bottom function to
be

0, x < —4,
B(x) = l4cos (%), —4<x<4,
1, x> 4,

as shown by the dashed line in Fig. 8. The initial conditions are given by
h(xv O) =3- B()C)7
2
h(x,0)’

the boundary conditions are given as hv|,—_19 = 2,/h|.—10 = 2. The gravitational constant is set to be 9.8. We
take ﬁ—)‘( = 1/10 and use HLLE solver to solve the homogeneous shallow water equations. Figs. 9-11 show,

v(x,0) =

4.5

_05 I I I I I I I I I
-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Fig. 5. Example 2.2, transcritical case. Water level at ¢ = 0.5 along with bottom topography; solid line: the exact solution; “O”: the

[TNALH

solution of HLLE solver using 200 cells; “x’’: the solution of relaxation scheme using 200 cells; dashed line: bottom topography.
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-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

=0.5; solid line: the exact solution; “O”: the solution of HLLE solver

e

using 200 cells; : the solution of relaxation scheme usmg 200 cells.

respectively, the water surface, Froude numbe 1?4+ g(h + B) in the obtained steady state solu-

tions by our slope selecting method. These results match with those given in [24]. The results of our method
using 100 cells agrees well with that using 400 cells and show accurately the energy are equal at two sides of
bottom discontinuity at x = —4. The steady state solution belongs to Definition 2.1 with states at two sides of
bottom discontinuity being both subcritical. The steady state solution is subcritical at left of the domain and
transfers into supercritical at x = 0 which is the maximum bottom point, and again transfers back to subcrit-
ical through a standing transcritical shock.

Example 2.4. A tidal wave flow over discontinuous bottom.

This is a problem modified from [39]. The domain for this problem is [0, 1500]. In this example we choose
the bottom function to be a variable discontinuous one

B(x) = { ;* sin (), 51:6.1500 < x <3 x 1500,
The initial and boundary conditions are

hx,0) = H(x),

v(x,0) =0

and

. 4¢ 1
h(0,¢) = H(0) +4 — 4sin {n(m-yi)]’



X. Wen | Journal of Computational Physics 219 (2006) 322-390 343

10 | | | | | | | | |
-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Fig. 7. Example 2.2, transcritical case. Energy %vz +g(h+ B) at t =0.5; solid line: the exact solution; “O”’: the solution of HLLE solver

[T3LLH

using 200 cells; “x”: the solution of relaxation scheme using 200 cells.

Table 3

Relative /'-errors of computed conserved variables for Example 2.2 in the computational domain [—10,10]

Errors 100 Cells 200 Cells 400 Cells 800 Cells 1600 Cells
HLLE scheme

h 1.7959E — 2 9.0223E — 3 4.4579E — 3 2.6792E -3 1.3661E — 3
m 3.5572E -2 1.8205E — 2 9.1940E — 3 6.0454E — 3 3.0565E — 3
Relaxation scheme

h 2.5314E -2 1.2827E — 2 6.1377E - 3 2.8983E — 3 1.5084E — 3
m 3.3850E — 2 1.7393E — 2 8.8757E — 3 4.4184E — 3 2.3131E -3

where H(x) = H(0) — B(x), H(0) =16 and L = 1500.
An asymptotic analytical solution is given by [3,39]

h(x,1) = H(x) + 4 — 4sin [n(861t00+%>} 2.71)
u(x,1) = 5?#%122) cos [n <86‘tﬁ + %)] (2.72)

This asymptotic solution does not depend on gravitational constant g since this solution is obtained by asymp-
totic expansion with respect to small Froude number [3]. In this example, we choose the gravitational constant
g =9.81 x 16 so that the corresponding Froude number is small enough. We use the relaxation scheme with
the constant C in subcharacteristic condition set from the initial data. We use 96 cells to let the discontinuity
of bottom located in the cell center and take 4% = 1/60. We plot the water height and velocity of our method at
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3.5

251

05 | | | |
-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Fig. 8. Example 2.3, steady state capturing. Water surface at steady state along with bottom topography; solid line: water surface; dashed
line: bottom topography.

3.2

23 ! ! ! !
-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Fig. 9. Example 2.3, steady state capturing. Water surface at steady state by the slope selecting method; solid line: solution using 400 cells;
“O”: solution using 100 cells.
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0 | | | | | | | | |
-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Fig. 10. Example 2.3, steady state capturing. Froude number \ﬁ at steady state by the slope selecting method; solid line: solution using
400 cells; “O”: solution using 100 cells. ¢
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30 I
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29.6 - ,

29.4 - *

29.2 | | | | | | | | |
-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Fig. 11. Example 2.3, steady state capturing. Energy %vz + g(h + B) at steady state by the slope selecting method; solid line: solution using
400 cells; “O”: solution using 100 cells.
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t = 10,800, which is one quarter of the tidal period in Figs. 12 and 13 and the velocity at ¢t = 32,400, which is
three quarter of the tidal period in Fig. 14 along with the asymptotic solutions. Our solutions match with the
asymptotic solutions well in these results.

Example 2.5. A quasi-steady propagation.

In this example we test a quasi-steady problem using our slope selecting scheme. This quasi-steady problem
is similar to the example tested by LeVeque in [30] but we now choose a discontinuous bottom and non-
stationary steady state. We choose bottom function as

5), 0<x <4,
B(x)_{cos(g), x
0, else

on —10 < x <10, as shown by the dashed line in Fig. 15. The gravitational constant is set to be 9.8. We choose
a subcritical steady state solution /g, vy on [—10, 10] belonging to Definition 2.1 satisfying

h()l]() = 1,
1
Evé + g(hy + B) = 19.6.
We choose initial water height value and velocity value as
h L7 -8 < < _57
h(x,0) = { 0+ os *
hy, else

and v(x,0) = h( The initial water surface and Froude number are plotted in Figs. 16 and 17, respectively. In
our scheme the zeroth order extrapolation is used as numerical boundary condition. We use HLLE scheme as
the homogeneous shallow water equations solver and obtain the reference solution using our slope selecting
method with 2000 grid points. We use 100 cells and take ££ = 1/10. The initial disturbance splits into two

25

204

-5 ! I
0 500 1000 1500

Fig. 12. Example 2.4, tidal flow. Water height at 1 = 10,800; solid line: the asymptotic solution; “O”: the solution of the slope selecting
method using 96 cells; dashed line: bottom topography.
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0.025 - ,

0.0151 *

0.005 - I

0 1 1 9}
0 500 1000 1500

Fig. 13. Example 2.4, tidal flow. Velocity at # = 10,800; solid line: the asymptotic solution; “O”: the solution of the slope selecting method
using 96 cells.
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-0.01

-0.015

-0.02 ,

-0.025 - *

-0.03

-0.035

-0.04

-0.045 : ‘
0 500 1000 1500

Fig. 14. Example 2.4, tidal flow. Velocity at ¢ = 32,400; solid line: the asymptotic solution; “O”: the solution of the slope selecting method
using 96 cells.
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Fig. 15. Example 2.5, quasi-steady problem. Initial water surface along with bottom topography; solid line: water surface; dashed line:
bottom topography.
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Fig. 16. Example 2.5, quasi-steady problem. Initial water surface.

waves propagating in different directions, as shown in Fig. 18, which shows the numerical solutions of water
surface at r = 0.5. As the right going disturbance reaches the position of bottom discontinuity, it again splits
into two disturbances — one goes back to the left and one continue going to the right. Fig. 19 show the
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Fig. 17. Example 2.5, quasi-steady problem. Initial Froude number.

1.94 | | | | | | | | |
-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Fig. 18. Example 2.5, quasi-steady problem. Water surface at ¢ = 0.5; solid line: the reference solution; “O”’: the solution of the slope
selecting method using 100 cells; “x”: the solution of SGM using 100 cells.
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-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Fig. 19. Example 2.5, quasi-steady problem. Water surface at 1 = 2.5; solid line: the reference solution; “O”: the solution of the slope
selecting method using 100 cells; “x”: the solution of SGM using 100 cells.

solutions of water surface at = 2.5. At this time, the initially left going disturbance already leaves the domain
and the two visible disturbances are split from the initially right going disturbance. Compared with the refer-
ence solutions, the solutions by our slope selecting scheme using 100 cells can efficiently preserve the steady
state solution and correctly predict the positions of propagating disturbances. In comparison, Figs. 18 and
19 also depict the solution given by SGM. SGM fails to preserve the subcritical equal energy solution across
the bottom discontinuity. In Fig. 18 the solution near bottom discontinuity should remain unchanged as pre-
dicted by the slope selecting method since the disturbance does not reach there yet, but the solution by SGM
shows a substantial change near the bottom discontinuity. As mentioned formerly, SGM does not hold the S-
property, and is improper in preserving (non-stationary) steady state solution when bottom is discontinuous.

Example 2.6. A 2D Riemann problem.

In this example we consider the calculation of unsteady state solution of a 2D Riemann problem with dis-
continuous bottom. The problem is defined in the square (x,y) €[0,200]%[0,200]. The initial data are
(h,u,v,B)=(15,-0.1,0.1,0) when (x,y) € [0,100]x[100,200] and (A,u,v, B) =(10,—0.1,0.1,10) elsewhere.
The solution of this problem describe the motion of water outside the square [0,100]x [100,200] into this
region across the bottom discontinuous line. The gravitational constant is chosen to be 9.8. We use the zeroth
order extrapolation boundary condition. We use the uniform space mesh and take 4% = ﬁ—; =1/20.

In the space discretization we use the Roe solver for 1D homogeneous shallow water equations in x or y
direction [37] to obtain the numerical fluxes. Figs. 20 and 21 draw, respectively, the water surface and the
quantity %uz + g(h+ B) at t=4 by our 2D slope selecting method using 100 x 100 cells. In the quantity
L? + g(h + B), u is the x-directional velocity. This quantity represents the sum of potential energy and x-direc-
tional kinetic energy.

In Figs. 22-25, we plot, respectively, water surface and the quantity Ju* + g(h + B) at y = 180,120 at 1 = 4
by our 2D slope selecting method using 100 x 100, 400 x 400 and 800 x 800 cells. The comparison between
numerical solutions by different meshes show the convergence of the numerical solutions. In particular, our
results using 100 x 100 cells already have high resolution near bottom discontinuous line.
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Fig. 20. Example 2.6, a 2D Riemann problem. Water surface at z =4 by the 2D slope selecting method using 100 x 100 cells.
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Fig. 21. Example 2.6, a 2D Riemann problem. %uz + g(h+ B) at t =4 by the 2D slope selecting method using 100 x 100 cells

Since this example has no exact solution available, a feasible way to check the validity of our numerical
results is to compare the results with those computed by another method with different mechanism. The match
of the results by two methods designed by different principle will make it sound that both methods are valid. In
[24], the continuous bottom cell average method (CBCAM) has been used to compare with the interface type
methods designed there. The CBCAM is a reasonable approach for discontinuous bottom problem by replac-
ing the bottom discontinuity (line) with a continuous bottom transition zone. The conventional cell average
method is applied to the regularized continuous bottom problem with enough cell numbers putting in the
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Fig. 22. Example 2.6, a 2D Riemann problem. Water surface at 1 =4, y = 180 by the 2D slope selecting method; solid line: solution using
800 x 800 cells; ““”’: solution using 400 x 400 cells; “O”’: solution using 100 x 100 cells.
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blem. Water surface at t = 4, y = 120 by the 2D slope selecting method; solid line: solution using
00 cells; “O”: solution using 100 x 100 cells.

e width tends to zero with regard to decreasing Ax. The details are given in
to work for 1D discontinuous bottom problem. For 2D problem, the inter-
en checked to match well with those by CBCAM using fine mesh. When using

e
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Fig. 24. Example 2.6, a 2D Riemann problem. 2u*> + g(h + B) at ¢ =4, y = 180 by the 2D slope selecting method; solid line: solution using
800 x 800 cells; ““-’: solution using 400 x 400 cells; “O’: solution using 100 x 100 cells.
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Fig. 25. Example 2.6, a 2D Riemann problem. 2u*> + g(h + B) at t =4, y = 120 by the 2D slope selecting method; solid line: solution using
800 x 800 cells; ““-”’: solution using 400 x 400 cells; “O’: solution using 100 x 100 cells.

course mesh, the interface type methods in [24] are shown to be more effective than CBCAM since the regu-
larization of the source term in CBCAM makes the solution lose resolution near bottom discontinuous line.
The results by our slope selecting method are similar to those given by the interface type methods in [24]. They
match with those given by CBCAM using fine mesh, and have much higher resolution near bottom discon-
tinuous line than those by CBCAM when using coarse mesh.
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From the results by our slope selecting method as well as comparable results by other methods, one
observes the phenomenon that across the bottom discontinuous line the potential energy plus normal direc-
tional kinetic energy is equal. For example, the quantity %uz + g(h + B) is equal across a bottom discontinuous
line which is parallel to y axis, as shown in Figs. 24 and 25.

3. The isothermal nozzle flow equations

Consider the system describing the evolution of an isothermal fluid in a nozzle
au(ap) + 2, (apv) = 0, (3.1)
O,(apv) + d.(apv® + kap”) = p(p)d,a, (3.2)

where p,v represent density and velocity of the fluid, a(x) > 0 is the cross-sectional area, p(p) is the pressure
given by the relation

pp) =kp'.
Equations (3.1), (3.2) reduce to the standard isentropic equations when a(x) is constant.

The cell average method for above isothermal nozzle flow equations takes the form

m

T M

1
0,(ap), + L =, (3.3)
e. 1 —e. 1 a1 —da;_ 1
Jts Y y ity J—3
at(apv)j + “Ax = kpj)' nAx o (3.4)
where m ]_L, M1, €1, €1 denote, respectively, numerical fluxes for conserved variables ap and apv at inter-

faces j —1, j+1 obtained by solving the homogeneous part of equations (3.1), (3.2).
When the steady state solution is smooth, the steady state solutions satisfy

apv = Cy, (3.5)
1, Vo1

In the study [28] for isothermal nozzle flow Riemann problem with a cross-sectional step, the authors con-
struct a wide class of solutions under the smooth steady state conditions across the cross-sectional step. Sim-
ilar for the shallow water equations, in the smooth steady state conditions across the cross-sectional step, the
momentum and energy conservation (3.5), (3.6) hold. The two sides states can be both subsonic ‘ 1 - < lor

be both supersonic k‘ 4 > 1, but a direct transition between subsonic and supersonic states across the Cross-

sectional step is not allowed The subsonic or supersonic state can be connected with a transonic state
% =1 to compose the smooth steady state flow across the cross-sectional step with the condition that
e
the transonic state is reached at the lower cross-sectional area step side.
With the above steady state conditions across the cross-sectional discontinuity, we define the corresponding
steady state solutions for the isothermal nozzle flow equations (3.1), (3.2) with discontinuous cross-sectional

area as follows.

Definition 3.1. Steady state solutions to isothermal nozzle flow equations with discontinuous cross-sectional
area: for a given initial condition to isothermal nozzle flow equations (3.1), (3.2) with discontinuous cross-
sectional area, the solution will remain unchanged, i.e. the initial condition is the steady state solution for
isothermal nozzle flow equations with discontinuous cross-sectional area, if the initial condition is steady state
solution on continuous cross-sectional part, and across the cross-sectional discontinuity the conditions (3.5),
(3.6) hold, namely

ap\l = arp,tr, (3.7)

L, Y _1 1
S o) = g k) (38
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where p, v, 4 and p,, v, a, are the density, velocity in the initial condition and the cross-sectional area at two
sides of the cross-sectional discontinuity, and one of the following situations occurs

(i) — <1, <1, (3.9)
kol kypi”!
(ii) 1T Ut (3.10)
kypi ™ kot
=1 if @ <ay,
kyp;
(iii) " (3.11)
1':*‘_ -=1 if g > a,.
s

It is shown in [28] that the solutions constructed under such smooth steady state conditions described in Def-
inition 3.1 across the cross-sectional step form rich solution patterns. Therefore, such problems are commonly
encountered in which the solutions evolve to the steady state solutions belonging to Definition 3.1. In this sec-
tion, we are concerned with the steady state capturing and preserving for such steady state solutions belonging
to Definition 3.1.

3.1. Density gradient method (DGM )

We first study the steady state preserving method for isothermal nozzle flow Eq. (3.1), (3.2) when the cross-
sectional area is continuous. When the cross-sectional area is continuously variable, the cell average method does
not effectively preserve steady state solutions. In this case, similar to dealing with shallow water equations, one
can use a special data reconstruction procedure to combine with the cell average method to achieve the steady
state preserving role. Observe in the stationary steady state, (3.6) gives that the density is a constant. In the same
principle as SGM, one can take the following data reconstruction procedure based on the gradient of density.

(1) In the step of defining the slopes of conserved variables ap,apv in each cell. Instead of defining the slope
of ap, define the slope(denoted by S;) for density

St = G(p4_1, P pk+1)7

where G is a standard slope limiter [29]. The slope of the conserved variable apuv is still defined since apv is
a constant in the steady state.
(2) The values of ap on the left and right of the cell interface x;,, are

1, = 1. -
(ap),%+% =Gyl (Pk + EAXSk)’ (a/’)/l;% = Gyl <Pk+1 - §AXSk+1>'

The left and right values of apv are still obtained by its cell average values and slopes. These left and right
values of conserved variables at interface x; 1 are used by a homogeneous isothermal nozzle flow equa-
tions solver to get the numerical fluxes 7,1, €,.1.

(3) Once the numerical fluxes for conserved variables are obtained, one can use the cell average formula
(3.3), (3.4) as the numerical scheme.

Since this method uses the gradient of density instead of that of the conserved variable ap in constructing
the two sides values at the interface, we name this method as the density gradient method (DGM). Similar to
proving Z-property of SGM, one can prove that DGM can exactly preserve the stationary flow for isothermal
nozzle flow equations with a continuously variable cross-sectional area (Z-property).

3.2. The slope selecting method

In the same principle as the shallow water equations, our slope selecting method for isothermal nozzle flow
equations can be described as follows. Our method is based on DGM, incorporating the slope selecting
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strategy and interface type source term approximation near or in the cell containing the cross-sectional area
discontinuity. Assume a discontinuity of cross-section is contained in the center of the cell [xj,%, X, +%]. Let a; be
the interface values of a at x;(i = j — % J+ %) Now define the quantities at interfaces j — %, J +%

. 2ap)(ap),, o) — 2(ap);(ap),.,
(ap)j;% B (ap)j+l + (ap)jfl ’ ( p)j+% B (ap)j+1 + (ap)/;l ’ (312)
Py = (aapﬁ (3.13)

In the cell centered at x; we directly define the slope for the conserved variable ap to be

(@p)y — (ap);y

3.14
- (314
In cells j — 1,/ + 1 we set slopes for density p to be

—~ sign{p,_; — p; 2} + Sign{ﬂj_% - Pt .

Sj1= 2Ax min{|p;_, _pj—2|a|pj,%_pj—l|}a (3.15)

~ Sign{Pj+2 - Pj+1} + Sign{ﬂjﬂ - PZL} . .

Sjn = Ax — min{|p;., = pils 1P — /’(,—+%|}- (3.16)

The values of ap on the left and right of the cell interfaces x,,; are

1 o *
(“p)}f% :"f%(Pfl + §AXS1—1)» (ap)}y = (@p)jyy

l—

* 1 o
(ap)jis = (ap)is,  (ap)s = ayuy <p/+1 B 2AxS/+l>

with (ap);i%, :S\'jil defined in (3.12), (3.15) and (3.16).

The left and right values of apv are obtained as in DGM. These left and right values of conserved variables
at interfaces Xji1 Are used by a homogeneous isothermal nozzle flow equations conservative scheme to get the
numerical fluxes m;,1, ;..

Define quantities at j £

N i N Mty
T (ap); s’ T (@p)y G3.17)

We then apply the interface type source term approximation described in [23] with the needed interface values
of p,v defined by (3.13), (3.17). Denote H; = a;p;v;, G; =1(v?)* + kyil(pj.‘)”*l, i=j—1 j+3i We choose

a,H, G to be linear functions on [xj,%,xj +1] so that

1

&(xi) = ai, H(xi) =H, G(xi) = G, l':j—iaj“‘z- (3-18)
We choose smooth p, ¥ on [xj,%,xﬁ%] from

api = H, (3.19)

1, Yo

Z = 2

21) +ky_1p G, (3.20)
or p from

1 H? Y

=== ' =G 3.21

sap TR TP : (3.21)

with endpoint values

R . T |
p(xi):pi7 U(xi):Ui7 l:]7§v]+§' (322)



X. Wen | Journal of Computational Physics 219 (2006) 322-390 357

We then can use the following expression

1 Yitd y aj+% - ajf%
| ax / R e
=3

to replace the source term approximation in cell average method (3.4). To obtain the integration value in the
above expression, we use the same numerical strategy as for shallow water equations. The values of p are
solved from (3.21) according to the subsonic or supersonic state of the computed solution. When dealing with
the transonic problems, one also needs to add a transonic fix in the source term approximation. These are in
the same principle as the method in [23] and the details are presented there.

We use the scheme of DGM in all the other cells do not containing a cross-sectional discontinuity with the
mention that the slope of density in the cell adjacent to a cross-sectional discontinuity is modified by our slope
selecting strategy.

Similar to the conclusions for the shallow water equations, one can prove that our slope selecting method
for isothermal nozzle flow equations formally exactly preserves the (stationary or non-stationary) steady state
solutions belonging to Definition 3.1 in which no stationary shock exists when cross-sectional area is a step
function (S-property). The proof is given in Appendix C.

3.3. Numerical examples

We use numerical examples to demonstrate that our slope selecting method works well for unsteady calcu-
lation, steady state capturing and preserving for the isothermal nozzle flow equations with discontinuous
cross-sectional area. The second order TVD Runge-Kutta method [35] is used for time discretization in all
the examples. We choose k = 1, y = 4/3 in the computation.

Examples 3.1 and 3.2 are Riemann problems studied in [28] and have been tested by our methods in [23,24].
These two Riemann problems are solved numerically on the domain [—6,6]. For spatial discretization, we use
the HLLE solver or relaxation scheme for the homogeneous part of equations (3.1), (3.2). See Appendix A for
the description of the numerical fluxes provided by these solvers for isothermal nozzle flow equations. We take
% = 1/5 for both problems. The zeroth extrapolation is used for numerical boundary conditions. The exact
solutions are available for these problems [28], and we show the slope selecting method gives convergent solu-
tions for these examples.

Example 3.3 is a steady state capturing problem tested in [24] and is used to show our method is efficient in
calculating steady state solution for isothermal nozzle flow equations with discontinuous cross-sectional area
with an improvement from our method in [24] in overcoming ‘“‘slow convergence” phenomenon by using
shock capturing scheme with larger numerical viscosity.

Example 3.4 is quasi-steady computation problems and is used to test the steady state preserving property
of our method. This example shows that our slope selecting method has strong ability to preserve steady state
solutions when cross-section contains both discontinuities and continuous variable part.

Example 3.1. A Riemann problem with solution in the transonic state.

The initial data are (p,v,a) = (4,—1.8,1.5) when x <0 and (p,v,a) =(1,2,2.5) when x > 0. This is a tran-
sonic case. The solution reaches critical state at the left side of the cross-sectional jump. The constant C in
subcharacteristic condition in relaxation scheme is chosen to be 8. The solutions of the slope selecting method
based on HLLE solver and relaxation scheme using 100 cells along with the exact solution are plotted in Figs.
26-28. The transonic fix used in the source term approximation ensures our method correctly capture the tran-
sonic flow across the cross-sectional jump. The exact solution for this example is given in Appendix B. Table 4
lists the relative /'-errors of the computed conserved variables on the whole computational domain with dif-
ferent meshes by our method using both solvers. The first order convergence rate of our numerical solutions
can be observed in this table.

Example 3.2. A Riemann problem with solution in both super- and sub-sonic state.
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The initial data are (p,v,a) = (4, —-1.6,1.5) when x <0 and (p,v,a) = (6,1,2.5) when x > 0. This is a mixed
sub- and super-sonic case. The constant C in subcharacteristic condition in relaxation scheme is chosen to be
8. The solutions from the slope selecting method based on HLLE solver and relaxation scheme by using 100
cells along with the exact solution are shown in Fig. 29-31. The exact solution for this example is given in
Appendix B. Table 5 lists the relative /'-errors of the computed conserved variables on the whole computa-
tional domain with different meshes by our method using both solvers. One can observe our method gives first
order convergent numerical solutions for this example.

Example 3.3. A steady state capturing calculation.

The problem is defined in [—6,6]. We choose the cross-sectional area to be

2, x < =2,
2+1cos (™), -2<x<0,
)= 3o,
2.5—1cos (%), 0<x<3,
2.5, x> 3.
as shown in Fig. 32. The initial conditions are given by
p(x,0) =4,
3
v(x,0) = ———,
0= wn.0)

the boundary conditions are given by pv|,—_¢ = 1.2, p|.—¢ = 4. The exact steady state solutions p.(x), ve(x) are
the subsonic solutions belonging to Definition 3.1 determined by the steady state equations

a(x)p.(x)ve(x) = 2.4,

% (0(x))” + kyil (pe(x))""" = 0.0288 + 4%,

0 I I I I I
-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

Fig. 26. Example 3.1, transonic case. Density at ¢ = (.8; solid line: the exact solution; “O”: the solution of HLLE solver using 100 cells;

[TNALH

X”’: the solution of relaxation scheme using 100 cells.
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Fig. 27. Example 3.1, transonic case. Mach number

-4

-2 0 2 4 6

at 1 = 0.8; solid line: the exact solution; “O”: the solution of HLLE solver

using 100 cells; “x”: the solution of relaxation schemd ﬁsmg 100 cells.

-6 -4

-2 0 2 4 6

Fig. 28. Example 3.1, transonic case. Energy 1v” + k=;p’~" at 1 = 0.8; solid line: the exact solution; “O”: the solution of HLLE solver
using 100 cells; “x”’: the solution of relaxation scheme using 100 cells.
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Table 4
Relative /'-errors of computed conserved variables for Example 3.1 in the computational domain [—6, 6]
Errors 100 Cells 200 Cells 400 Cells 800 Cells
HLLE scheme
o 1.7226E — 2 8.7752E -3 4.3618E — 3 2.2309E — 3
m 1.9711E — 2 1.0194E — 2 5.1879E — 3 2.6164E — 3
Relaxation scheme
P 1.8507E — 2 1.0311E -2 5.5495E — 3 2.6851E — 3
m 2.1113E -2 1.1272E - 2 5.8273E — 3 2.9305E — 3

6.5

6

5.5

4.5

3.5

25

P I - I
r -4 -2 0 2 4 6

Fig. 29. Example 3.2, mixed sub- and super-sonic case. Density at ¢ = 0.8; solid line: the exact solution; “O’’: the solution of HLLE solver
using 100 cells; “x”: the solution of relaxation scheme using 100 cells.

We take % = 1/2 and use HLLE solver to solve the homogeneous part of isothermal nozzle flow equations.
Figs. 33-35 show, respectively, the numerical steady state density, Mach number k: — and energy
W+ k Lp’~! by our slope selecting method. The numerical results show the energy are eqﬁal at two sides
of cross sectlonal discontinuity with high accuracy. Table 6 lists the /'-norm of the errors between exact
and numerical steady state densities on different meshes. In this table, one can observe that the /'-convergence
rate of numerical steady state solutions are second order in both [—6,—0.2] and [0.2, 6], but is first order in the
entire domain [—6, 6] which includes the cross-sectional area discontinuity. These results show that our meth-
od is able to capture the steady state solution with second order accuracy in the domain where the cross-sec-
tional area and solution are smooth due to the effectiveness of our method in controlling energy conservation
across the cross-sectional discontinuity.

For this problem our methods in [24] using Roe solver encounter “slow convergence’” phenomenon when
[*-error between numerical solutions at two adjacent time step reaches about 1E — 3. The slope selecting
method in this paper using HLLE solver does not encounter this phenomenon at least when the above men-
tioned /~°-error decreases to less than 1E — 6. According to the analysis in [22], the “slow convergence” phe-
nomenon is related to the stability of the discrete viscous profile of the used scheme and can be alleviated by
using scheme having larger viscosity. The HLLE solver, which has larger numerical viscosity than the Roe
solver, performs better in reducing the “slow convergence” phenomenon in this problem.
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0.8

2 4 6

Fig. 30. Example 3.2, mixed sub- and super-sonic case. Mach number at ¢ = 0.8; solid line: the exact solution; “O”: the solution of

0 -1
HLLE solver using 100 cells; “x’’: the solution of relaxation scheme using 100 cells.

5 | | | | |
%6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

Fig. 31. Example 3.2, mixed sub- and super-sonic case. Energy %vz + kﬁp”f"1 at 1 = 0.8; solid line: the exact solution; “O”: the solution of
HLLE solver using 100 cells; “x’’: the solution of relaxation scheme using 100 cells.
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Table 5
Relative /'-errors of computed conserved variables for Example 3.2 in the computational domain [—6, 6]
Errors 100 Cells 200 Cells 400 Cells 800 Cells
HLLE scheme
o 9.7698E — 3 4.9695E — 3 2.4871E -3 1.2436E — 3
m 1.8490E — 2 9.4172E — 3 4.7348E — 3 2.3807E — 3
relaxation scheme
P 1.1542E — 2 5.8071E — 3 2.8531E -3 1.4003E — 3
m 2.1156E — 2 1.0709E — 2 5.2692E — 3 2.6037E — 3
3
2 -
1k i
O - -
1+ B
) 4
-3 I I I I I
’6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

Fig. 32. Example 3.3, steady state capturing. The nozzle cross-sectional area.

This example reveals that it is frequently encountered that one may need to use different schemes to effi-
ciently deal with different problems. Thus the ability of our slope selecting method to be applicable to more
general shock capturing scheme for the homogeneous hyperbolic system makes our method more flexible in
dealing with various problems.

Example 3.4. Quasi-steady problems.

In this example we test quasi-steady problems using our slope selecting scheme. We use the zeroth order
extrapolation as numerical boundary condition in this example. We use HLLE scheme as the homogeneous
equations solver and obtain the reference solution using our method with 2000 grid points. The cross-sectional
area is chosen to be

25—cos (%), 0<x<3,
= {23
2.5, else
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6.385
6.38 - *
eSS RS T e eSS Ala s Teesee e e e s s e sae ey assassssases]
6.375 *
6.37 ,
@)

6.365 1 1 1 1 1

- -4 -2 0 2 4 6

Fig. 35. Example 3.3, steady state capturing. Energy 1v? 4+ k-L;p"~" at steady state; solid line: exact solution; “O” solution of the slope
selecting method using 100 cells.

Table 6

['-Norm of errors of steady state density in different domains

Errors [—6,-0.2] [0.2,6] [—6,6]

50 Cells 2.807471E — 4 8.256022E — 5 5.725880E — 4
100 Cells 6.246616E — 5 1.642795E — 5 2.410718E — 4
200 Cells 1.208474E — 5 4.294303E — 6 1.090404E — 4

on —6 < x <6, as shown in Fig. 36.
First we test a case of the disturbance propagating in a stationary steady state. We choose the steady state
solution pg,v9 on [—6,6] to be pg = 3.375,vy = 0. We choose initial density value and velocity value as

{p0+1027 —4<X< _27

p(x,0) =
£o> else

and v(x,0) = vy. The initial density is plotted in Fig. 37. We use 100 cells and take % = 1/2. The propagation
phenomenon of the initial disturbance is similar to that of shallow water flow. We plot our solutions of density
at t =2.5,4 in Figs. 38 and 39, respectively. At 1 = 2.5, the right going disturbance begin to encounter the
cross-sectional discontinuity and at ¢ =4, the initially left going disturbance leaves the domain and the two
remaining visible disturbance are split from the initially right going disturbance.

We then test our scheme in predicting the propagation of disturbance in non-stationary steady state solu-
tion. The cross-sectional area is the same. We choose a subcritical steady state solution pg, vy on [—6, 6] belong-
ing to Definition 3.1 satisfying

apyvy = —3,

1, LS
2vo+ky_1p0 = 6.
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We choose initial density value and velocity value as

+0.05, —4<x< -2,
(x,0) = {Po x
Do else

and v(x,0) = ant xO The initial density and Mach number are plotted in Figs. 40 and 41, respectively.
We use 100 cells and take £- = 1/2. We plot in Fig. 42 the solutlons of density at ¢ = 1.5, when the two dis-
turbance visible is split from the initial disturbance, and plot in Fig. 43 the solutions of density at t = 4.5, when
the two disturbance visible is split from the initially right going disturbance.

For both cases, compared with reference solutions, the solutions by our slope selecting scheme using 100
cells can efficiently preserve the steady state solution and correctly predict the positions of propagating
disturbances.

4. The non-isothermal nozzle flow equations

The one-dimensional non-isothermal nozzle flow equations can be described by the following Euler equa-
tions with a geometric source term

0,(ap) + 0, (apv) =0, (4.1
O,(apv) + d,(apv® + Pa) = Pd.a, (4.2)
0,(aE) + 0,(v(E + P)a) = 0, (4.3)

where p,v, P, E are, respectively, density, velocity, pressure, and total energy, a(x) > 0 is area of the nozzle. For
a polytropic gas, the equation of state is given by

P:(y—l)(E—%pvz). (44)

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

Fig. 36. Example 3.4, quasi-steady problem. The nozzle cross-sectional area.
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3.388

3.386 *

3.384 - *

3.382

3.378 - ,

3.376 - *

3.374 1 1 1 1 1
-6

Fig. 37. Example 3.4, stationary quasi-steady problem. Density at initial time.

3.383

3.382 - *

3.381

3.38¢0—

3.379

3.378

3.377

3.376

3.375

3.374 1 1 1 1 1
- -4 -2 0 2 4 6

Fig. 38. Example 3.4, stationary quasi-steady problem. Density at = 2.5; solid line: the reference solution; “O’: the solution of the slope
selecting method using 100 cells.
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3.382

3.381 i

3.38

3.379

3.378

3.377

3.376

3.374 : : : : :
-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

Fig. 39. Example 3.4, stationary quasi-steady problem. Density at ¢ = 4; solid line: the reference solution; “O’’: the solution of the slope
selecting method using 100 cells.

3.4

3.35 4

3.2 4

3.15 b

Fig. 40. Example 3.4, non-stationary quasi-steady problem. Density at initial time.
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-0.25 T T T

-0.35 ,

-0.45

_05 | | | | |
-6 -4 -2 0 2

N

6

Fig. 41. Example 3.4, non-stationary quasi-steady problem. Mach number —%— at initial time.

3 I I I I I
-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

Fig. 42. Example 3.4, non-stationary quasi-steady problem. Density at ¢ = 1.5; solid line: the reference solution; “O”: the solution of the
slope selecting method using 100 cells.
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3.3

3.25-

321

3.1

3.051

3 I I I I I
-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

Fig. 43. Example 3.4, non-stationary quasi-steady problem. Density at ¢ = 4.5; solid line: the reference solution; “O”: the solution of the
slope selecting method using 100 cells.

The cell average method for above non-isothermal nozzle flow equations takes the form

O(ap); + % =0, (4.5)
ammy+%%;:”i=a%%;jfi (4.6)
0(aE), —l—% =0, (4.7)
where a, = a(x; il ) and My, M, el e, f L S ! denote, respectively, numerical fluxes for conserved

variables ap,apv and aF at interfaces j —1, j+1 obtained by solving the homogeneous part of the non-iso-
thermal nozzle flow equations (4.1)—(4.3), namely the Euler equations.
The stationary steady state equations are given by

b=0, (48)
P=(-1E=C. (4.9)
The non-stationary steady state equations are given by
apv = Cy, (4.10)
71 5\
av yEprv = C,, (4.11)
P’
_r __c,. 4.12
E—1pp? ’ (4.12)

Similar to shallow water equations and isothermal nozzle flow equations, we can define the steady state solu-
tions for non-isothermal nozzle flow equations with discontinuous cross-sectional area associated with smooth
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steady state conditions across the cross-sectional discontinuity. The definitions are given, respectively, for sta-
tionary and non-stationary case since the steady state conditions are different.

Definition 4.1. Stationary steady state solutions to non-isothermal nozzle flow equations with discontinuous
cross-sectional area: for a given initial condition to non-isothermal nozzle flow equations (4.1)-(4.3) with
discontinuous cross-sectional area, the solution will remain unchanged, i.e. the initial condition is the steady
state solution for non-isothermal nozzle flow equations with discontinuous cross-sectional area, if the initial
condition satisfies (4.8) and (4.9) anywhere including across the cross-sectional discontinuity.

Definition 4.2. Non-stationary steady state solutions to non-isothermal nozzle flow equations with discontin-
uous cross-sectional area: for a given initial condition to non-isothermal nozzle flow equations (4.1)—(4.3) with
discontinuous cross-sectional area, the solution will remain unchanged, i.e. the initial condition is the steady
state solution for non-isothermal nozzle flow equations with discontinuous cross-sectional area, if the initial
condition is non-stationary steady state solution i.e. velocity and density are non-zero in the solution on contin-
uous cross-sectional part, and across the cross-sectional discontinuity the conditions (4.10)—(4.12) hold, namely

ap v = a;P,Ux, (4.13)
—1 y—1
ajv (yEl _7? 5 pl(vl)z) = a0, <3)Er _7 3 pr(vr)2>, (4.14)
4 pl
i _ -, (4.15)

E — %pl(vl)z E. — %pr(vr)

where py, vy, E;,a; and p,,v,, E, a, are the density, velocity, total energy in the initial condition and the cross-
sectional area at two sides of the cross-sectional discontinuity, and one of the following situations occurs

| o]

(i) \/m< 1, m< 1, (4.16)
(it) £>1, ﬂ>17 (4.17)
NG P:/ Py
(i) W 1 Tf o (4.18)
\/ﬁ =1 if ¢ > a,,

where Py, P, are pressure in the initial condition at two sides of the cross-sectional discontinuity which are
Pr=(y— DB —3p07), Pr=(y— D)(E: —3p,07).

4.1. Energy gradient method (EGM)

When the cross-sectional area is continuously variable, similar to dealing with isothermal nozzle flow equa-
tions or shallow water equations, one can obtain a steady state preserving method by adding a data recon-
struction procedure into the cell average method. Since in stationary steady state, the pressure as well as
the total energy are constant, so we can use a data reconstruction procedure based on total energy as follows.

(1) In the step of defining the slopes of conserved variables ap, apv,aE in each cell. Instead of defining the
slope of aE, define the slope (denoted by S7) for the total energy E
St = G(Ex—1,E, Eri1),

where G is a standard slope limiter [29]. The slopes of ap, apv are still defined.
(2) The values of aE on the left and right of the cell interface x, Ly are

1 1
(aE)II;+% = Gyl (Ek + EAxS,%), (aE)II(:% = dpyd (Ek+l - EAXS/%H)'
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The left and right values of ap,apv are obtained by their cell average values and slopes. These left and
right values of conserved variables at interface x, 4y are used by a homogeneous non-isothermal nozzle
flow equations solver to get the numerical fluxes m1, e y1, fy1.

(3) Once the numerical fluxes for conserved variables are obtalned one can use the cell average formula
(4.5)—(4.7) as the numerical scheme.

Since this method uses the gradient of total energy instead of that of the conserved variable aF in construct-
ing the two sides values at the interface, we name this method as the energy gradient method (EGM). Similar to
proving Z-property of SGM, one can prove that EGM can exactly preserve the stationary flow for non-
isothermal nozzle flow equations with a continuously variable cross-sectional area (Z-property) provided
the homogeneous system (Euler equations) solver used by the EGM holds the following property.

Definition 4.3. Property: a Euler equations conservative scheme exactly preserves the stationary steady state
flow. Namely, when the conserved variables values at two sides of an interface for the Euler equations are given by

ph_% = PL, (pv);:r% = Oa E/+1 = Ea
R
p_i%:pR7 (pU)]»Jr%:O, E+l —Ea
where pr, pr may not be equal, the scheme can give the exact numerical flux at the interface (0, (y — 1)E, 0).

This is a reasonable requirement since Euler equations is got from the non-isothermal nozzle flow equations
with the cross-sectional area being a constant. So property in Definition 4.3 is the simplest case of Z-property
for non-isothermal nozzle flow equations when the cross-sectional area is a constant.

4.2. The slope selecting method

In the slope selecting method, we start from EGM and add in slope selecting strategy and interface type
source term approximation near or in the cell containing the cross-sectional discontinuity. Assume a discon-
tinuity of cross sectlonal area is contained in the center of a cell [x j,,, X; +1] Let a; be the interface values of @ at
x;, i=j—1 j+1i We define the quantities at interfaces j —3, j+1

: 2(ap),(ap) : 2(ap),(ap)
(ap)y = PP gy, = —”‘, (4.19)
= (ap)y +(ap), 2 (ap), +(ap);
2(aE),(aE); 2(ak),(aE),;.,
alE il = , ak)* | = Jt , 4.20)
( >j . (aE)jH (aE)j—l ( )‘/+2 (aE)j+] (aE)_Fl (
P = (@p)fas, Bl = (aE)yfay (4.21)
We set the slopes for ap in cells j — 1,7,j+ 1 as
(@p)jy — (ap);y
1 _ Jt J
St = +7 (4.22)
sign{(ap);_; — (ap);_,} +sign{(ap),_, — (ap),_} . .
S} = p e T min (e, — (@)l (ap)y — (ap), ),
(4.23)
sign{(ap);,, — (ap);,1} +sign{(ap)., — (ap); 1} .
Sjr = T = min{|(ap),., — (@p),l. (ap);y — (ap)jal}.
(4.24)
We set the slope for ¢F in cell j as
aE —(aE). 1
@By = (@B)y (4.25)

Ax
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We set the slopes for Fin cellsj— 1,j+ 1 as
sign{E; .1 —E; >} + sign{E;% —E;i 1}

Sj*l = 2Ax min{|Ej,1 — Ej,zl, |Ej7% — Ej,] |}, (426)
sign{Ej,» — Ejii} +sign{Ej1 —E;,}
. - . 3 in {\ Epnl, |Ej — E;f+%|}. (4.27)

The values of ¢E on the left and right of the cell interfaces x;,, are

1 *
= ajf% (Ej] + EA)CSJZI), (aE)i% = (aE)jié,

(aE)"

l—

(aE)Hlf(aE)Hl, (aE)Hlf apy (E,-+1 Axsjﬂ)

with (aE)jil j:tl defined in (4.20), (4.26) and (4.27).

The left and right values of ap,apv are still obtained by their cell average values and slopes. These left and
right values of conserved variables at interfaces Xj.l are used by a homogeneous non-isothermal nozzle flow
equations conservative scheme to get the numerical fluxes m; 21 €y [

From the above obtained quantities, define

v = e o) (B, — L ) (4.28)
M (ap)y, T / ey T P\t ) :
If v* 4= +1 = 0, this is the stationary case. We use the following expression
Pj,l + P L @il —a L 4.29)
2 Ax '

to replace the source term approximation in cell average method (4.6). This is the interface scheme introduced
in [21].

In_ other non-stationary cases, as in [23], denote H; = a;p;v;, G;=av;(yE; — %pj(vi*)z), F; =
(p") 5, i = j£3. We choose a,H, G, F to be linear functions on [x; _1,X;,1] with

1

LAZ(X[) = a, H(x,—) = H,‘, G(xl') = G,‘, F(x,’) = F,‘, i= ] + 5 . (430)
We choose smooth p, b, E on [x; _ x,+_] satisfying

apv =H, (4.31)

-~ -1
ab (yE _7 . pfﬂ) -G, (4.32)
-

~——=F (4.33)

E—1pi
with endpoint values

~ 1

pw)=pi i) =i, E()=FE, i=j*s. (4.34)
Define P by

~ ~ 1

P=(-1 (E - 5@32) (4.35)

We then use the following expression

1 x_/‘r% ~ aj+i - aj,l

_ P Ar | 4.

Ax /x.| dx Ax (4.36)
3
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to replace the source term approximation in cell average method (4.6) to define our scheme. The numerical
integration strategy is similar as mentioned for shallow water equations and isothermal nozzle flow equations.

The values of p, 0, E are chosen from (4.31)—(4.33) according to the sub- or super-sonic states of the solu-
tion. When the flow is transonic over the cross-sectional discontinuity, we should do the fix operation to help
choosing these values from (4.31)—(4.33). This is essentially the same as the isothermal nozzle flow equations.

We use the scheme of EGM in all the other cells do not containing a cross-sectional discontinuity with the
mention that the slopes of energy and ap in the cell adjacent to a cross-sectional discontinuity is modified by
our slope selecting strategy.

Similar to the conclusions for the shallow water equations and isothermal nozzle flow equations, one can prove
that our slope selecting method for non-isothermal nozzle flow equations preserves exactly the stationary steady
state solutions belonging to Definition 4.1 provided the homogeneous system solver satisfies Definition 4.3, and
formally exactly preserves the non-stationary steady state solutions belonging to Definition 4.2 in which no sta-
tionary shock exists when cross-sectional area is a step function (S-property). The proof is given in Appendix D.

4.3. Numerical examples

We now give two numerical examples. The first example illustrates that our method works well for calcu-
lating both unsteady and steady state solution for the non-isothermal nozzle flow equations. The second exam-
ple is a quasi-steady problem.

Example 4.1. Steady and unsteady state calculation.

This is a problem modified from [11] and has been tested by our method in [23]. The steady state solution
for this problem contains a transonic shock. Consider a discontinuous nozzle
()_{1.05, 0<x<2,

| 1.4452 +0.3tanh(0.8x —4), 2 <x< 10

shown in Fig. 44. The computational domain is 0 < x < 10. The left boundary conditions are
(p1,v1, E1) = (0.502,1.299,1.378), the right boundary conditions are p, = 0.776. We choose the initial values

1.5 *

05 b

-15f 4

b i

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Fig. 44. Example 4.1, steady and unsteady calculation. A nozzle with discontinuous cross-sectional area.
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Fig. 45. Example 4.1, steady and unsteady calculation. Density at = 0.5; solid line: the reference solution; “O”: the solution of Roe
solver using 100 cells; “x”: the solution of relaxation scheme using 100 cells.
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0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Fig. 46. Example 4.1, steady and unsteady calculation. Solutions of% at 1 = 0.5; solid line: the reference solution; “O”: the solution of Roe
solver using 100 cells; “x”: the solution of relaxation scheme using 100 cells.

as a(p, pv, E) =(0.528,0.686,1.447) when x <5 and a(p, pv, E) =(1.354,0.686,3.454) when x> 5. We take
& = 1/4, use the Roe solver and relaxation scheme for the convection and the second order TVD Runge-Kutta
time discretization [35]. The constant C in subcharacteristic condition in relaxation scheme is chosen to be 10.
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Fig. 48. Example 4.1, steady and unsteady calculation. Density in steady state; “O”’: solution of Roe solver using 100 cells; “x’’: solution
of relaxation scheme using 100 cells.

The density and the quantity "F at t = 0.5 from our slope selecting method based on Roe solver and relax-
ation scheme using 100 cells and that based on relaxation scheme using 4000 cells, which are used to be the
reference solution, are plotted in Figs. 45 and 46, respectively. The reference solution matches with that given
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0.9 | | | | | | | | |
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Fig. 49. Example 4.1, steady and unsteady calculation. Solutions of% at steady state; “O”: solution of Roe solver using 100 cells; “x”:
solution of relaxation scheme using 100 cells.

by our method in [23]. The solution already reaches steady state across the cross-sectional discontinuity with ”F
being the same constant at two sides at = 0.5. We also plot the quantity 7 at # = 0.5 from relaxation cell aver-
age method using 1000 cells in Fig. 47. The result in Fig. 47 do not reaches the same constant at two sides of
cross-sectional discontinuity and this gap do not decrease when more space points are used. Thus the relax-
ation cell average method cannot capture the energy conservation solution across the cross-sectional discon-
tinuity. This exhibit the conventional cell average method fails in steady state capturing for this example.

Figs. 48 and 49 plot, respectively, the density and the quantity % in the steady state solution from our
method based on Roe solver and relaxation scheme using 100 cells. These results match with that of our
method in [23]. It can be seen that the steady state expression %’ reach the same constant at two sides of
the cross-sectional discontinuity and a transonic shock stands in the steady state solution.

Example 4.2. A quasi-steady calculation.

We calculate in this example the disturbance propagation in a stationary steady state solution of non-
isothermal nozzle flow equations using our slope selecting method. We use the zeroth order extrapolation
as numerical boundary condition. We use Roe scheme to solve the homogeneous part of non-isothermal noz-
zle flow equations, namely Euler equations and obtain the reference solution by our method using 1000 grid
points. The cross-sectional area is chosen to be

1, x< =2
a(x) =< 0.6+0.1cos (B+1), —2<x<2,
I, x>2

on —5 <x <5, as shown in Fig. 50.
We choose the steady state solution py, vg, Ey on [—5,5] to be pg = 1,v9 =0, Ey = 3, choose initial density
value, velocity value and total energy value as
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Fig. 50. Example 4.2, quasi-steady calculation. Nozzle cross-sectional area.
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Fig. 51. Example 4.2, quasi-steady calculation. Pressure at initial time.
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Fig. 54. Example 4.2, quasi-steady calculation.

method using 200 cells.
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Pressure at 1 = 2.5; solid line: the reference solution; “O’”:
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solution of the slope selecting
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Fig. 55. Example 4.2, quasi-steady calculation. Density at ¢ = 2.5; solid line: the reference solution; “O”:

method using 200 cells.
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and p(x,0) = pg,v(x,0) = vy. We use 200 cells and take % = 1/2. The initial pressure is plotted in Fig. 51. Figs.
52-55 show, respectively, solutions of pressure at t = 1, 1.8, 2.5 and density at ¢t = 2.5. The initial disturbance
in the pressure splits into two and propagate in different direction, as shown in Fig. 52. When the initially split
disturbances encounter the cross-sectional discontinuities, each further splits into two disturbances, as shown
in Fig. 53. Among these disturbances, two smaller ones move back to the central part of the domain, another
two larger ones continue moving outwards, as shown in Fig. 54. Fig. 55 shows the density at the same time. In
these results, compared with reference solutions, the solutions by our slope selecting scheme using 200 cells
can efficiently preserve the steady state solution and correctly predict the positions of propagating
disturbances.

5. Conclusions

A simple well-balanced method named the slope selecting method is proposed for hyperbolic system with
geometrical source terms having concentrations. We use two physical problems, the shallow water equations
with discontinuous topography, and the quasi-one-dimensional nozzle flows with discontinuous cross-
sectional area, to illustrate our method. This method is extended from the interface type method developed
in [23]. Two improvements of the this method from the previous method are that this method is efficient in
steady state preserving and can be designed based on any conservative scheme for the homogeneous hyper-
bolic system. Furthermore, the efficiency in steady state capturing of the previous method is inherited in this
method. Similar to the previous method, this slope selecting method solves well the sub- or super-critical flows,
and with a transonic fix, also handles well the transonic flows over the concentration. In summary, the slope
selecting method is efficient in both steady state capturing and preserving, and can be easily applied to different
hyperbolic system with geometrical source terms having concentrations with the knowledge of any conserva-
tive scheme for the homogeneous system.

The design principle of the slope selecting method is to start from a scheme which is efficient in steady state
preserving when the source terms for the hyperbolic system do not have concentration, and then incorporate
into this scheme a slope selecting strategy and the interface type source term approximation developed in [23]
near or in the cell containing the source term concentration. For shallow water equations, we choose the sur-
face gradient method (SGM) [40] as the basis of our method which is efficient in steady state preserving when
the bottom is continuously variable. For nozzle flow equations, in the same principle of SGM, we design the
density gradient method (DGM) for isothermal nozzle flow equations and the energy gradient method (EGM)
for non-isothermal nozzle flow equations which are efficient steady state preserving schemes when the cross-
sectional area is continuously variable. We base on DGM or EGM to design the slope selecting method for
nozzle flow equations with discontinuous cross-sectional area.

Extensive numerical experiments demonstrate that the slope selecting method, being widely applicable to
conservative schemes for the homogeneous hyperbolic system, is generally effective in steady, unsteady and
quasi-steady state solutions calculation of the considered hyperbolic systems with geometrical source terms
having concentrations.
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Appendix A

This appendix gives the numerical fluxes expressions of the HLLE and the relaxation scheme for 1D homo-
geneous shallow water equations and homogeneous isothermal nozzle flow equations. These numerical fluxes
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at an interface are calculated from the values of conserved variables on the left and right sides of the interface.
These two sides values of conserved variables are the cell average values in the first order method and are
obtained from the cell average values with slope limiter adjustment in the second order method.

The HLLE scheme uses the approximate Riemann solver proposed by Einfeldt [9] on the basis of the HLL
solver [18] by Harten, Lax and Van Leer. For 1D homogeneous shallow water Riemann problem, the approx-
imate solution consists three states, the two initial states connected by an intermediate states, which is deter-
mined by the conservative property of the system. The speeds of the two discontinuities separating the three
states in the solution are appropriately chosen to ensure the positivity preservation and entropy inequality of
the solver.

Assume the two sides values of conserved variables /1, m are provided at an interface for 1D shallow water
equations denoted as h/ e L+1, hﬁ +1, and the numerical fluxes for the conserved variables to be calcu-
lated are denoted as m;,1, e; 1, in consisténce with the notations used in Section 2.3. Then these numerical
fluxes are calculated as follows in HLLE scheme.

Define
L R
m; m’
3 5
2 2
L R _
FH% o <mjL 1) > |’ Fj+% - (W;L) , | (Al)
2 2
iw - de(i) g (1y)
Jt3 Jty

The next involves defining the averaged water height and velocity. The choice for such values are not unique.
For simplicity, in our computation we use the following averaged values

Ry h
2 Y

h=

U=

/+' + m/+»
i+ 0y
Define

¢ =0—1\/gh, ¢ " =0v++/gh,
L
m:
. L _
b' = min (hilz_ ,/ghﬁr%,c >,

Jt3

mR "
b = max R gh] AP P
./+2

b* = max(b",0), b =min(h',0).

Then the numerical fluxes m;,,, e;,, are given by

. - T
m(/+% b+ L b R b+b j+— j+z
= F' - FR . A2
( ejs4 ) bbb T T niy =il (A.2)

Similarly, for isothermal nozzle flow equations denote the values of conserved variables at two sides of an
interface to be (ap)]L+_ (apv)*t, b (ap)X b (apv)® e The numerical fluxes at the interface, denoted by
m;,, e, are calculated as follows in the HLLE scheme.

Since the cross-sectional discontinuities are set at the center of cells, the cross-sectional area is continuous at
the interface. Denote the value of cross-sectional area at the interface to be a;,1. Denote k = k(a, +%)H'. Define

(apv)/.L+% (apv)j+_

L _ 2 R _ 2
Fj+% - ((apv);:r%) . L y ) F/+% - ((upL)/+2) R y . (A3)
+ k((“p )f+%> @r, T k(("p )f+%)
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Define the averaged ap and v

L R L R
ap = (ap)_/-% + (ap)_j+% 5= (apv)j+% + (apv)j+%

Then the numerical fluxes m e;,1 are given by

A+ €
mj b* L b~ R b b (ap);:% - (ap)jL%
e | Ty gy ity R 5 (A4)
LA (apv)fr% - (apv)fr%

It can be seen that if one obtains the numerical fluxes for the isentropic equations, which is the homogeneous
isothermal nozzle flow equations with cross-sectional area a dropping, with left and right hand sides conserved

L L R
v v
(ap)#% (apv); "l (ap), il (apv)

R

1 .. .
™ Tl T 2 ‘i+2 by the HLLE scheme, and then multiplies those numerical
Jty Ity Ity J+3

fluxes by «, e the results are the same as (A.4).
The relaxation scheme proposed by Jin and Xin [25] obtains the numerical fluxes for a nonlinear hyperbolic

conservation system from a linear hyperbolic system with double variable number. Consider a 1D two equa-
tions nonlinear conservation system

<u1> +(fi(u17u2)> _0
U/, /{2(”1 ; u2) x
Assume at an interface the two sides values of conserved variables are given as ul, u}, ul, uX. Denote the

numerical fluxes at the interface to be calculated as f, f». Then in relaxation scheme these numerical fluxes
are obtained by introducing a four variables linear Riemann problem

variables values to be

U, 0 0 1 0\ /U,

U, 0 0 0 1 U,

+1 ~ =0

Us c 0 0 0] Us

us/, \o Cc 0 0o/ \u,/,
with initial data

U,

U, {UL x <0,

Us ~ LUR x>0,
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where
UL1 l/l]l“ UR1 u*f
UL ub UR uR
uL=| 7| = 2ol = 7 = R R
UL; Siluy,uy) UR; Siug,uy)
UL4 So(uy, uf) UR, So(uf, uf)

The constant C in the linear system is positive and satisfies subcharacteristic condition which requires \/é to
be greater than the absolute value of the characteristic speeds in the solution of the nonlinear system. This
condition means that the characteristic speeds for the linear system are greater than those for original nonlin-
ear equations.

The numerical fluxes f;, f> are set to be values of Us, Uy at x = 0 in the linear Riemann problem. These
values can be calculated to be given as

(A.5)

(.fﬁ)z et 4 V(UL ~ URy)
7

usstms 4 VE(u, — URy)

For 1D shallow Water equations, denote the conserved variables values at two sides of an interface to be

h}+l , +1, hi; , +1, and define the corresponding fluxes FL ,, F irl as in (A.1). Then from (A.5) the numer-
p J12

ical fluxes given by the relaxation scheme are written as

JHb

(A.6)

L = L
(ijr;) _ Fj+l + F + \/E hj+2 hj+%

2 2 L _ R
My =M

For homogeneous isothermal nozzle flow equations, denote the conserved variables values at two sides of an
interface to be (a,o)l+ , (a,ov)j+ , (ap)i%, (apv)}i%, and define the corresponding fluxes F- F}i% as in (A.3).
Then from (A.5) the numerical fluxes given by the relaxation scheme are written as

= L R
(’"ﬁ%) _ Fiy+F o VT [ (ap)jiy = (ap)jiy

2 2 (apv)hl (apv)ﬁl

JHy

A7
o (A7)

Appendix B
This appendix gives the exact solutions with 6 effective number for Examples 2.1, 2.2, 3.1, and 3.2. Exam-

ples 2.1 and 2.2 are Riemann problems for shallow water equations with bottom step. The method for con-
structing the exact solutions is provided in [1].

Example 2.1
47 );(< 517
( 7(‘—51)4'2) €1 <3< &y
hix,1) = q 1.566049, &H<i<s
0.774464, s <<,
1, >0,



384

—40,
) GE—a) —10)h0e),
_67

with &; = —16.260990, &, = —9.230700,

Example 2.2
4

)

(-st-¢)+2)
1.009629,
0.429476,

2
h(x, 1)

(55+ 0.942809)2,
2,
—40,
GG~
~3.805371,
2623519,

m(x,t)

0,

&) — 10)h(x, 1),

(2x —2.951459)h(x, 1),
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1< <
1 <3< &,
<I<s,
> S,

T A AN
LSS}

s =—2.931634.

)_;<él7

€1 <i< &,
& <<,
5 <3<0,
0 <3<,
1> ¢

x < 0.5¢,
& <1<,
&H <I<s,
s <$<0,
0<i<is,
>4,

with & = —16.260990, &, = —6.914610, &; = 4.427189, s = —2.037139.

Examples 3.1 and 3.2 are Riemann problems for isothermal nozzle flow equations with cross-sectional area
step. The method for constructing the exact solutions is provided in [28].

Example 3.1
b < g,
=
(_:T};k&_fl)"rz_l) , & <<,
0.144489, 0<:<s,
t) =
p(xa ) 0334984, S <);(< 527
- ’ e )
(T} T (i &) +(0334984) > L <<t
L > g,
_72’ )?c< 517
(ZE-c)-18)pwn. &<,
0.235688, 0<:<s,
1) =
m(x, ) 0.283244, 5 < J;c <&,
(% G-&)+ 0.845545) plet), & <<,
2’ )?> 537

with & = —3.254832, &, = 1.807837, & = 3.154701, s = 0.249642.
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Example 3.2
4 rcg,
2
Gﬁ%ﬁ@%mu“), g <i<&
2.081147, &<,
plx,t) = :
2.299140, 0<r<es,
("IH -(f-&) + (2.299140)’7)’ L E<i<d,
6 >4,
_647 % < é]?
(m(f_él)_l6> (x, ), & <I<§,
—1.455504, & <<,
m(x,t) =
—0.873302, 0<:<é,
(2 (- &) —0379839) (1), & <3<,
67 % > 647

with & = —3.054832, &, = —2.004104, &5 = 0.946732, &, = 2.556543.

Appendix C

In this appendix, we prove the S-property of our slope selecting method described in Section 3.2 for iso-
thermal nozzle flow equations with discontinuous cross-sectional area. Namely, the following theorem holds
for our slope selecting method.

Theorem C.1. When the cross-sectional area is a step function, if the interface type source term approximation in
the slope selecting method can be exactly computed, the slope selecting scheme described in Section 3.2 can
preserve exactly any steady state solution belonging to Definition 3.1 in which the steady state conditions (3.5),
(3.6) are hold anywhere including across the cross-sectional discontinuity.

Proof. Assume the cross-sectional area is a step function with left and right side values ¢; and a,. We only need
to prove our slope selecting scheme preserve the steady state solution exactly in the cell [x X 15X, +_] which con-
tains the cross-sectional discontinuity in the center. The density and velocity in the steady state solution are
step functions. Denote their left and right values to be p;,v; and p,, v, which satisfy

apv = arp,vr, (C.1)

1 v 1 y—1
= T 2
2U1 +k —1 (pl) 2 T 1 (pr) (C )

It can be similarly checked as for shallow water equations that the numerical fluxes in our slope selecting
method at interfaces j 41 preserve the exact values due to the slope selecting strategy implemented in the
method.

myy=apm, ey = ap(n) +ka(p)’,
2 y
M= arpior, €y = aepy(ve)” + kar(p,)',
and the interface values of p,v defined for interface type source term approximation (3.13), (3.17) are

P =P p;f% =P V=0, U= (C.3)

1 1
2 J=2 2
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Our slope selecting scheme for isothermal nozzle flow equations in the cell [x X1, X; +1] thus can be written
as

a: P Ur — a1pyl
Ax

2 b
a:p,v; + ka(p, aipvi + kai(p)) Y
az(a,()U)j—F( ( )) ( e A = / p

at(ap)j + =0, (C4)

where p, a are smooth functions on [x X 1,X; +1] defined in Section 3.2.

The flux difference for ap in scheme (C.4) is zero due to (C.1). Recall o defined in Section 3.2. For steady
state solutions satisfying one of conditions (3.9)—(3.11) described in Definition 3.1, the transonic fix in our
source term approximation does not apply. So the endpoint values for functions p, » are given by (3.22),
which are given by (C.3). Recall the identities (3.19), (3.20), the flux difference for apv in scheme (C.5) can be
calculated as

(arPrUf + ka:(p,)’) — (alplvl + kay(py)’ ANT A
A)C p ax

Ax
*i x.vjf[( (@)2)&(k&(ﬁ)’)rk(ﬁ)’&x]dxzﬁ /j%[(ap@)xm( )i + kap(p)' ™ pu] dx
:i XVVJ;%[HXIA)JF&N@UHFIW@), ) - / m b 445G d. e

Finally, recall the definitions of H, G (3.18) and the facts (C.1), (C.2), one knows H, G indeed are constants in
the cell [x;_1/2, X;+1/2]. So the function in the integration (C.6) is identically zero and the flux difference for apv
in scheme (C.5) is zero. Thus this steady state solution is exactly preserved by our slope selecting scheme de-
scribed in Section 3.2. O

Appendix D

In this appendix, we prove the S-property of our slope selecting method described in Section 4.2 for non-
isothermal nozzle flow equations with discontinuous cross-sectional areca. Namely, the following theorem
holds for our slope selecting method.

Theorem D.1. When the cross-sectional area is a step function, the slope selecting scheme described in Section
4.2 can preserve exactly any stationary steady state solution belonging to Definition 4.1 if the Euler equations
solver used by the slope selecting method has the property in Definition 4.3, and can preserve exactly any non-
stationary steady state solution belonging to Definition 4.2 in which the steady state conditions 4.10, 4.11, 4.12
are hold anywhere including across the cross-sectional discontinuity if the interface type source term
approximation in the slope selecting method can be exactly computed.

Proof. Assume the cross-sectional area is a step function with left and right side values ¢; and a,. We only need
to prove our slope selecting scheme preserve the steady state solution exactly in the cell [x; 1, x; +1] which con-
tains the cross-sectional discontinuity in the center. We discuss the stationary and non- statlonary steady state
solution, respectively.

For stationary steady state solution case, the velocity, total energy are constants on the entire domain.
Denote them by » = 0 and E. It can be checked that the conserved variables values at two sides of interface
Jj+ % in our slope selecting method take the following form due to the slope selecting strategy implemented in
the method.
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(ap)}+% = (ap)]J (ap )j+l = 0 (aE)]I;% = arE7
R r B
(ap)j+l = (ap)g, (apv)H% =0, (aE)H% — E,

where (ap)1, (ap)r are certain values which may not be equal.
Since the Euler equations solver used by the slope selecting method has the property in Definition 4.3, the
numerical fluxes at interface j + % in the slope selecting method are given by

%20, j+1—(y—1)Ear, fj%:().

In the same way, the numerical fluxes at interface j — 1 are given by

m;,
m_y=0, e = (y—1)Ea, fj,% = 0.

Also notice the quantities E* ! in (4.21), v 4 and P 1n (4.28) can be checked to be
E,,=E v,=0, P=0- 1)

Thus in this stationary steady state solution case, our slope selecting scheme for non-isothermal nozzle flow
equations in the cell [x;_ L, +1} can be written as

0-0
aap); +——=0, (D.1)
(y— I)Ear— (y— I)Eal P_;—%'FP_/*#% ar —aq
du(apv), + = - mEA (D2)
0-0

The flux difference in (D.2) is also zero since P = =(y— I)IZ“ Thus this stationary steady state solution is ex-
actly preserved by our slope selecting scheme descrlbed in Section 4.2.

For non-stationary steady state solution case, the density, velocity and total energy in the steady state
solution are step functions. Denote their left and right values to be py, vy, E| and p,, v, E.. The two sides
pressures are

1 1
== (8-3000), P=6-D(E-3000").
It holds that v; #0, v, # 0, p; # 0, p. # 0, and

a\pty = agP, Uy, (D4)
-1 -1

(18 -5 (o)) = aw (8~ L 0", (D.5)

i _ Pr _ (D.6)

E - %pl(vl)z E. — %pr@r)z

It can be checked that the numerical fluxes in our slope selecting method at interfaces j + 1 5 preserve the exact
values due to the slope selecting strategy implemented in the method.

mjf%

=aipv, e 4= apy(0)’ + Py, S =u(E + P)a,

M= apitn, €= axp,(0)* + Pute, Sy = viEe+ P,

and the interface values of p,v, E, P defined for interface type source term approximation (4.21), (4.28) are
Piy=Ps PLL= P U=, VL= (D.7)
E ,=E, E,=E, P, =P, P, =P. (D.8)
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Thus in this non-stationary steady state solution case, our slope selecting scheme for non-isothermal nozzle
flow equations in the cell [x;_1,x;,1] can be written as

agpP. Uy — aipin

O(ap); + A =0, (D.9)
(arp0? + Pray) — (apof + Puay) 1 [T .
0i(apv); + A e [ | Pa, dx, (D.10)
i~
a,(aE)jJr(Er+Pr)"‘A;”'(E‘+Pl)“‘ —0, (D.11)

where P, a are smooth functions on bj_1,x;,1] defined in Section 4.2. R

The flux differences for ap and «F in schemes (D.9), (D.11) are zero due to (D.4), (D.6). Recall p, b, E
defined in Section 4.2. For steady state solutions satisfying one of conditions (4.16)—(4.18) described in
Definition 4.2, the transonic fix in our source term approximation does not apply. So the endpoint values for
functions p, , E are given by (4.34), which are given by (D.7), (D.8). According to (4.35), the endpoint values
of P are P}Ti% in (4.28), which are given by (D.8). Recall the identities (4.31), (4.32) and (4.33), the flux

difference for apv in scheme (D.10) can be calculated as

Pel; + Prar) — L +P 1[5 Lo POt
(arpity + Prr) = (anprtt + 1‘”)—5/ —PadeZE/”[(ap(v)z)x+(Pa) ~ Pa] dx
X/,i% X

Ax . *
2

VoS Vol (. P,
=— [(apd) b+ (apd)d, + Pra] dx = — / H.b+ap| od, +— dx

Ax Ji | Ax Ji | i}

=3 =3

1 Yoo

:E 2[Hxv—|—ap(T1 +T2)] dx, (D12)

where T, T, are defined as

.y (P P,y (P
T]ZUUX-F - s TZZA_ - .
r=1\p). pov=1\p)

T, can be evaluated as

P\ (1., v P\ (3@’ +9(E-1H@7)) (G
() - o) - () )

T can be evaluated as

T, =0, +

v
y—1

=
|
—_

S N o iy (1)1 N S ) D.14
v 1py f>>x TR E. .

Together with (D.12), (D.13) and (D.14), the flux difference for apv in scheme (D.10) is calculated to be

& / Hap (@ e - 1’ g) F)] o >

Finally, recall the definitions of H, G, F (4.30) and the facts (D.4), (D.5) and (D.6), one knows H, G, F indeed
are constants in the cell [x;_;/2, x;11/2]. So the function in the integration (D.15) is identically zero and the flux
difference for apv in scheme (D.10) is zero. Thus this non-stationary steady state solution is exactly preserved
by our slope selecting scheme described in Section 4.2. [
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