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Abstract

In the simulation of laser-driven implosion of a fuel capsule in inertial confinement fusion experiments, a system of two-
dimensional diffusion equations coupled with electron, iron and photon temperature are widely used to approximately
describe the process of energy across multiple materials and the exchange of energy among electrons, irons and photons.
The numerical solution of such equations is always challenging because of its strong nonlinear phenomena and strong dis-
continuous interfaces. In this article, we design a symmetric finite volume method, develop the corresponding precondi-
tioning technique, and propose a mesh adaptation algorithm based on Hessian matrix and a two-grid method. Using
these new methods, we demonstrate that the energy conservation error and computation efficiency of the integrated algo-
rithm are much better than classical method.
© 2007 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

Unsteady radiation fluid dynamics equations derived from the conservational of mass, momentum and
energy are the basic control partial differential equations for laser-driven implosion of a fuel capsule with
the goal of igniting a self-sustained reaction in inertial confinement experiments [1-4]. In the course of solving
these equations, we found that the energy equation is the most time consuming, yet in the computation of the
whole system, solving the energy equation is an very important one. Because of the strong nonlinearity and
strong discontinuous interfaces, it is critical to design efficient numerical algorithms for the energy equations.
Fortunately, in most cases we can simplify the radiation fluid dynamics equations into 3-T diffusion equations
without losing essential properties , which describe the radiation evolution of energy across multiple materials
and perceive the exchange of energy among electrons, ions and photons [5].
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In this paper, we design a symmetric finite volume element method (SFVEM) and develop the correspond-
ing preconditioning technique, and then propose a mesh adaptation algorithm based on Hessian matrix and a
two-grid method. Using the new methods, we design an integrated algorithm to solve the 2-D 3-T diffusion
equations, and demonstrated by numerical examples that the integrated algorithm is efficient.

The rest of the paper proceeds as follows. We present 2-D 3-T diffusion equations in Section 2. We propose
some new numerical methods and improved processes for solving the model equations in Section 3. We report
some numerical examples for the new approach in Section 4 and we finish the paper by a short discussion in
Section 5.

2. 2-D 3-T diffusion equations

Two-dimensional diffusion equations coupled with electron, iron and photon are defined by

or. 1
Cea_t_;V(KCVTe):wei(Ti_Te)+wer(Tr_Te); (1)
or; 1
Cig — EV(KIVTI) = wel(Te — Ti), (2)
4 o1, 1 B
;CrTrE—EV(KrVTr) _wer(Te Tr) (3)

In the above equations, 7., T;, T, are the temperature functions of electron, iron and photon, respectively. p
denotes the density of the medium, which is a constant within each subdomain and discontinuous across inter-
faces of subdomains. K., K;, K, are conductive coefficients of electron, iron, photon, where

K, =4, a=e,ji,
K, = 4,737

e 1s the energy exchange coefficient between electron and iron, w, is the energy exchange coefficients between
electron and photon, where

Wej = pAeiTg2/3a
Wer = pAerTg1/2~

Parameter ¢,, 4, (« =e,i,1), f§, 4ei, Aer are constant within each subdomain, but they are discontinuous
across interfaces of subdomains. The system energy of unit mass is defined by

1
E=E.+E+E, E.=cT. E=cT, E =-cT: (4)
p

According to physical experiments, we define the computation domain, boundary conditions and initial con-
ditions as follows.

Computation domain:

{(x,3,0) | (x,y) € Qy, 0 <1< T}, where Q,,(= Q) is a half upper circle with radius R under two-
dimensional Cartesian coordinate system, and the circle center is overlapped with the coordinate origin, diam-
eter is aligned with the X coordinate axis. Especially, three types of materials are included such that the
innermost subdomain (£2;) is filled with deuterium gas (DT) and covers the area with 0 < r < R, the middle
subdomain (£2,) is filled with glass (Si0;) and covers the area with R; < » < R, and the outside subdomain
(Q23) is filled with plastic foam (CH). I'; denotes the free boundary and I', denotes the wall boundary. (see
Fig. 1).

Boundary conditions:

1. Wall: K%L 2| =0, o =e,i,r, where . is the outer normal vector along boundary,
on 1 ? e on

R .
2. Free: K52, =0, a=e¢,i,

Tr = Tr(xayﬂt)|l"| :gl(x’y)'
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Fig. 1. Computation domain Q..

Initial condition:

Ta(an’vO):Tg(xay):gz(an’)7 oc:e,i,r.

2-D 3-T diffusion equations (1)—(3) approximately describe the process of radiant energy broadcasting in
the quiescent medium and energy exchange of electrons with photons and irons.

3. Solution methodology

To solve the 2-D 3-T diffusion system (1)—(3), we will develop an integrated numerical process including
discretization, linearization, and precondition for solving the linearized system.

3.1. Common numerical methods

For the property of absolute numerical stability, we use backward Euler stencil to discretize the temporal
derivative. Then, we get the nonlinear partial differential equations as follows:

At

ceTe ——V - (K.VTe) — Atwei(Ti — Te) — Atwer (T — T.) = ¢, TV, (5)
0
At _

CiTi——V'(KiVTi)—AIWei(Te—Ti) :CiTi(n 1>, (6)
o

4 At 4

—e,TH ==V - (K,VT;) = Atwe(To — T,) = ¢, T>T\" V] (7)

p p p

where T,, T &”*1), o =e,1,r are the temperature functions at time ¢, and ¢,_, At = ¢, — t,_1.

We can use the Newton method or Freezing coefficient method (FCM) to linearize the nonlinear equations
(5)—(7). In general, the Newton method seems more desirable than FCM, but Newton method requires one order
derivative, it will break the conservation of equations and make the discretization more complicated. Solving
2-D 3-T diffusion equations, sometimes FCM works better than the Newton method.

Linearizing the nonlinear equations (5)—(7) with FCM, we obtain a linear partial differential equations as
follows:

- v(deVTe) + (dei +de + Ce)Te —dTi —de T, = fe, (8)
= V(diVT;) + (de +c))Ti — dii T = fi, 9)
_v(drvTr) + (der"‘V‘c;)Tr_derTe :fra (10)

where

_ AR i -

de - ?tKw dei = _Atweiv ,ﬁe = CeTc(:n 1)7
dl = %i{n der = _Atwﬂ’ ﬁ = CiTi(nil)’
dr - %Kh Ci’ - Pchf7 ﬁ = C;Tﬁ‘ 1)7
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T,, o =e,i,r are the latest solution functions of linear PDEs in the nonlinear iteration. K,, We, wer are the
conductive coefficients and energy exchange coefficients calculated by 7.

In the recent literature, finite difference and finite volume element method (FVEM) are used to discrete the
linear PDEs (8)—(10). The matrix of the discrete system by finite difference or finite volume method is not sym-
metric although the original PDE system (8)—(10) is symmetric. As a result, many efficient methods for solving
large algebraic equations, e.g., the conjugate gradient method (CG), cannot be used here.

For lacking of precondition theory of finite difference and finite volume method, we use the ILU as a pre-
conditioner. The common process of solving 2-D 3T diffusion equations (1)—(3) defined as follows.

Algorithm 3.1.

1: Initial temporal variable Az, t =0, t.,g = T and mesh T

2: Solve the nonlinear PDEs (5)—(7) at time (¢ + At) with FC-FVEM-GMRES(ILU) method base on mesh
3: Adapt the time step size As based on mesh 7" and numerical solution;

4t =1+ At, if (£ < teng) goto 2:

5: End.

Here, the adaptive rules for time step size are similar as [5].

3.2. Symmetric finite volume element method (SFVEM)

To overcome the disadvantage of FVEM , we propose a new symmetric finite volume element method
(SFVEM), which can preserve the symmetrical discrete system of linear PDEs (8)—(10). [6,7] have developed
the similar work on parabolic equation and quadrilateral grids.

Let 7" = {1} denote a regular and quasi-uniform triangulation of @, 3°7" = {P;, i =1,...,N} be the set of
vertices of the triangulation 7" and N be the number of vertices. We can construct a dual mesh B" based upon
T", called the box mesh, as follows: for each © € 7", select the barycenter point O, then connect O by straight-
line segments to the edge midpoints of 7. These segments decompose each 7 into three subregions (see
Fig. 2(a)). With each P; € 0*T", we associate the box b; € B" (see Fig. 2(b)), which consists of the union of
the subregions which have a P; as a corner and make up the dual mesh. The elements in the dual mesh are
call boxes or control volumes and the dual mesh B” is the so-called barycenter dual mesh.

According to the discretization procedure of FVEM, we firstly take the integral of linear PDEs (8)—(10)
over a box b;, and get the balance equations at vertex P; as follows.

T
_/ deEds+/(dei+der+ce)Te_/deiTi_/derTr:/fe7 (11)
a  on by ; bi b;

i

b
oT;
—/ di—d5+/(dei+ci)Ti_/deiTe:/fi, (12)
ob; On b; b; b;

i

oT, .
— dr dS+/(der+C;)Tr_/derTe = /fn (13)
@n b; b; b;

Ob;

where 0b; denotes the boundary of b;.

a

P;

Fig. 2. Barycenter dual mesh: (a) T and three subcontrol volumes, (b) box b; and vertex P,.



172 J. Jiang et al. | Journal of Computational Physics 224 (2007) 168—181

For approximating equations (11)—(13), we define three linear finite element spaces and two constant finite
element spaces associated with 7 and B”, respectively, by

={vel®:v], e P Ve,
Vs ={vel’:v|, € P’"Vh € B},
Vi={veCQ):v|, e P Vre T,
Vi={veC®): v, eP Vie Th,v|F1 =g},
where P denotes the set of polynomial functions that the order is no more than k, g is a known function.
Then, we introduce I, : C(Q) — Vg, I, : C(2) — V,, respectively, by
Lv(x) =v(P;) Vx€by, bieB" ILvkx)=0v0) Vxer, 1€T"

where O is the barycenter of 7.
Let Tex~T'e€V,, Ti~=T! €V, T.~T"c V), we can get the approximation balance equations as

follows.
. or” h h h
— Ih de—e dS+ Ih(dei+der+ce)IhTe — IhdeiIhTi — IhdethTr = Ihfe, (14)
b on by b; b b;
* aTh h h o
— [ dS+ [h(dei+ci)[hTi — ]hdeilhTe = ]hfia (15)
0b; a b; b; b;
* aTh / h h
— Ih dr—r dS+ ]h(der+cr)lhT1— — IhdethTe = ]hfr (16)
ob; on b; b; b;

Next, we will transform the integration over the boundary in Eq. (14) into the integration over the element.
Let 7;, denote the jth neighboring triangle element of vertex P;, here j = 1(1)n; and n; is the total number of
the neighbor element of P;. In element 1;,, P;, le., sz. are the three corners, M jl., sz., Mj3. denote the three edge
midpoints and O;; is the barycenter (see Fig. 3).
As Id.(x) = d.(O;) is a constant when x € 7;,, we have

(, oT! e oT!
_/abi]”(d ) Zz S ds (17)

MOM2

Since T" € V" is a linear function, AT”|_ =0, we find that

aTh aTh or’" or"
ATh ¢ ds. 1
0= / de= /b /Mlo M? On /M—P 6n /P,-M/l. On * ( 8)

Let ¢; be the base function of V" at P;. Consider

aTg 0 =y
b =0 GrlgpeP [oas=gpl =12

Fig. 3. Triangle element t;,.
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From (18), we have

or” or" or’" 1 or" oT"
o _ € d _ € d — _ _ € d + €
M0,V on WP On P! on 2 7P on ) On
T T oT" T
:—/ ae¢d+/ ae¢>d+/ © p, ds :-/aw,.ds
P‘P 0 PZP 0 P1P2 on ar[/_ on
—/ VTiV ¢, dx.

Using this fact in Eq. (17), It follows that

_/ab ( aTh>d _Z/ [dNT'V ¢, ds. (19)

By (14) and (19), we obtain
/ L,d.NT'V ¢, + / Li(dei + der + c)[, T — / LidsI, T — / Lide 1, T = / Iife, (20)
(0] bi bi

bi bi
where Q; = U?izlt,-/..
Since ¢;(P;) = ¢;; and ¢, has a local support , we have
/ [d.NVT'V ¢, + / Li(dei + der + ce) 1, i yp; — / Lidsl, T, — / L, T b, = / Lifdng,.  (21)
Q Q Q Q Q
Similarly, Egs. (15) and (16) have the following equivalent equations:

/ LdiVT!V,; dx + / Li(de + )1, T ypdx — / LidsI, T, dx = / Lfil ¢, dx, (22)
Q Q Q Q

/ L,d,NT!V ¢, dx + / Li(de + )T dx — / Lide D, T ¢, dx = / Ll dx. (23)
Q Q Q Q
Let T = (T, T, T € Vi, x V,, x V3, £ = (f", f!, /). Using (21)~(23), we obtain the variational formulation
of SFVEM.

a(T,v) = (f,v) Yo= "o, eVyx V<V, (24)
where
(f,0) = (Infe, Invl) + (Lnfs, Inv?) + (Infr, Ints),
a(T,v) = ae(Th ") + @ (T], vf) + a (T8, o") + (Lidaly T8 1) + (de W T 1ol + (Lda L T Lok

+ (Lde, T L") — (LidaDy T 1) — (dedy T 1ol — (Ldalh T8 Ll — (Lidee Dy T2 1ol

and
ac(u,w) = /Q(IZdCVuVW + Icyulyw) dx,
a(u,w) = /Q(IZdiVuVW + Lyeiulyw) dx,
a;(u,w) = /Q(IZdrVqu + Ly Lyulw) dx.

Here, ;” denotes the space V', with g = 0.
According to the variational equation (24), we get the linear algebraic system of Egs. (5)—(7) with SFVEM.
A"U" = F", (25)
where U", F" € RPN, 4" € R¥VV,
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In the process of approximating balance equations, we defined a special operator /; which is different from
FVEM. Then, we get the Petrov—Galerkin variational formulation of SFVEM. As the bilinear function a(T', v)
is symmetric, it follows that matrix A" is symmetric too. Because we only need to calculate the value of
d,, o =e,1,r at the triangle barycenter to produce the stiff matrix of the element in SFVEM , it is obvious
that the discretization of SFVEM is cheaper than FVEM.

3.3. Precondition

Similar to the finite element method and the traditional finite volume element method, FVEM suffers from
the ill-condition of its coefficient matrix. In the last decade, some efficient preconditioning techniques have been
developed for the FEM [8-10]. Since the test space is different from the trial space in FVEM, it’s very difficult to
develop the preconditioning of FVEM with the same technique of FEM. Generally, we often use ILU decom-
position method to precondition the FVEM, which usually cause trouble when the system become bigger.

In [11], an auxiliary linear element stiffness matrix is chosen to be the preconditioner for higher order finite
elements. In this subsection, we develop an algebraic multigrid(AMG) preconditioning for the SFVEM coef-
ficient matrix of 2-D 3-T diffusion equations with the ideal of using linear finite element system to precondition
finite volume element system.

For the purpose of this section, we firstly present the FEM variational equations of linear PDEs (8)—(10).

a(T,v) = (f,v), YYo=, " ev,xV,xV’ (26)

er 1

where

(f ):(fev e) ( h)+(.ﬁ7 r)v
a( ,0) = ( er e)—l—a(Tf’, 1)+ar( r r) (dei Tga e) (der Tél’ 2) (deiTih?Ui) + (der Tf’ f)
— (daT},0)) = (dec Ty, 00) — (daiT¢s0)) — (dea T, 1)),
According to the properties of coefficient functions and elliptic equation, we have
a(T, T) 2 HTeH% + ||T,||% + HTr”? + (deiTea Te) + (derTm Te) + (deiTia Ti) + (derTrv Tr)
- Z(deiTi7 Te) - 2(derTra Te)
= HTeH% + ||T1||% =+ HTr”f + (dei(Te - Ti)7 (Te - Ti)) + (der(Te - Tr)a (Te - Tr))
2 ANTellT + T3l + 17T = 1715,

SATellT + ITill; + 1Tl + 1T = Tillg + 1T = Tl
ST+ T+ U7 + U Tello + 1T3l16)* + (I Tello + 1 7:lly)?
SITlT + T3l + 1Tl + (Tello + NT3l0) + (UTellg + 174115)
STell; + IT3l + T + (Tl + T30 + ATl + 1 701)
STl + I3l + 17T < TG,
which demonstrate that
a(T, T)=| T, (27)
and the function a(T,v) is positive definite. In the same way, we can prove

a(T, T)=||T]l;. (28)

The corresponding discretezation linear algebraic system of (26) is
AUy = Fy, (29)

where F, € R* and 4, € R*3V. 4, is a SPD matrix obviously.
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From (27) and (28), It is easy to prove that the coefficient matrix 4" and 4, satisfy
(A"U,U) < (4,U,U) < (4"U,U) VYU € RN, (30)

It shows that 4" is a SPD matrix, CG method is available for solving the linear system (25). It also dem-
onstrates the spectral equivalence of 4, and A”". So, we can obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that the triangulation is quasi-uniform, the condition number of matrix A;lAh satisfy
k(4,'4") < 1, (31)
where A" and A, are the coefficient matrix of equations (8)~(10) with SFVEM and FEM, respectively.

According to Theorem 3.1 it shows that the inverse of FEM coefficient matrix A;l is an efficient precondi-
tioner of A" SFVEM coefficient matrix of linear PDEs (8)—(10). Therefore, preconditioning SFVEM can be
realized by preconditioning FEM.

Here, we present an AMG precondition.

Let A, be a matrix from FEM, V;, k=1(1)J be a group of finite element space such that
VicVv,Cc---CV,:= Sﬁ,N « = dimV;, A; be the FEM coefficient matrix on k-th level space V. The essential
operations of precondition is that, for any given vector g, calculate the vector w = Bg.

Algorithm 3.2 (AMG). Let By = 47", for given B;_; : R¥~' — RV and Vg, € R+, we define By : RV — RV
as follows:

stepl: V' =R,g,
step2: V2 = V' + Of Bi1Qp 1 (g — V)
step3: Big, = RiV?,

where R; (I = 1,2) are the pre-smoother and post-smoother of 4, respectively, Q_; is restrict operator of
RYe — RYe1 ) OF | is the interpolate operator of RV! — Rk,

According to Algorithm 3.2, we can precondition the FEM coefficient matrix 4,, for most triangulation
(e.g. quasi-uniform, shape regular), we have [8,9]
K(B4y) < 1, (32)

where B := B; is defined by Algorithm 3.2.
Because of the equivalence of A" and Ay, we have

k(BA") < 1.

It shows that B is an efficient preconditioner of SFVEM coefficient matrix 4" induced from linear PDEs (8)—
(10).

3.4. Mesh adaptation

In recent years, the mesh adaptation technique based on Hessian matrix arises a new view point both in
theoretical analysis and adaptive computation [13,14,16,19]. In [17], the relationship between the optimal mesh
and Hessian matrix was demonstrated. Here, we briefly describe the relevant theory.

Let Q be an open set of R". Given a function u € C*(Q), we define a symmetric positive definite matrix func-
tion H(x) and a scaled Hessian matrix as follows:

|§Z(V2u)(x)f| <cl'H(x)E, Ee€R', xeQ, (33)
H, = (detH) 75H, p> 1, (34)

here, ¢ is positive constant. The matrix H is called a majorizing Hessian matrix of # and H, defines a Riema-
nian metric on Q. In [17], the relationship between the optimal mesh and Hessian matrix was established.
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When we use the theory to adapt the mesh, it is very difficult to get the Hessian matrix ((V2«)(x)) from the
numerical solution, especially, using the linear finite element of which the piecewise second order derivative is
zero. Here, we introduce the following method to calculate the Hessian matrix with linear finite element.

First, we calculate the numerical gradient of each node with some recovery technique from numerical solu-
tion. Replacing the numerical solution u;, with the element (aé"f or a“y’“) of Vuy, in turn, we can obtain ‘(;‘2’1, aa}“zh, gng
with the same recovery technique. Then, we have the Hessian matrix (V?u)(x) for

Puy  Puy
2
(V) ~ | & 2. (35)
Quy  Tup
pox

In [12,15,18], some recovery methods have been developed to approximate the gradient. Here, we use a simple
average method as follows:

2 req Tl (Vian),
Zreﬂihl
According to the theory of mesh adaptation based on Hessian, we design the following algorithm for

Egs. (1)-(3).

Algorithm 3.3. Let T’ g be the initial triangulation and 7" 2 (k=0,1,2...) be the kth adaptive grid, then find the
adaptive grid 7%, :

(V) () = (36)

stepl: Restrict the numerical solution of grid T} to grid T%;

step2: Calculate H,, on each node of T§;

step3: Calculate d the average length of edge in T% under the new metric;

step4: Mark the edge to refine, of which the length is longer than 1d under the new metric. Here, / is a param-
eter used to control the scale of adaptive grid;

step5: Create adaptive grid T/ . by refining the marked edge of T t, the numerical solution of T 41 1s interpo-
lated from T7§.

Let u),ut*!, o = e,i,r be numerical solutions on grid 7{ and T7},,, P; € &’T",, be a node of grid 7%,,. In

o) o

Algorithm 3.3, we use the following method to implement the interpolation from T} to T},

(1) P, € (O°T%,, NO°T}), then

u " (P) = uy(P). (37)
(2) If P; ¢ O*T" Ty, the father points P, Pp € o°T! ¢ of P; can be found. According to (4), the density of energy
be follows

£(P) = S d(Py))!, (Po) = S ((PR),  #T(P) =

p p 2
Then, we have
0 0
uk+1 (P) = uc(PnHz-uc(sz) 7

P) = ?<P,»l>;u?<f>,»z>’ (38)
P;

g (Pr) =/ pe (Py) e

k+l(

3.5. Two-grid method

In [20-22], some two-grid methods were proposed to solve the nonsymmetric, indefinite and nonlinear
problem, which solve the original problem on a coarser grid and solve a simplified problem on a finer grid.
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Because of the efficiency, two-grid method has engaged scientist’s attention in the recent years. Some people
have used this method to solve nonlinear parabolic equations, nonlinear schrodinger equations, reaction—dif-
fusion equations, elasticity problem, two-dimension incompressibility Navier—Stokes equation, stationary
MHD equation and integral equation [23-26], etc. Here, we will design a two-grid algorithm to solve 2-D
3-T diffusion equations.

Let T, T" be two quasi-uniform triangulation, H, & be the mesh size of them, respectively, H > h.
Assuming that T h T h T " are the approximate solution functions of nonlinear equations (5)—(7) on the
fine grid T", we derive the following independent linear PDEs from the coupled linear partial differential
equations (8)—(10).

- V(deVTe) + (dei +der + Ce)Te = fes (39)
= V(diVT) + (dei + &) Ti = fi, (40)
_v(drVTr)+<der+c/r)Tr:ﬁa (41)

where d., d;, d;, de, de, and ¢, are same as Eqgs. (8)—(10),
fo=cTUV +dT! +de T,
fi=aT" Y+ de T,
fi=d T 4 d, T

K,, o =e,i,r, We, We are the conduction coefficients and energy exchange coefficients calculated by Tﬁ Then,
we can proposed the two-grid algorithm of nonlinear PDEs (5)—(7).

Algorithm 3.4 (Two-grid method).

stepl: Find the numerical solution functions 7%/, 7/, T of the nonlinear PDEs (5)—(7) on the coarse grid 7

step2: Get the approximate solution functions 7 h T h T " of fine grid T" with interpolation of solution func-
tions on coarse grid 7™
step3: Find the numerical solutions 7%, T%, T" of electron linear PDE (39), iron linear PDE (40) and photon

linear PDE (41) on the fine grid 7"
step4: Solve the coupled linear PDEs (8)—(10) on the fine grid T", the coefficients of which are calculated by
T T
Though we solve the couple linear PDEs (8)—(10) on the fine grid 7" in Algorithm 3.3 to control the energy
conservation error of system, our two-grid algorithm is still related to so-called mesh independence principle
(MIP) for solving nonlinear differential equations (5)—(7).
If we use finite element method to solve the linear and nonlinear equations in Algorithm 3.3, it is very easy
to prove that the convergence error with || - ||, is O(# 4+ H?) by the FEM theory. Considering the spectra equiv-
alence of FEM and SFVEM, we apply the SFVEM to solve the PDE in Algorithm 3.4.

3.6. Integrated algorithm

By integrating all new methods mentioned above, we propose the following algorithm to solve 2-D 3-T dif-
fusion equations (1)—(3).

Algorithm 3.5.

stepl: Initial temporal variable Az, t = 0, feq = T and mesh 77 = T;

step2: Update grid 7" with algorithm 3.3;

step3: Solve nonlinear PDEs (5)—(7) with two-grid algorithm 3.4;

stepd: t=1t+ At

step5: Adapt the time step size Ar based on the coarse grid 77 and numerical solution;
step6: if (# < tena) goto step2

step7: End.
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4. Numerical examples

In this section, we apply our algorithms to 2-D 3-T diffusion equations (1)—(3). We take the typical model of
laser-driven implosion of inertial confinement fusion in paper [5] as a benchmark. Deuterium gas (DT), glass
(Si0;) and plastic foam (CH) are filled into subdomain @, ©,, Q; respectively.

Fig. 4 depicts the three triangulations of the computational domain. Mesh0 consists of 2356 triangle ele-
ments. Meshl is a consistent refinement of Mesh0 and Mesh2 is a consistent refinement of Meshl. The element
numbers of Meshl , Mesh2 are 9424, 37,696, respectively.

We use energy conservation error to evaluate the efficiency of different algorithms, which is defined as
follows:

0
Err — Enter — (ngn Eown)
E Znter
where E7 .. denotes the total radiation energy importing from free boundary, E% . the system energy at time

ts gwn the initial energy of the system.
4.1. Efficiency of SFVEM

In Section 3, we have indicated that the discritization of SFVEM is cheaper than FVEM and FEM by the-
oretical analysis. Here, we calculate the 2-D 3-T diffusion equations on mesh0 with FEM, FVEM and
SFVEM. Table 1 shows the average discrete speed of three different schemes. It demonstrates that SFVEM
discretization is faster than the classical FVEM and FEM. Table 2 shows the energy conservation error at five
different physical time of FVEM and SFVEM. These results verify the efficiency of SFVEM.

4.2. Efficiency of preconditioning
In order to check efficiency of preconditioning for SFVEM, we calculate 2-D 3-T diffusion equations on

mesh0 with Algorithm 3.1, which discretize the equations with SFVEM. GMRES and CG iteration methods
are used to solve linear system. BILU and AMG are applied to precondition the SFVEM, respectively.

i i 17" ]
s m‘.v;«ﬁ»

’ 0
mﬂmw;'%;

wn B

-100 100 -100 0 100
X

Fig. 4. The triangulations in the numerical example: (a) mesh0, (b) meshl, (c) mesh2.

Table 1

Average time for one discretization (s)

FEM FVEM SFVEM
6.85x 1072 4.42x10°2 3.63x 102
Table 2

Energy conservation error (%) of different method

Physical time 1.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 100.0
FVEM 9.37 6.71 5.85 5.32 4.40

SFVEM 8.69 6.50 5.68 5.17 4.32
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From Table 3, we find that AMG is an effective preconditioner of SFVEM, but BILU has very little effect
on the simulation. We will use CG(AMG) method to solve the linear system in the examples that follow.

4.3. Efficiency of adaptive

Here, we finish the simulation of 2-D 3-T diffusion equations with FC-SFVEM-CG(AMG) method and
adaptive Algorithm 3.3. We name the example “Adaptive( Hess)”.

Fig. 5 shows the contours of photon temperatures at time of 3.08, 11.85 in the numerical example. It indi-
cates that the front of radiation evolution of photon energy is located at the subdomain of CH, SiO, and DT,
respectively, and the approximate photon temperature is originally symmetrical. Similarly, the approximate
electron and iron temperatures are all originally symmetrical. The phenomena certify the original symmetry
of Egs. (1)—(3), which can be found in all examples.

For comparison, we finish the same simulation with an ordinary adaptive method based on gradient and
call the example Adaptive(grad), and fill the energy conservation error of “Mesh0” and “Meshl” into
Table 3, which calculate the equations on MeshO and Meshi with FC-SFVEM-CG(AMG) method.

From Table 4, we can find that the energy conservation of Adaptive( Hess) is much better then Mesh1, of
which the number of elements is no more than 3600. It is obvious that Adaptive( Hess) is more efficient than
Adaptive( Grad).

Table 3

Comparison of precondition (BILU and AMG)

Item BILU GMRES BILU _CG AMG_GMRES AMG_CG
t=1.0 8.70 8.70 8.70 8.70
t=50 6.50 6.50 6.50 6.50
t=10.0 ok 5.69 5.69 5.69
t=20.0 ok 5.17 5.17 5.16
t=100.0 ok ok 432 432
Time iteration ok ok 5832 1961

CPU time (s) ok ok 19,514.03 6,813.77

“x%” Means that the time iteration is more than 10°.
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Fig. 5. Contours of photon temperature: (a) # = 3.08, (b) t = 11.85.

Table 4

Energy conservation error (%)

Physical time Mesh0 Meshl Adaptive( Hess) Adaptive(Grad)
1.0 8.69 4.16 3.19 4.87
5.0 6.50 3.14 2.52 3.96

10.0 5.68 2.74 1.72 3.38
20.0 5.16 2.48 1.56 3.41

100.0 4.32 2.08 1.59 3.16
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Table 5

Comparison of energy conservation error (%) and CPU consuming

Ttem Mesh0 Meshl two-grid( Meshl ) two-grid( Mesh2)
t=1.0 8.69 4.16 4.18 2.07

t=50 6.50 3.14 3.16 1.56

t=10.0 5.68 2.74 2.77 1.37

t=20.0 4.92 2.37 2.42 1.20
t=100.0 4.32 2.08 2.11 1.05

Time iteration 1961 2925 1961 1961

CPU time 1.89h 16.49 h 2.74h 8.44h

Table 6

Comparison of energy conservation error (%) and consuming of CPU

Ttem Mesh0O Meshl Adaptive( Hess) two-grid (Meshl) Integrated
t=1.0 8.69 4.16 3.19 4.18 3.16
t=50 6.50 3.14 2.52 3.16 243
t=10.0 5.68 2.74 1.72 2.77 1.81
t=20.0 5.16 2.48 1.56 2.42 1.53
t=100.0 4.32 2.08 1.59 2.11 1.60
Time iteration 1961 2925 3569 1961 1961
CPU time 1.89h 16.49 h 343h 2.74h 0.99 h

4.4. Efficiency of two-grid method

In order to check the efficiency of two-grid method, we accomplish two numerical examples “‘two-grid
(Meshl)” and “two-grid( Mesh2)” with Algorithm 3.4. The fine mesh of two-grid( Meshl) is Meshl. Mesh2
is used as the fine mesh of two-grid( Mesh2). The coarse grid of two examples are both Mesh0.

From Table 5, we get the following observations.

(1) The energy conservation error of two-grid( Meshl) has a little difference with Meshl. It demonstrates
that the two-grid method has no effect on improving the conservation error.

(2) The CPU time of two-grid( Meshl ) is only 17% of Meshl, which have the same fine grid. Two-grid
method is effective on reducing the computation time.

(3) The energy conservation error of two-grid( Mesh2) is 50% of two-grid( Meshl ). The reducing scale of
energy conservation error is still consistent with the order of the whole numerical method.

4.5. Efficiency of integrated algorithm

Algorithm 3.5 integrate the all new method developed in this paper. We use the algorithm to finish the
numerical example ““Integrated”. For comparison, we fill the energy conservation error and CPU consuming
of example Mesh0, Meshl, Adaptive( Hess) two-grid( Meshl) and Example Integrated into Table 6.

From the result of Table 6, we can find that the energy conservation error of Integrated is similar as Adap-
tive( Hess ), and the CPU time is only 29% of the later. It demonstrates that Algorithm 3.5 is the most efficient
method for 2-D 3-T diffusion equations.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, we proposed a symmetric finite volume method, an AMG preconditioner, a mesh adaptive
algorithm and a two-grid algorithm. With the new methods, we improved the common process of solving
2-D 3-T diffusion equations, and obtain a new algorithm that integrated all the methods developed in the
paper. Numerical examples demonstrate that the new algorithms are effective. Considering the relation
between the 2-D 3-T diffusion equations and radiation fluid dynamics equations, we expect that our new meth-
ods will provide efficient numerical approaches in the simulation of ICF.
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