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CONVERGENCE OF FINITE DIFFERENCE SCHEMES
FOR CONSERVATION LAWS IN SEVERAL SPACE DIMENSIONS:
THE CORRECTED ANTIDIFFUSIVE FLUX APPROACH

FREDERIC COQUEL AND PHILIPPE LE FLOCH

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we apply the general method we have presented else-
where and prove the convergence of a class of explicit and high-order accurate
finite difference schemes for scalar nonlinear hyperbolic conservation laws in sev-
eral space dimensions. We consider schemes constructed—from an E-scheme—
by the corrected antidiffusive flux approach. We derive “sharp” entropy inequal-
ities satisfied by both E-schemes and the high-order accurate schemes under
consideration. These inequalities yield uniform estimates of the discrete space
derivatives of the approximate solutions, which are weaker than the so-called BV
(i.e., bounded variation) estimates but sufficient to apply our previous theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we are concerned with the Cauchy problem for nonlinear hy-
perbolic scalar conservation laws with several space variables:

(1.1) du+df(u)+d,8u)=0,  u(t,x,y)eR, te(0,T), (x,y)eR’,
and
(1.2) w0, x,y)=uy(x,»), (x,) R,

where f and g: R — R are Lipschitz continuous functions and the initial data
u, is a given function in LI(IRZ.2 N L°°(R2). As is well known, this problem
in general does not admit smooth solutions, so that weak solutions in the sense
of distributions must be considered. Moreover, an entropy condition must be
added to ensure uniqueness in the class of weak solutions (Lax [27]). Recall also
that Volpert [51] has proved the existence and uniqueness of such an entropy
weak solution in the class of bounded functions of bounded variation, and
Kruzkov [22] has extended the result of Volpert to the more general class of
bounded functions.

This paper treats the approximation of the entropy weak solution to prob-
lem (1.1), (1.2) by high-order accurate and explicit finite difference schemes. A
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previous work (Coquel and Le Floch [7]) has presented a general theory to prove
convergence of finite difference schemes for equations in several space dimen-
sions. In the present work, we apply the method of [7] to get the convergence of
the schemes constructed by the so-called corrected antidiffusive flux approach.

Let us first recall that the classical approach used to show convergence of finite
difference schemes for scalar conservation laws is based on the Lax-Wendroff
Theorem [28, 29]. This requires both a uniform L°°-bound and strong L
convergence of the family of approximate solutions. On the other hand, as is
well known, in the case that a uniform estimate of the total variation of the
approximate solutions, i.e., a BV-estimate, is available, the compactness theo-
rem of Helly gives strong Ll-convergence of the approximate solutions. Actu-
ally, this argument yields convergence of some high-order accurate difference
schemes in the case of equations in only one space dimension, but convergence
of only first-order accurate schemes for equations with several space variables.
Concerning the techniques of derivation of BV-estimates, we refer among oth-
ers to the works of Crandall and Majda [8], Harten [21], Leroux [30, 31], Osher
[35], Osher and Chakravarthy [36], Sanders [37], Shu [39], Sweby [42], and
Tadmor [45].

In contrast with this approach, the theory of Coquel and Le Floch [7] allows
one to prove convergence of finite difference schemes without using a uniform
BV-estimate. The method of proof is based on a uniqueness result in the class of
entropy measure-valued solutions, due to Di Perna [15]. In [7], a certain “weak
estimate” of the space derivatives of the approximate solutions is introduced,
but this estimate indeed turns out to be weaker than the usual BV-estimate.
General convergence theorems which generalize the Lax-Wendroff Theorem are
proved in [7] in the setting of measure-valued solutions. These theorems of
convergence, combined with the uniqueness theorem of Di Perna, yield strong
Ll-convergence of the sequence of approximate solutions.

This paper is devoted to the application of this theory to a class of finite
difference schemes. To be specific, we focus on the high-order accurate schemes
which are constructed from an E-scheme (Osher [35]) by the corrected antidif-
fusive flux approach and, for the sake of simplicity, we restrict ourselves to the
schemes defined on regular Cartesian meshes. Actually, the method of proof
presented here is very general and could be applied to the case of irregular
meshes or to implicit schemes, as well as finite volume schemes. Moreover, we
present our results for an equation with two space variables, but the extension
to an arbitrary number of space variables is immediate.

The results of convergence known for the schemes with corrected antidiffusive
flux concern only equations in one space dimension: for instance, Cahouet and
Coquel [3], Leroux and Quesseveur [32], and Vila [50]. The main result of this
paper is a generalization of these results of convergence to the case of equations
with several space variables. Moreover, even in the case of equations with one
space variable, our method turns out to improve existing results.

In order to apply the method of proof of [7], the main difficulty is to derive
a “weak estimate” of the space derivatives of the approximate solutions. Recall
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that this estimate replaces the usual BV-estimate and is weaker than this latter
(see [7]). For this purpose, we obtain in this paper “sharp” entropy inequalities
(in a sense specified in §3 below) satisfied by the schemes under consideration,
i.e., both E-schemes and the high-order schemes with corrected antidiffusive
flux. We emphasize that the above inequality is derived from a sharp evaluation
of the entropy dissipation of the schemes, and the required uniform estimate of
the space derivatives is precisely provided by the term of entropy dissipation
([7, §2] and §4 below).

An outline of the paper is as follows. Section 2 recalls the general method of
proof. The derivation of the sharp entropy inequalities satisfied by certain first-
order schemes is done in §3. Finally, §4 generalizes the inequalities obtained in
§3 to the high-order accurate schemes with corrected antidiffusive flux and gives
the proof of convergence. Throughout the paper, C denotes a positive constant
independent of the increments of the discretization and is not necessarily the
same at each occurrence.

2. SURVEY OF THE GENERAL THEORY

This section gives the main results of [7] which will be needed in this paper.
We refer to [7] for the details and the proofs. The main tool used in our
approach is the concept of measure-valued solutions. Instead of functions in
L™((0, T) x Rz) , we consider Young measures on (0, 7) x R?, that is, weak-
star bounded applications v: (0, T) x R? — Prob(R), where Prob(R) is the
space of all measures of probability on R, i.e., nonnegative measures with unit
total mass. As in [15] and [7], all the Young measures will be tacitly assumed
to be supported in a compact set K of R. We recall from Di Perna [15] that a
Young measure v: (0, T) x R® — Prob(R) is a measure-valued solution to the
conservation law (1.1) if it satisfies

(2.1) d(v,id) + 0 (v, f)+8,(v, g =0

in the sense of distributions. This definition indeed generalizes the usual notion
of weak L™ -solutions in the sense of distributions (see [15]). Moreover, for
the sake of uniqueness, it is necessary to add an entropy condition (Lax [27]).
Recall that a Lipschitz continuous function (U, F,G): R — R? is said to be
an entropy for equation (1.1) if U is a convex function and F and G satisfy
the following compatibility relations:

(2.2) Uf'(w)=F@), U@gw =G w), ae veR.

Such a function (U, F, G) corresponds to an additional conservation law sat-
isfied by each smooth solution of (1.1). A Young measure v is consistent with
the entropy inequality associated with (U, F, G) if it satisfies

(2.3) d,(v, U)+0.(v,F)+8,(v,G) <0

in the sense of distributions. A measure-valued solution » is an entropy
measure-valued solution if it satisfies (2.3) for all entropies (U, F, G).



172 FREDERIC COQUEL AND PHILIPPE LE FLOCH

In the class of entropy measure-valued solutions, Di Perna has proved the
following generalization of the Kruzkov uniqueness theorem [22].

Theorem 2.1 (Di Perna [15]). Let the initial data u, be in LI(RZ) n L°°(]R2).

Assume that v: (0, T) x R* — Prob(R) is a Young measure which satisfies the
Jfollowing properties:

(1) v is a measure-valued solution to equation (1.1),

(2) v is consistent with all entropy inequalities (2.3),

(3) v assumes its initial data u, in the following sense:

(2.4) the function (t, x,y) — (v lid|) belongs to L=((0, T), Ll(Rz)) ,

t,x,y’
and
.1t .
(2.5) }}_l%l) ?/0 /Rz(us,x,y, lid — uy(x, y)|)dxdyds =0.
>

Then, if u in L((0, T) x R?) denotes the unique entropy weak L™-solution
to problem (1.1), (1.2), we have

(2.6) v P)

t,x,y
We now consider approximate solutions to (1.1), (1.2) constructed by gen-
eral explicit finite difference schemes, and we recall several general convergence
theorems proved in [7] which are useful to apply Theorem 2.1 in the context
of finite difference schemes. Let us first introduce some notation. Let 4, hy,,
and hy be the time, x-space, and y-space increments of the discretization,
respectively. The mesh ratios

2
ut,x,y)> @€ (t,x,y)eR".

h h
= —, A:—
*Th Th

will be kept constant and should satisfy a Courant-Friedrichs-Levy (CFL) sta-
bility condition. We define a regular grid by setting

(2.7) A

(2.8) t,=nh (neN), x;=ih,, y;=jh, (i,jeZori,jeZ+}).

1 X

We consider approximate solutions u": R 4 X R’ > R to problem (1.1), (1.2)
which are piecewise constant, i.e., for t€[z,, ¢, )

h
29  wt.x.y)=u;,  XE€X_yns X)) VEW, s Vi)

For t=1,=0, (u?’ j) i jen is defined from the initial data u, by projection,

0 1 X2 Y412 L
(2.10) u,.,j=ﬂ—/ / uy(x,y)dxdy, i,jeZ.
x"y

X2 VY2

Then for each integer n, the sequence (u;'fjl)i, jez is given by the following

(2k + 1)-point explicit difference scheme: for any i, j € Z
n+1 n n n n
(2.11) up ;= ;=AU — f;'n—l/Z,j) ~ A48 jr12 = & jo12) s
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where f,'fH /2,) and gi't j+1/2 are defined from two given numerical flux functions
f and g: R* LR by

n

_ n n n . Z

(2.12) Jivrya, ;=i pry o Wigga, o o Yigke ) L,je4,
* n n n n . .

& 12 =8y i pers U jgyas s Wi jur)s I,j€eL.

As usual, the functions f and g are assumed to be consistent with the exact
flux functions f and g, i.e., they are Lipschitz continuous and satisfy

(2.13) fw,v,...,v)=1v), g,v,...,v)=gw), v eR.

Assuming that the family of approximate solutions {uh} defined by (2.9)-(2.12)
is uniformly bounded in L*°-norm,

h
(2.14) 1" [l o 0. 7yxzty < €

one can construct a Young measure v to represent all the L*°-weak-star com-
posite limits of u" when h (or a subsequence) tends to zero. In other words,
we have

a(") = (v, a), weak-star in L((0, T) x R%),
for each continuous function a: R — R (Tartar [47, 48]; see also Ball [1] and
Dacorogna [9]). The following result proved in Coquel and Le Floch [7] is an
extension of the Lax-Wendroff Theorem [28, 29].

Theorem 2.2. Assume that the numerical flux functions f and g are consistent
with equation (1.1) and the family of approximate solutions {uh} defined by the
difference scheme (2.9)-(2.12) satisfies the following properties:

(1) the uniform L*-estimate (2.14),

(2) there exists B in [0, 1) such that

Wt —ut
(2.15) n* > Z{ ’*" ”f|+| ”“}1 ”’l}hxhyhsc,

neN i, jeZ y
nh<T

where the constant C is independent of h (with A, = h/h, and A, = h/h, kept

constant). Then the Young measure v associated with {uh} is a measure-valued
solution to (1.1).

Assumption (2.15) is a uniform estimate of the discrete space derivatives
of {u"} that will be called the weak estimate of the space derivatives. For
B €(0, 1), estimate (2.15) is indeed weaker than a BV-estimate because of the
weight h*? . Several comments concerning (2.15) can be found in [7].

Let (U, F, G) be an entropy for equation (1.1); a function (U, F, G) isa
numerical entropy consistent with the (exact) entropy (U, F, G) if the func-
tions F and G are Lipschitz-continuous functions defined from R%* into R
and satisfy

Fv,v,...,v)=F@w), Gw,v,...,v)=GW), v eR.
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For simplicity, we set

n n
Ui =U(w;),

n _ n n
Flip, i =Fy ppy joeees Uik )

n _ n n .,
Gi,j+1/2_G(ui,j—k+1""’ui,j+k)’ neN, i,j€eZ.

The following theorem is proved in [7].

Theorem 2.3. Assume that the hypotheses (2.13)-(2.15) of Theorem 2.2 are sat-
isfied. Let (U, F, G) be a numerical entropy consistent with an exact entropy
(U, F, G) for equation (1.1). Suppose that the family of approximate solutions
{uh} satisfies the following inequality (n €N, i, j € Z):

1 +1 n 1 n 1 n
(2.16) 7(U; ; _Ui,j)+iZ—(FiZ-1/2,j_Fi—l/2,j)+h_(G:l,j+l/2_Gi,j—1/2) <R} ;.
X y
where the term R;’, ; tends to zero in the following weak sense:
(2.17) > N ot %, v)R] jhhh—0, whenh—0,
i e

Jor every function ¢: (0, T) x R> - R . of class C' with compact support
(A, =h/h, and A, = h/h, are kept constant). Then the measure-valued solution
v associated with {uh} is consistent with the entropy (U, F, G). Moreover, if
{uh} satisfies (2.16), (2.17) for all entropy (U,F,G), then v is an entropy
measure-valued solution to (1.1).

Concerning the initial condition (1.2), one has [7]:

Theorem 2.4. Let the initial data u, be in LI(IR2 n L°°(R2) . Assume that the
sequence of approximate solutions {uh} satisfies (2.14), (2.15) and the following
uniform L'-estimate:

(2.18) (¢, -, Mpgy <C,  ae t>0.

Suppose moreover that, for one given strictly convex entropy U satisfying U(0) =
0, the discrete entropy inequality (2.16) holds with

(2.19) lim S ST IRY hhh—0 astgoestoO.

h neN i,jez
>0 nh<T

Then the Young measure v associated with the family {uh} satisfies the initial
condition (1.2) in the sense (2.4), (2.5).

Theorems 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4 show that the Young measure v associated with
the family of approximate solutions {uh} is an entropy measure-valued solution
to (1.1) which satisfies the initial condition (1.2) in the strong sense. Thus, by
Theorem 2.1, v is a Dirac mass, i.e., (2.6) holds. In that case, we can conclude
that u" converges strongly in L' to the unique entropy weak L°°-solution to
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problem (1.1), (1.2). This method of proof will be applied in §4 of this paper
to show convergence of the schemes constructed by the corrected antidiffusive
flux approach. Recall also that the above method generalizes to finite difference
schemes a result of Szepessy [43, 44] which concerns the streamline diffusion
finite element method.

3. A SHARP ENTROPY INEQUALITY SATISFIED BY E-SCHEMES

3.1. Introduction. In this section, we derive a sharp entropy inequality for (first-
order accurate) E-schemes applied to an equation with one space variable. This
inequality is fundamental for the proofs of convergence of the next section and,
in particular, will be generalized there to equations with several space variables
and to high-order accurate schemes constructed from E-schemes.

Entropy inequalities for, say, first-order accurate schemes like E-schemes
have already been obtained in the literature (see, for instance, Crandall and
Majda [8], Osher [35], Tadmor [45],...). But in the present work, we are
interested in a stronger version of these inequalities, that we call “sharp” entropy
inequalities. They are of interest since they yield an estimate of the discrete
space derivatives of the approximate solutions, i.e., precisely an estimate of the
form (2.15). About such sharp entropy inequalities, only partial results have
been obtained in the literature, mainly by authors concerned with applications
of the method of compensated compactness. Some ideas of the proofs below
come from the work of Di Perna [13]; we also mention Lax [26], Ding, Chen,
and Luo [12], and Wang, Li, and Huang [52]. On the other hand, we emphasize
that our results below give the precise CFL-like stability conditions and probably
better estimates of that sort. In particular, we point out a substantial difference
between the Godunov scheme and the modified Lax-Friedrichs scheme [45]: the
rate of entropy dissipation (see below) turns out to be cubic for the former and
quadratic for the latter.

Here is an outline of this section. We first consider in §3.2 the Godunov
scheme and then in §3.3 the modified Lax-Friedrichs scheme. The extension to
a general E-scheme is obtained in §3.4 by writing it as a convex combination
of the Godunov scheme and the modified Lax-Friedrichs scheme. Finally, §3.5
is concerned with the class of schemes whose numerical viscosity coefficient is
bounded below by a positive constant.

In this section, since we consider an equation with only one space variable, we
use the notation introduced in §2 except that the letters y, j, etc. are omitted.
The given flux function f is assumed to be of C? class and uniformly convex
(several remarks concerning the case of a not necessarily convex function are
also given in this section). Our estimates will depend explicitly on the convexity
modulus of the function f given by

(3.1) s = iBff"(u),

the infimum being taken over all u under consideration. The sonic point u, is
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defined by
(3.2) f'(u,)=0.

For the sake of simplicity in the presentation (it is not a restriction for our
purpose, and the extension to a general entropy is immediate), we shall use
throughout this section the entropy (U, F) defined by

2
u

= —2— ,
3.2. A cubic estimate of the entropy dissipation in the Godunov scheme. For
any u;, and uy in R, let ¥ — w(¥;u;, uy) denote the unique entropy weak
solution to the Riemann problem

ou+9.1f(u)=0, t>0, xeR,

(3.3) Uw) F(u) = /uvf'(v)dv, Vi ER.
0

and
u, forx<0,

u0, x) = { u, forx>0.

Since the function f is strictly convex, w(-; u; , up) is composed of either a
shock wave (if u; > up) or a rarefaction wave (if u; < up) (see Lax [27]).
Then, the Godunov scheme is defined by its numerical flux function f; given

by

(3.4) Sfolup, ug) =f(w(0; u, , ug)), u,, up €R.
We assume that the CFL stability restriction on 4_,
(3.5) A sup|f’(u)| < %,

u

is satisfied (the supremum is taken over all u under consideration) and will use
an averaged form of the Godunov scheme introduced by Tadmor [45]. Follow-
ing the notation of §2, the sequence (u]),cy ;7 constructed by the Godunov
scheme can be redefined by

n+l1,L

+1 +1,R .
(3.6a) u; %(“;’—1/2 + Ui ) neN, ieZ,

where we have set
2 (2 x .
(3.6b) u:'f:/ZR:Z——/ w(z;u?_l,u:’) dx, neN, i€z,
« Jo
and
0
n+1,R_£ )_C n n .
(3.6¢) Uis1)s _hx/-hx/zw(h’ui’ui+l) dx, neN, ieZ.

This decomposition of the Godunov scheme is helpful to derive the entropy
inequalities below. Recall also that the function

(3.7) Fg(uy , ug) = Fw(0+; u, , ug)), u, ,up €R,
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is a numerical entropy-flux for the Godunov scheme associated with the given
(quadratic) entropy (3.3). As is usual, we set

FG i+1/2 = =F, (

Then, following an idea introduced by Di Perna in [13], we are able to give
a closed formula for the dissipation of entropy in each subcell of the form
[nh, (n+ D) x[(i+1/2)h,, (i+ )h,) or [nh, (n+ 1)h) x[ik,, (i+1/2)h,)
(neN,ieZ).

Lemma 3.1 (Godunov scheme). Consider the Godunov scheme (3.6) under the
CFL condition (3.5). Then, for each n in N and each i in Z, we have

1
UG5 = UG, ) + 2, (B, ) = FG o)

Uy, up,,), neN, ieZ.

(3.8a) R 1 [h/2 LR
2}”x 1’-1&-1/2 / 'w /’l’ z’ 1+1) :’-:I/ZI dx
and
UG = U) = 2, (F(4)) = Fj 1, )0)
(3.8b)

n,L 1 . .n n n+1 L
=24 J0 - 7,;‘/_}’ i Iw 70 Wi “i+1) Uir1)2 | dx,

where the terms J|,, /2 and J[ /2 equal zero except when the Riemann solution
w(-; u; , u;,,) contains a shock wave with speed a/.,, and, in this latter case,
they are given by
n n n n n . n
(3.92) J" R Fup,) —F(u;) — 0, ,(Uu,) —U;)), ifo,,,>0,
i+1/2 7 0, otherwise,

i+1/

and

(3.90) Ji), = {

Remark 3.1. In the case that the Riemann solution w(-; «; , u;, ;) consists of
a shock wave with zero speed (o, 12 = = 0), then by definition the term Jl'i 1172
equals the amount of entropy dissipation associated with this stationary shock
wave, i.e.,

F(u,,) - F(u) - ‘7;1+1/2(U(u?+1) - U(}), if"ir-il/z <0,
0, otherwise.

J1+1/2

while we have J, ) /2 = 0. This is due to the definition (3.7) of the numerical
entropy-flux function.

F(u},,) - F(u}) (# 0 in general),

Proof of Lemma 3.1. We only prove formula (3.8a); the proof of (3.8b) is sim-
ilar. In any zone of smoothness of the function w(-; “, , ;'H) , we have the
conservation law of entropy

QUw(su;, u;, )+ 0. Fw(;u;,ul,,) =
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Thus, by integration over each domain of regularity of the subcell (0, /) x
(0, A,/2) and under the CFL condition (3.5), we obtain

he/2 X n n hx n
(3.10) /0 U (w (Z’ u;, “1+1)) dx — TU(um)
+ h{F(u},,) ~ Fw(O+; uf )} = hJ[C,
with the jump term defined by (3.9a). We then observe that

n n n+1,R n+1,R L n n n+1,R
Uw(s uy, u)) = U ) =iy (W0 U, U y) = U )
n+1,R 2

= 3lw(; “;’ ’ “?H) “ Uil
since U(u) = u? /2. Hence, by (3.6b) we have
2 (k2 1,R
7N U(w(-; uy u?+1))dx - U(u?:u’z )
(3.11) x h
_ 1 x/ . n n n+1,R 2d
) w5 u; upy) = Uiy |7dx,
X
which, used in (3.10), yields the required equality (3.8a). O

It is easy to verify that the terms of the right-hand sides of formulae (3.8)
are nonpositive. Therefore, adding (3.8a) and (3.8b) and using (3.6a) and the
property of convexity of the function U, we obtain

(3.12) U™~ U@W))+ A (Fg 11p-F5.1.12) <0, neN, i€l

Inequality (3.12) is the so-called entropy inequality satisfied by the Godunov
scheme (see also, for instance, Crandall and Majda [8]).

In this work, we are interested in a stronger version of this type of inequality.
Namely, we want to estimate carefully the right-hand sides of (3.8) in order to
derive a “sharp” entropy inequality. For this purpose, we notice that Lemma
3.1 shows that both the shock waves of the solutions of Riemann problems and
the L2-type projections used in the Godunov method generate some entropy
dissipation. We expect to estimate these terms of entropy dissipation in terms
of the wave magnitude |u},, — u;| of each Riemann problem. For each 7 in
N and i in Z, we shall distinguish between two cases, depending on whether
w(-; u;’ , u;'H) is a shock wave or a rarefaction wave (J below is defined by
(3.1)).

Lemma 3.2 (Entropy dissipation of a shock wave in the Godunov scheme). Con-
sider the Godunov scheme under the CFL condition (3.5). Suppose that, for some
n in N and i in Z, the Riemann solution w(-; u; , uy;,,) consists of a shock
wave (i.e., u; > uy,,) whose speed is denoted by o/, 12 Then we have
n+l1,R n n n
Uiy ) — Ul ) + 24, (F(uyy ) — K 1))
n 0 n n3 n n n nz2

(3.132) < S {g’“m — Ui+ 0y (1 =240, U — ] }

<0
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and
U(”:':ll/zL) U(u;) + 24, (Fg, 12~ F(u;))
0 3
(3.13b) < =4 (1= 501p0) {glu?ﬂ - ;|
2
1+l/2(1 + 2'1):0.1+1/2)|u1+1 ;| } <0,
where s}, is defined by
n L, if"z"l+1/2>0’
(3.14) Sty = s
0, ifo;,,,<0.

Remark 3.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.2, suppose that the sonic point
u, lies between u; , and u] and that

f(u;:.]) - f(u:l) = O’

i+1

ie., u and u +1 are connected by a stationary shock; then we have

n
z+1/2 =0, Siv12=0.
Thus, in that case, inequalities (3.13) become

UGSy ) = UG,,) + 24, (F(uly) = Fg 1hyp) <O

and

n+l,L

UG = V) + 2, (Fg 1y = F))) < —2, 1l — o

i+1
Moreover, formulae (3.8) prove in fact that the above inequalities are equalities.
This shows that the local entropy dissipation of the Godunov scheme may admit
a uniform cubic estimate of the form C |u, i1~ U |3 , but not a quadratic one.
This is actually related to the property that the numerical viscosity coefficient
of the scheme under consideration vanishes in the “neighborhood” of the sonic
point (§3.5 treats precisely the schemes whose viscosity coefficient is uniformly
bounded below; for these schemes, a quadratic rate is obtained).

Proof of Lemma 3.2. We only demonstrate (3.13a); the proof of (3.13b) is sim-
ilar. By Lemma 3.1 we have to estimate each term of the right-hand side of
(3.8a). Note that the term -];1’11;2 defined in (3.9a) is zero when ai"+l P is non-

positive, i.e., when sfH n= 0. Otherwise, we can write

JrR Ui () d noo 2 n\2
2= Y (W)dv = a7, o35y )” = (7))

And with the Rankine-Hugoniot relation,

‘71n+1/2(u?+1 —u;) = f(u;,) - f(uy)
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we obtain

u:l+l
TR = /u ot ) dv - (8d,) — ) Sl + ).

By integration by parts it is easy to deduce from the above formula that

(3.15) T = 2/ (] —v)(v —uj, " (v)dv.

Hence, J being given by (3.1), we get

n,R 0 U n n 0, n n3
since u > ul +1- We next turn to the second term of the the right-hand side of

(3.8a). Slnce w(-; ul ) U; +1) contains a shock wave of speed a,.'fH /25 which can
be positive or not, we set o, = max(0, ai'll /2) and get

+1/2,+
h /2 2
n+1,R
h / 7o Ui uz+1) Uiv1)2 ‘ dx
(3.17) (-2 )
n o n+l,R\2 xaz+1/2 + n+l,R\2
—'lxam/z S -, )+ (uz+1 — Uiy ) -
2
On the other hand, (3.6b) yields
n+1,R n n
Uiv1)2 —2)'x‘7;+1/2 L+ 2’1x61+1/2 s
thus,
1,R
(3.182) Wi —ul = (1= 24,00, ) )] —ul,)
and
n n+1,R n n
(3.18b) Uipr = Uiprp = 2'1x0-1+l/2 Ly —up).

Using (3.18) in (3.17), we finally find
[ e G uta) - e
X
2
—;anl+1/2 +( 2'1xa'z+1/2 +)(u" u:l+1) :
The conclusion follows immediately from (3.8a), (3.16), and (3.19). O

(3.19)

Our second result treats rarefaction waves (1, below is the sonic point defined
by (3.2)).

Lemma 3.3 (Entropy dissipation of a rarefaction wave in the Godunov scheme).
Consider the Godunov scheme under the CFL condition (3 5). Suppose that, for
some n in N and i in Z, the Riemann solution w(-; ul ) U +1) consists of a
rarefaction wave (i.e., u; <u;, ). Then, setting
f(uy, ) — f(u]) R
B 1 n, 1, n
(3.20) az+1/2 f'(u )’ Oiv12 = —— 010 =5 (1),

Uip1 — U
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we have
1,R
U(”?:l/z ) = Uiy, + 24, (F(uy,,) — F(';l,i+l/2)
0 n,L . n 3. n,L .n n3
<-ishk {—((1—s.’ Nl —u, |+ s olul — i) )}
(3.213) x"i+1/2 1 12 i+1/271%i+1 i+1/217i+1 i
n,R n,L n,L n 2
= A8 2085120012 (1 = 24,05, 5)
R 2 2
+24,(1- le"?ﬂ/z)(";l/z) Motz — ;" <0,
and

1,L
U(”;l:l/z )= U) + Zj'x(F(;l,i+l/2 - F(;))
n,L J n,R n3 n,R n n3
<-4 (1- si+1/2)§{si+1/2|u* —u "+ (U= sy p)lugyy — w7}
n,L n,L n 2
— A (=50 (1 +24,0,71,)24,(0,,4 )

n,R n,R n 2 n n2
— (L =5:12)0: 0 (1 + 24,0, ) Huyy — ;| <0,

(3.21b)

where S?+’1L/2 and 571511;2 are defined by (a.= L or R)

1, ife’’, >0,
(3.22) Stete = A
0, ’f‘7i+’1/2 <0.

Remark 3.3. Under the assumption of Lemma 3.3, if u, lies between u;' and
u;,, and the relation f(x; ) —f(x]) =0 holds, then

n,L n,R _ n _
Sii12=0s Sjip=1, 0,,,=0.

Thus, in that case, inequalities (3.21) become

9
2

3

*

14
it |ty — u

(3.232) UGuly)y") = UGul,,) + 24, (F(ul,)) = Fg 110 < -2,

and

n3
il

P)
(323b) UG}y ) = Uu)) + 24, (Fg 1,y — () < —A, 3l —u

This shows again that no uniform quadratic estimate can be obtained in that
case, but only a cubic estimate.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We give the proof of (3.21a). By Lemma 3.1, the en-
tropy dissipation in that case is only due to the error in the L? projection
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step (see (3.6b), (3.6¢)). Setting ‘71+1/2 + = max(0, ‘71+1/2) and O’H_II;Z . =
max(0, a,.':;ﬁz) , we have

1 he/2 X n n n+1 R

F/o "w (ﬁ; Ui ui+1> Uir1)2 ’ dx

X
n,R
n omet,R2  (1—24,000, 1) n+1,R\2
(3.24) _'lx01+1/2 S, )+ 3 (1 — Uiy )
1 ha'”/z + X n n n+1,R 2
+71‘/,,L (ﬁ;ui’um)_”m/z‘ dx.
halin s

The first two terms of the right-hand side of (3.24), denoted by R,, can be
estimated as follows. By (3.6b), we have

n+l1,R n,L n
u1+1/2 - 2'1x0-1+1/2 +70 ( 2'lxo'z+1/2 +)ui+l
(3.25) 2 h"m/z + X
+ ——/ sul L u dx.
hx ha:l+'|?2,+ <h : l+l)
n n

Since w(-; u;, u;,,) is a rarefaction wave, we have

i
(3.26) wEsuy, u),,) = ()" forée I (), £ (], )]
Hence, by a change of variables, we can get

2 h"m/z + X n “7+l.+ "
-h—_/ha"" (Z;u?,um) a’x=2,1x/uﬁ+ uf” (u)du,

+1/2,+

where by convention we set
n n .
u; , =max(u,, u;), JELZ,

u, being given by (3.2). Thus, we have after an easy computation

2 h6:+l/2 + X
-h— ho L (E > uz 4 u1+1) dx

+1/2,+

=24 {uz+1 (u?+l ,+) - u:l,+f (u?,+) - f(u?+1,+) + f(u:l,+)} >
that is
2 h61n+‘l‘/?2,+ X n
—u, dx
321 A w (i)

n n,L n
=24 {az+1/2 Uil =0 4 Y —f(uy,, )+ )}

Using (3.27) in (3.25), we find the formula

(3.28) Wity =l — 24,8, L)~ 1] ),
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from which we deduce

(3.29a) (] —ulf ) = (] —ul, )+ 24, (e, ) — 1 )
and
(3.29b) (u;l_,_l uf_:ll/zR) =24 (f(ut+1 +) f(u?&))'

Finally, with obvious notation, the first two terms in the right-hand side of
(3.24) become, because of (3.29),

R
_ n netr2 (124 ":1/2 ) +1,R\2
lx"z+1/z S — )+ le (U1 _u?+1/2 )
2
" ) -t )
_,1 {f( 1,+) (I—le l+:4’n+ _unt,+
i1 T Y

Ui — Y

fw 1" )\’
+2;Lx(1 - 2"1xf/(ui+1 ,+)) ( l+l';+ " - (u?+l - u;l)Z .

But since

(0 ) =80 | o S04,) = S

— T R S
Ui — Y Uipg — Y,

we obtain the estimate

2

x{st+1/261+1/2( 2’1x‘71+1/2)
n,R n,R n 2 n n,2
+ 8017224 (1 = 24,0, ) (0,41 0) HUiy —15)"

On the other hand, the last term, denoted by R,, of the right-hand side of
(3.24) is estimated as follows. Similarly as above, we can verify that

X Ln n n+1 R d
WAz %o Uinn) = %2 X

(3.30)

n,R
1 haz+l/2,+
2 - h hU” L

:+l/z +
'+'v+ n+1,R 201
=4, [ - )
1,+

we have

R

. n
Since u; <u,+1 4o

u:+l,+ n+l R.2 oA n n+1,R\3 n n+1,R\3
R, >64, /u Ui | dv = "“{(ui+1,+_”i+1/2 ) =~y )
+

J being given by (3.1), so that

n+1 R\3 n n n+1,R\\3
{( i+1,+ ~ Wip1p )+ ((u 1+1 p U ) Wy — Uiy )}

Since for each 2,20,

3, .3
Ognzlgzo(z +(zo—2)7) = z,/4,
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it is easy to deduce from the above inequality that

0, 1fu <ul+1<u
3

(3.31) R, > |ul+1 u,l”, 1fu <u, <”z+1’
n3

x12|u1+1 w|”, ifu, <u <“z+1

The required inequality (3.21a) follows immediately from (3.24), (3.30), and
(3.31). O

From the results of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, and Remarks 3.2 and 3.3, we can
make the following observation concerning the Godunov scheme. The entropy
dissipation of the Godunov scheme is composed of two terms. One is propor-
tional to the modulus of convexity of the function f and, roughly speaking,
corresponds to the dissipation of entropy inside a shock wave or inside a rar-
efaction wave. This term yields below a cubic uniform estimate. The second one
is generated (essentially) by the L’ projection error. It is proportional to the
speed of the waves (], 2 Of a,.'_';lL/z , al.'f;f;z) , which can vanish in the “neigh-
borhood” of the sonic point u,. This is the reason why a quadratic uniform
estimate of the local entropy dissipation does not hold true for the Godunov
scheme.

Hence, the “better” estimate of the entropy dissipation of the Godunov
scheme is given by the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1 (A sharp entropy inequality for the Godunov scheme). Under the
CFL condition (3.5), the Godunov scheme (3.6) satisfies for each integer n in N

(3.32) S U@k, =Y Uk, ”x% Sojul,, — i h, <0.

IE€EZ I€EZ i€Z

Remarks 3.4. (1) Inequality (3.32) indeed yields a uniform estimate in L*-norm
and a weak estimate of the space derivative of the form (2.15) (see §4; the initial
data will be assumed there to have compact support).

(2) Theorem 3.1 (and actually all the results of this section) could be gen-
eralized to arbitrary strictly convex entropies U; the only modification is that
6 should be replaced by d minU”. But we emphasize that an inequality as-
sociated with an arbitrary entropy provides the same estimate for the space
derivatives as is provided by (3.32).

(3) If the flux function f is not assumed to be convex, the above derivation
cannot provide an estimate of the space derivatives. However, if f* is a posi-
tive function (resp. a negative function), a uniform quadratic estimate is easily
deduced from results of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. By (3.6a), we have for » in N and i in Z,

n+l1,L

R ,
U(u ?H) < 3(U(u 7+11/2 )+ U, )
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Using (3.13) and (3.21) and summing with respect to i, we obtain with obvious
notation

1
E{U(”:H ) - Uw)) + ;Lx(F(;l,iH/z - FGn,i—l/Z)}
iez

n 0 n n |3
< -4, Z Si—1/21—2'|ui_”i—1|
(i—1/2) shock

n,R 0 n,L n 3 n,L n n 3
— Ay Z Si—1/22_4{(1 =il —u T+ sl — w7}
(i—1/2) rarefaction
)

n n
— Ay Z (1_5i+1/2)§|ui+1_u
(i+1/2) shock

n3
il

n,L ) n,R n3
— Ay Z (1 _si+1/2)_—4'{si+l/2|u* — ;|
(i+1/2) rarefaction
n3

i’}

n,R n
+ (1= )y, —u

where we have only kept the cubic terms. So, we have

Yueth -3 uw!)

IE€Z i€Z

A 3
<-102 > I, —ul
(3.33) (i+1/2) shock
o L\ n,R 3 3
~4ag > {1~ sf+l/2)s;'+l/2(|u* — "+ Uy — w7}
(i+1/2) rarefaction

n,L n,R n,L n,R n n3
A0 1282 + (D=8 (1= 8ol — w17}

i+1
second sum of the right-hand side of (3.33). When w(-; 4, ,, u,) for some i
in Z contains a rarefaction wave with a sonic point, that is, s;:;lL/z =0 and

n,R _ : n
Sit12 = 1, we estimate Di+1/2 by

We shall denote below by D P the term within curled parentheses in the

n

n n3
i+1 j

n n3 3
Di+1/2=|u*_ui| + u _u*l Z%luwl_uil >

since u; <u, <u},, . Thus, (3.33) is equivalent to
n+l n 0 n n3
2 Uw™) =Y uw) < 2 > lup, —
I€EZ I€EZ (i+1/2) shock

x12
(3.34) s . s
x9g Z iy — 17,

-4
(i+1/2) rarefaction

(o)}

which gives the conclusion. O

3.3. A quadratic estimate of the entropy dissipation in the modified Lax-Friedrichs
scheme. We turn to the derivation of the sharp entropy inequality satisfied by
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the modified Lax-Friedrichs scheme. By using the same techniques as before,
we get here a uniform quadratic estimate (instead of only a cubic one for the
Godunov scheme) of the rate of entropy dissipation in this scheme. The for-
mulae below are very close to, but actually different from, the ones derived in
§3.2. However, the proofs are similar and are therefore omitted. With the same
notation as before, the modified Lax-Friedrichs scheme admits the following
decomposition (Tadmor [45]):

1 1 1 .
(3.35) WU =3l Ul ), neEN, i€z,
where we set
h./2
+1 1 .
(3.36) Wi, = /h o " ,+1) dx, neN, i€z,

This scheme can thus be viewed as a two-cell averaging of two (noninteracting)
Riemann problems. We assume here that the CFL stability condition (3.5) is
satisfied.

Let us define the numerical entropy flux of the modified Lax-Friedrichs
scheme, F,,, associated with the pair (U, F), by

1
FM(uL > uR) = 'Z‘(F(uL) + F(uR))
(3.37) 1
_ 4_lx(
The following result gives an exact formula for the entropy dissipation generated
by the scheme.

Lemma 3.4 (Modified Lax-Friedrichs scheme). Under the CFL stability condi-
tion (3.5), the sequence (u )nGN icz constructed by the modified Lax-Friedrichs
scheme (3.35), (3.36) satzsﬁesfor ninNandiinZ

U(ug) — U(u,)), u,,up €R.

1
UG yy) = 5 (U0 + UG,,) + A, (FGu, ) — F(u))
(3.38) - J" h /2 X. no_n n+l d
xYi+1/2 T 2h —n /2 h s Ui s ui+l) 1+l/2‘ x.

n n

n (3.38), the term J+1/2 equals zero except when w(-; u; , u, ) contains a

shock wave with speed a;,, ,; in this latter case we have

(339) I, =FGL,,) ~ @) - ol ,(U),,) - UG)).

Remark 3.5. The left-hand side of (3.38) can be expressed from the numerical
flux F,, in two different manners:

Uu})),) — $(U) + Uy ,+1>>+z (F(u},,) - F(u}))
(3.40) = U]} = U) + 24, (Fyy 10 — F(1))
=U(u:’:11/2)—U( Upyy) + 224, (F(u,,) - FA';,HI/Z)‘
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In particular, (3.40) is helpful to verify from (3.38) that the modified Lax-
Friedrichs scheme satisfies the entropy inequality

(3.41) U™ = UW)+4,(Fyy 10— Frp i) <0, neN, i€z

Of course, as before, we want to derive from (3.38) a stronger inequality.
In order to derive a sharp entropy inequality satisfied by the modified Lax-
Friedrichs scheme, we first treat the case of a shock wave.

Lemma 3.5 (Entropy dissipation of a shock wave in the modified Lax-Friedrichs
scheme). Consider the modified Lax-Friedrichs scheme (3.35), (3.36) under the
CFL condition (3.5). Suppose that, for some n in N and i in Z, the Riemann
solution w(-; uy , uy,,) consists of a shock wave with speed o, | j2- Then we

i+1
have
U] ,) — 0] + UGl,,)) + A, (FGul,,) - F(u))
(342) < ,15 n n3 1 1 4(A n 2\, n n2 0
< =AM — U = 1 (1= 404,05, ) gy, —u; | <0.

Remark 3.6. Inequality (3.42) can be compared with (3.13). Here, the quadratic
term in the right-hand side of (3.42) never vanishes and indeed can be bounded
below uniformly provided that the CFL stability (3.5) is enforced, i.e.,

Agsup|f'(u)] < $(1-6),

with some 6,€ (0, 1).

Lemma 3.6 (Entropy dissipation of a rarefaction wave in the modified Lax-
Friedrichs scheme). Consider the modified Lax-Friedrichs scheme (3.35), (3.36)
under the CFL condition (3.5). Suppose that, for some n in N and i in Z, the

Riemann solution w(-; u;' , ufﬂ) consists of a rarefaction wave. Then setting

") g
(343) o, =f'()), o ,= %@ ol =1,
we have

UG = 5008 + UG, ) + 4, (R, ) = Flu)
(3.44) < bl 1

1 n,L n 2
- _13{(1 +24,0,.0 )1 = 24,0, )
,R 2 2
+(1- Z’Ix";’ﬂ/z)(l + 2'1xai':-1/2) Huppy —4;|” < 0.

Remark 3.7. Comparing (3.44) with (3.21), we notice again that the quadratic
term in the right-hand side of (3.44) does not vanish in the neighborhood of the
sonic point, provided that the enforced CFL condition of Remark 3.6 is met.

Finally, from Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6, we can deduce a sharp evaluation of the
entropy dissipation.
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Theorem 3.2 (A sharp entropy inequality for the modified Lax-Friedrichs
scheme). Let 6 belong to the interval [0, 1) (6 can be equal to zero). Then,
under the CFL stability condition

(3.45) A sup|f'(u)| < 3(1-6)
u

(the supremum being taken over all u under consideration), the sequence (u;'),.€Z
constructed by the modified Lax-Friedrichs scheme (3.35), (3.36) satisfies the
Sollowing entropy inequality for each integer n in N:

S U@k, - ST Uk,

IEZ I€Z

0 3 0 2
+lxﬁz|u?+l - u:ll hx + _1—6-Z|u;l+l - u:ll hx < 0.
I€EZ i€EZ

(3.46)

If 6 =0 in Theorem 3.2, then (3.46) reduces to the sharp entropy inequality
found for the Godunov scheme. But here, in contrast with the result found
for the Godunov scheme, the modified Lax-Friedrichs scheme has a uniform
quadratic rate of entropy dissipation provided that the CFL condition is en-
forced by (3.45). Moreover, this quadratic term, &Y., u},, — u/[*h_, is
independent of both the function f and the mesh ratio 4, .

Remarks 3.8. (1) Theorem 3.2 could be generalized to arbitrary strictly convex
entropies U (see Remark 3.4(2)).

(2) If the flux function f is not assumed to be convex, then it is clear from
Lemmas 3.4 to 3.6 and their proofs that (3.46) still holds true, but with 6 = 0.
In particular, under the CFL condition (3.45) with 6 # 0, a uniform estimate
of the space derivatives is obtained in that case.

3.4. Entropy dissipation in the E-schemes. The previous results are now gen-
eralized to a general E-scheme. By definition, the numerical flux p of an
E-scheme satisfies the following inequality (Osher [35]):
{ (U, = V)PV _gyys oov s Vg Vs oy U) — fw)) <0
forallv_,_,,..., v, in R and for every w between v, and v, .

Let us also recall that an E-scheme admits the following viscous formulation
[17, 21]:

VARV )l(f(ufﬂ) —f(u_,))

1 1 2
(3.47) 1 n n n nn
+ §{QE,1+1/2(ui+1 —u;) = Qp iU —u;_ )},
neN, i€z,
where the numerical viscosity coefficient is defined by
f(uy, )+ f(u}) - 2p;
(3.48) Q;l;,i_,_l/z = lx ad un( ! 0 ilj2 , neN, ie€eZ.

i+1 %
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Under the CFL condition (3.5), one can prove that
(3.49) Qg,i+1/2 < QZ‘,M/z < Q}'lll,i+l/2 =1 neN, i€z,

where O, ;.| 1 and it iv1 \» denote the numerical viscosity coefficients of the
Godunov and modified Lax-Friedrichs schemes, respectively.

Following Tadmor [45], we rewrite (3.47) in the following form (n €N, i€
Z):

1 I,R 1,L
(3.50) U:H = %(“gi—l/z + u?,-iﬂ/z) ’
with
1,R
(3.51) Uy ilip =t — A (8)) = S )) = Qp iy (W] — )
and
1,L
(3.52) u?,-i+l/2 = u; = A, (f(uf,)) — (7)) + QZ",HI/Z(“?H —up).

From Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, we can deduce an estimate of the amount of
entropy dissipation in an E-scheme.

Theorem 3.3 (A sharp entropy inequality for E-schemes). Under the CFL sta-
bility condition (3.5), the sequence (u}),, constructed by the E-scheme (3.47),
(3.48) satisfies for each integer n in N the following entropy inequality:

1 0 3
(3.53) DU Dy =D UU)h, +dygg > Iy, — il "h, < 0.
i€z i€z i€z
Proof. Because of inequalities (3.49), for each integer #» in N and i in Z,
there exists X;’+1 2 in the interval [0, 1] such that

n n n n "
(3.54) QE,i+1/2 = X,’+1/2QG,i+l/2 +(1- Xi+1/2)QM,i+1/2'
On the other hand, we can introduce (n € N, i€ Z)

n+l 1, n+l,R n+l,L
(3.59) Ug,i = 7(uG,i—1/2 + uG,i+1/2) ’
respectively

n+l n+1,R n+1,L
(3.56) Up,i = %(uM,i—1/2+uM,i+1/2)’

n+l1,R n+l, L n+1,R n+l, L
where Ug. i1/ and UG 11172 (resp. Ung iz and uM,i+l/2) are defined by the

Godunov scheme (resp. modified Lax-Friedrichs scheme) similarly as in (3.6)
(resp. (3.36)). In fact, it is easy to verify from the decomposition (3.51), (3.52)
that, for instance,
1,R
u?,-i—l/2 =u; - A () = f(u;_)) = Qg,i—l/z(”? —u; )
and R
n+l1, n n n n n n
Upg,iZip = U — A (f(w) = ;1)) = Qpy iy oy — 1),
so that by (3.54) we have

n+1,R n n+1,R n n+1,R
(3.57a) ug,il12 = Xicip¥e,itip T (L= Xiy)¥ar, i1z
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In the same fashion, we get

n+1,L n n+l1,L n n+l1,L
(3.57b) Ug it1j2 = Xiv1a%e, e 2 T (1= X1 ¥ag ivryn -

Then, (3.57) leads to the following equivalent form of the E-scheme (3.50)-
(3.52):

n+l _ 1 n n+1,R n n+1,R
3.58 U = 3isipe,ilip + A=)y i
( . ) n n+l1,L 1 n n+l,L
+ Xiv12¥6, iv12 (L= Xip12) s fr1y2) -

By the convexity of U(u) = u? /2, (3.58) implies

+1 1,R 1,R
U;™) < 3L UG i 2y y) + (U= 22y ) UGk 2 )

i
n+l,L
)

n n+1,L n
+ Xiv12Ug i) + (1= X501 2) Uy i
Summing with respect to i in Z and using Lemmas 3.2, 3.3, 3.5, and 3.6, we
obtain

1
> UT) =y U
i€z i€z
< _1 n n é n n 3
S Ay Z Xi—l/ZSi—l/Zﬁlui — Uy
(i—1/2) shock

n ) n n 3
— Ay Z (1 _Xi—1/2)‘zz|”i — Uy
(i—1/2) shock
n n,R O n,L | n 3
— Ay Z Xi—l/zsi—1/22_4{(1 Sl —u]
(i—1/2) rarefaction
L 3
+S?—1/2i“? —u_, [}
i 1 n 0 n n3
— A E ( _Xi—l/z)nfum — ;]
(i—1/2) rarefaction
n n 0 n n,3
— Ay Z Xiv1po(1 _Si+1/2)ﬁ|ui+1 — u;]
(i+1/2) shock
i 1 n 0 n n3
— Ay Z ( _Xi+1/2)‘z|ui+1 — U]
(i+1/2) shock

n n,L 1) n,R n3
— Ay Z Xiv1p(1— Si+1/2>§2{si+1/2|“* — ;]

(i+1/2) rarefaction

n,R n n3
+ (=5l — w7}

1)
- )'x Z (1- X?+1/2)E|u?+1 —u

(i+1/2) rarefaction

n3
il

b
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the notation used here being that introduced previously. Thus, we have
1
YUY -y U)
I€EZ I€EZ
n3

il

n n n
<-4 Z (Xi+1/2 +(1- X,-+1/2))|u,~+1 —u
(i+1/2) shock
g n n n n3
~x96 > Kiprjz + (U= Xipy2))tiy — 15

(i+1/2) rarefaction
/) n n3
< _’lxg_62|ui+1 -l
i€z
This completes the proof of the theorem. 0O

X

ol >

3.5. A generalization. We derive now a uniform quadratic estimate of the en-
tropy dissipation generated by the difference schemes whose viscosity coefficient
is bounded below by a positive constant. This result is motivated by Theo-
rem 3.2, which gives such a quadratic estimate for the modified Lax-Friedrichs
scheme, while, as we have shown in §3.2 (Theorem 3.1), only a cubic one is
possible for the Godunov scheme. This is precisely due to the fact that the nu-
merical viscosity coefficient of the modified Lax-Friedrichs scheme is constant
(equal to 1/2) while the one of the Godunov scheme can vanish near the sonic
point.

We consider here 3-point difference schemes, characterized by their numerical
flux function f: R? — R, which admit the following incremental form (n €
N, i€2)

1
(3.59) W =uy - Cimyyp(; = wi_y) + Diyy (i = u;),
with as usual

n n n 4 4 14
(3.60) Ciipp=Clui_ysu;), D i =Du;, uy,),

where the Lipschitz continuous functions C and D: R?> > R are given by

5 1) - S, v)

(3.61) cl v = s " u,vER.
D(u,v)=1xﬂ;—f(;"—”),

The numerical viscosity coefficient Q: R® — R is defined from C and D by
(3.62) Qu,v)=C(u,v)+D(u,v), u,v eR.

Then we prove:

Theorem 3.4 (A sharp entropy inequality for a class of difference schemes). Con-

sider the difference scheme in incremental form (3.59).
Let 0 be given in the interval (0, 1) and assume that

0<C(u,v), 0<D(u,v), u,veR,

3.63
(369 0<K,<Qu,v)<3(1-0), wu,veR,
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where K, is a given positive constant. Then the scheme satisfies the following
inequality (n € N):

(3.64) St -3 U@k, +22|u,+1 ul)*h, <0,
i€EZ i€EZ i€Z
where the constant K depends on K, 1,,6, 0, and sup; |u;’| and is given
explicitly by
A
(3.65) K = Ky~ 52 sup(l ")) — 5(1 - 6)”.
,n

Remarks 3.9. (1) Notice that, when K|, is different from $(1-6), the constant
K is positive for A, small enough.
(2) The convexity of the function f is not needed in Theorem 3.4.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. For n in N and i in Z, we can write

U( n+1) ( )+(un+l )u +2|un+l _u?IZ
n n n n n n
=U(u ) (fi+1/2_fi 1/2)u' +lCi—l/Z(Ci—l/Z+Di+l/2)|ui = Uy
n 2

1 1 n
+ EDz+1/2(Cz 12 +Dz+1/2 |uz+1 uil" = 2C 1 2Dy pplthiy — il

il
Thus, after summation with respect to i, we find

ZU("?H): PR UCHET IO tij2 = St

IEZ IEZ IE€Z

1 2
(3.66) 1€z

n2
+D1+1/2fuz+1 u; |}

22 —1/2 ,+1/2|uz+1 i—ll .

I€EZ

On the one hand, we notice that

n n l+l
Z(fm/z 1/2) =‘Z(ui+1 z+1/2 _Z S(u 1’u1+1

i€Z i€z A
thus,
(3.67) Z(f;'z-l/Z 1/2 Z/ (f(u;  ujyy) — f(v)) dv.
I€Z i€Z

And with the help of the formula

b b
/ g)dv = (b - a)}(s(@) + g + [ 4v-a)w-b)g"()dv,
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with a=u, b=ul, ,and g(v) = f(u;, u},,) —f(v), (3.67) becomes
2
4 Z 12— Jie 1/2 Z% t+1/2+D1+1/2 luf,y — u;|
i€Z €Z
(3.68)
I+l 7
+4 Z/ 2(v—u l+1)f(v)dv.
i€Z

Hence, using (3.63), we obtain from (3.68)

—4 Z i+1/2 7 1/2 U = T Z! Uipr — i
(3 69) i€Z i€Z
: A ’ n n3
+ I Wl % Ui =

On the other hand, we write

n n n 2 n n n2
ZE(C, 1/2+Dt+1/2){ci—1/2|ui — Uy +Di+1/2|ui+l —u; [}

(3.70) €%
22 -1/2 z+1/2|uz+1 U 11 < Z| i+1 i

IE€EZ I€EZ
Finally, combining (3.60), (3.70), and (3.66), we find

PBLUCADEDMYCH
i€Z iEZ

Z + x fJ n 1 1 02 n n2
< SuP| ||u1+1 ui|+z( —0) ¢ luy —wls

i€Z

which completes the proof. O

4. THE CORRECTED ANTIDIFFUSIVE FLUX APPROACH

4.1. Introduction. We now consider the class of high-order accurate explicit
finite difference schemes which are constructed from a given E-scheme by the
corrected antidiffusive flux method. As is well known, an E-scheme is at most
first-order accurate (Osher [35]), and the antidiffusive flux is chosen in order to
ensure both the high-order accuracy and certain formal properties of stability
(e.g., Davis [10] and Sweby [42]). The results of convergence known for such
schemes only concern equations with one space variable (e.g., Cahouet and
Coquel [3], Leroux [30], Leroux and Quesseveur [32], Majda and Osher [33],
Tadmor [46], and Vila [50]). In this section, based on the results obtained in
§3, we prove the convergence of these schemes with corrected antidiffusive flux
applied to an equation with an arbitrary number of space variables (Theorem
4.3 below). Moreover, even for the case of one space variable, we emphasize
that our result of convergence improves the existing results in this domain (see
Theorems 4.1-4.3 and Corollaries 4.1-4.2).
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We use the notation introduced in §2. Let p (respectively g) be a numerical
E-flux consistent with the exact flux function f (resp. g). Thatis, p: R* - R
and ¢: R?** — R are Lipschitz-continuous functions satisfying (Osher [35])

1) { (U, = V) DW_jfys vees Vs Upsvvns v,) —f(w)) <0
) forallv_, ,,..., v, in R and for every w between v, and v,,

and
(4.2) {

We consider the conservative difference schemes (n € N)

(vl - vo)(q(v_k.H s eee s 'UO, Visonons vk) - g(w)) < 0
for all V_jyrsoes Vg in R and for every w between v, and v,.

n+1 n n n n n ..
4.3) w5 =u; j=A(Fap = fip, )= (& 2= 8ij-12) s I,j€Z,

where the numerical fluxes are given in the following form:

n 1 » ..
(4.4) f;"-'i-l/z,j =DPiviya,j t 7 %2, iI,j €L,
X
and
n n 1 n . »
(4.5) 8y =it 70 LJEL.
%
In (4.4) and (4.5), we set
n n n . .
Pivija,j =PWipiy jo v Uik j) neN, i,j€ez,
and
n - n n N . . Z
G o2 =AU gy oo Wy i) nely, 1,jed.

It is known that the antidiffusive fluxes a;'H 2. and bf j+1/2 can be chosen

in such a way that this scheme is high-order accurate in space in the zones of
smoothness of the solution (see an example in §4.2 constructed from the notion
of flux limiter). On the other hand, without loss of accuracy we can assume, as
is usual, that these antidiffusive fluxes vanish with the mesh size in the following
sense: there exist o and B in the interval (0, 1) and a constant C > 0 such
that

(4.6)  lal | SChY, B 0 <SCHY, neN, i, je.

For motivations and comments concerning these conditions, we refer to Lapidus
[24], Leroux [30], Majda and Osher [33], and Vila [50] (see also Tadmor [46]).
Condition (4.6) is active only in the neighborhood of the points of discontinuity
of the solution, and roughly speaking is expected to be sufficient to prevent the
appearance of large oscillations near the discontinuities. In all that follows,
the scheme is always assumed to be consistent with equation (1.1) and the
initial data to be a bounded function with compact support. The results of
convergence known for these schemes concern equations in one space variable
and are based on an estimate of the total variation of the approximate solutions.
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See for instance Harten [21] and Sweby [42] concerning the TVD (total variation
diminishing) schemes; and Cahouet and Coquel [3], Leroux [30], and Shu [39]
for the TVB (total variation bounded) approach. But as far as the authors
know, there is no result in the literature on the convergence of these high-order
schemes in the case of an equation with several space variables.

In this section, we prove convergence of the scheme with antidiffusion (4.3)-
(4.5) in the case of several space variables provided that the usual condition
(4.6) is satisfied. Our proof is completely different from the one known for an
equation in one space dimension: it is not based on the so-called BV-estimate,
but instead makes essential use of the theory of measure-valued solutions and
the uniqueness theorem due to Di Perna recalled in §2. Actually, the results of
this section are also based on the sharp discrete entiropy inequality for an E-
scheme derived in the previous section. The L stability estimate is derived
in §4.3. A complete proof of convergence of the scheme (4.3)-(4.5) is given in
§4.4 in the particular case of an equation in one space dimension. Finally, §4.5
treats the general case.

4.2. An example: the flux limiter approach. Following an approach due to Sweby
[42] and Davis [10], we present in this subsection a particular class of antidiffu-
sive fluxes: these antidiffusive fluxes will be constructed from a given function

called a flux limiter. Define the local Courant numbers by (n €N, i, j € Z)
n n n h
O'n ) f(u,".;.],j)_f(ui,j) ‘L'n -2 g(u,‘,ﬂ.l)_g(ui,j)
i+1/2,j = n n ’ i, Jj+1/2 = n n ’
AR Uiv1,j ~Yi,j A Voo U
and consider the ratios of two consecutive discrete gradients given by (n €
N, i,j€Z)

1.7 . n
s if o 20,
P B I I 0 R
i+1/2,j " ;
f(u;p, ;) —fuy, J) otherwise
h > ’
O f(u:»”j)
and n ?
g(u; ;) —8(u; ;_y) if 77 >0
n > J 0= ’
" B g(u; ;1) — 8(% ) e
12 = n "
bJ 8%, ) — 8% ;11 otherwise
n n ’ '
g(u; i) — 8% ;)

Let us fix two arbitrary functions ¢ and y: R — R, the so-called flux limiter
functions, and define the antidiffusive fluxes by (n €N, i, j € Z)

n 1.0 n n n n
4.7) Q12,5 = 3101y, (1 = 0012, D0 ig1yn, iy =% ;)
* n n

n _1y.n n n
bi,j+l/2 = §|Ti,j+1/2|(l - |Ti,j+1/2|)‘/’(Si,j+1/2)(ui,j+1 — U ;).

A number of choices of the functions ¢ and y have been proposed in the

literature. The choice
Lw LW
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corresponds to the Lax-Wendroff scheme [29], which is second-order accurate
in space and time but produces spurious oscillations in the neighborhood of
points of discontinuity of the solution. On the other hand, a function like the
Van Leer flux limiter [49]

_

VL VL
p (N=vw (r)—‘1+—|’,|,

yields a scheme which roughly speaking does not produce oscillations but is
second-order accurate except at the local extrema of the solution where it is only
first-order accurate. In the case of an equation with only one space variable,
these schemes are convergent (e.g., Cahouet and Coquel [3]) to the entropy
weak solution of the problem (1.1), (1.2) for a large class of flux limiters, for
instance for Van Leer’s one, provided that condition (4.6) is enforced by a slight
modification of (4.7) (see (4.8a) below). We refer to [3] and [42] for the precise
conditions on the flux limiter which ensure that the scheme is stable in the L™-
and BV-norms (in one space dimension).

The general results of this section apply to these schemes with flux limiter and
show their convergence in the multidimensional case. For the sake of definite-
ness, let us now focus for instance on the example of the Van Leer flux limiter.
Following Shu [39] and Cahouet and Coquel [3], we can introduce an improved
version of the scheme which is second-order accurate at any point of regularity
of the solution (i.e., including the extrema). The idea consists of replacing the
Van Leer flux limiter by the Lax-Wendroff one in the neighborhood of the ex-
trema of the solution. To be precise, the uniformly accurate version of the Van
Leer scheme is defined as the scheme (4.3)-(4.5), where the antidiffusive fluxes
are given by the formulas

forrinR,

n ~Nn . ~Nn [¢3
(4.82) iy, = 80(@;yy p min(|a;,, , |, MR,

n in . n B
bi,j+1/2 = Sgn(bi,j+1/2)m1n(lbi,j+1/2‘ , N,
and
~n . LW,n VL,n a LW,n
(4.8b) 812, =minmod(a;y ) ;s @15 ;+ Mok sgn(ay )y j))s

n . LW.,n VL,n B LW,n
bi,1+1/2 = mmmod(bl.’jH/2 , bi,j+1/2 + N,h 2sgn(bi’jﬂ/z)).

The constants M,, N, and q,, B, are fixed and satisfy the conditions
(4.8¢) M ,M,,N,N,>0, «a,,B€(0,1), o),pB,€[l,2].
In (4.8b), minmody(-, -) is the function defined for # and v in R by
sgn(v) -min(|v|, |w|), if sgnv =sgnw,
0, otherwise .

W, Lw, . VL, VL,
1‘“/2",}. b i1/, (respectively a;.y.; and b)) denote the
antidiffusive fluxes defined by (4.7) with ¢ = y = (oLW (resp. ¢ = ¥ = o',

One may show that this scheme is second-order accurate in any region, including

minmod(v, w) = {

Moreover, a and
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the extrema, where the solution is smooth. Furthermore, in the case of only one
space variable, it is shown in [3] that the scheme is stable in BV-norm and
converges to the unique entropy weak solution of the problem provided that
the conditions o, € (0, 1) and a, = 2 are fulfilled. But in the more general
case where a, is any number in the interval [1, 2), (4.8b) can be viewed as a
very slight correction of the Lax-Wendroff scheme and no BV-estimate is known
in that case, even for an equation with only one space variable.

Our results of convergence below establish the convergence of the scheme
with the antidiffusion (4.8) for an equation with an arbitrary number of space
variables provided that o, B, € (%, 1) and «,, B, € [1, 2]. We point out
that for any «,, 8, <1 and in a zone of smoothness of the solution we have

n n B ..
|ai, 0 | S MRS, (b7 Ll S NGREY neN, i,jez,

provided that M, and N, are large enough, so that (4.8a) gives
n ~N n in . .
QG = a0 b =0 s neN, i,jek.

Thus, (4.8a) is active only in the neighborhood of discontinuity points of the
solution.

4.3. The uniform L>-estimate. The following result gives a sufficient condition
to ensure that the scheme (4.3)-(4.5) is stable in L*-norm.

Theorem 4.1 (Uniform L™ -estimate). Assume that the scheme (4.3)-(4.5) ad-
mits an incremental decomposition of the form

n

n+1 n n n n n n
b =i~ Cimn, j W =iy )+ iy (g =4 )
n n n n n n n
—E; iy )+ E U g~ )+ K
neN, i,j€eZ,
whose coefficients satisfy the conditions
c' ,.>0, D' . >0,
(4.92) P2, g P2, neN, i,jez,
Ei,j+1/220’ Fi,j+l/220’
the CFL-like stability condition
n n n n . .
(4.9b) Ci—1/2,j+Di+1/2,j+Ei,j—1/2+Fi,j+1/2S 1, neN, i,j€Z,
and
(4.9¢) K] |<Ch', neN, i,jeZ, withyell, ).

Then the scheme (4.3)-(4.5) is L™-stable, i.e., there exists a constant C > 0
independent of h, h,, and hy such that

(4.10) lu; ;1<C, neN, i,jel.
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Proof. The incremental decomposition of the scheme can be rewritten in the
form

n+1 n n n n n
u; =(1-C_yp j_Di+1/2 i~ E; j 12— F j+1/2)“i j
+C 1/21 i— 1]+Dz+1/21 1+1 j+El_] 1/2u11 1
+F j+1/2ul J+1+Kl Jj?
so that, using (4.9a)- (4.9c) we get
-n+1 n n n n
u; ;1< (1-Ci_ 1/2 =D, Ei j_ip— E )4l
+C -1/2, j|ul 1 j|+DH—1/2 j|ul+l jl
b
+Ei,j—1/2|ui L+ F ;+1/2|“z s+l +Ch.
Taking the supremum, we find
sup |u;'+jl|§sup|u?j|+Chy, nen,
i,jez " ijoo
and by induction
sup |u |§ sup Iu?j|+Cnhy, neN.
ij i,jez "

Because of n-h < T and (4.9c¢), the result follows. O

Theorem 4.1 yields the L*-stability of the scheme (4.3)-(4.5) for the usual
choices of antidiffusive fluxes. For the sake of definiteness, we tacitly assume
from now on that the scheme under consideration admits an incremental decom-
position of the form indicated in Theorem 4.1 in such a way that the scheme is
stable in L™ -norm. In particular, in the case of the scheme with the flux limiter
(4.8), a direct application of Theorem 4.1 leads to the following result whose
proof is immediate. Actually, the same result of stability can be obtained for
the general flux limiter schemes. We omit the proof.

Corollary 4.1 (L*-estimate for a scheme with flux limiter). The uniformly ac-
curate version of the Van Leer flux limiter (see (4.8)) for an equation with several
space variables is stable in L>-norm, provided that A, and Ay satisfy the CFL
condition

(4.11) Aesuplf(w)| < §, A suple'(w)| <3,

the supremum being taken over all u under consideration.

4.4. Convergence for an equation in one space dimension. In this subsection, we
consider the case of an equation with only one space variable. In fact, when
the initial data of problem (1.1), (1.2) does not depend on the variable y, then
both the exact solution u to problem (1.1), (1.2) and the approximate solution
u" defined by (2.9) and (4.3)-(4.5) do not depend on y. As a consequence,
we can use exactly the same notation as above just omitting the index j. In
particular, (4.3) and (4.4) become

1 .
(4.12) urt =u'.'—lx(fi'il/2—j:"_1/2), neN, ieZ,

1 ]
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and

n n 1 n .
(413) ﬁ+1/2=Pi+1/2+Tai+l/2, neN, ie€eZ.
X

The approximate solutions will be denoted interchangeably by {uh} or (u;') .
To apply the general method of §2, we need to obtain the weak estimate of the
discrete space derivatives of the approximate solutions. For this purpose, fol-
lowing the ideas developed in §3, we begin with an evaluation of the amount of
entropy production generated by the scheme. The following lemma is a general-
ization of Theorem 3.3 to the high-order accurate schemes under consideration.
Recall again that for simplicity the initial data u, is assumed to be a measurable
and bounded function with compact support.

Lemma 4.1 (A sharp approximate entropy inequality). Suppose that the CFL
condition

(4.14) A, sup|f'(u)] < 4
u
holds true (the supremum is taken over all u under consideration) and the an-
tidiffusive flux in (4.13) satisfies the condition
(4.15) g, | < MK, neN, i€Z, withM>0andac(},1).

Then the scheme (4.12), (4.13) satisfies the following sharp entropy inequality
(neN with nh<T):

1,2 2 3 3a/2

4.16) > L h =3 L) h + K S A Jul,, —u PR, < KR,
i€z i€z i€z

where the constants K, and K, are positive and independent of h, 4, and u,

(but can depend on T and f).

Remark 4.1. We notice that in fact no property of L™ uniform stability is used
to derive inequality (4.16).

Proof of Lemma 4.1. We introduce the notation

—_n+1 .
(4.17) o =u;'.—/1x(p;'+1/2—p7_1/2), neN, i€z,
and observe that (4.12) can be rewritten in the form
1 1 .
(4.18) u =u, (@ p— 4y, MEN, i€l
We thus get

1, +H0\2 1 =n+l\2 | 1, n n 2
s ) =) + 3@, —ay )

—n+1

(4.19) ' : |
U (= y) neN, i€z,

which leads us to set

n__ 170 n 2 —n+l, n n
(4.20) R” = Zi(am/z‘ai—l/z) hx—Zui (@12 = @iy s neN,
IEZ I€Z
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so that we have
1,2 2
3 4 A~ X ),
(4'21) e _n+ll§Z n\2 n
=Y 3@ ) h, =) L) h +R", neN.
i€Z i€Z
By using Theorem 3.3 of §3, equality (4.21) implies
1,2 2
PREIUADEIED S (COWA
(4.22) ez € .
S—Klelui+1—ui|hx+R , neN.
i€z
In order to estimate the term R", we recall that under the CFL restriction (4.14)
the E-scheme (4.18) satisfies the TVD property
1 _ntl
DL TS Ul ], meN.
IEZ i€Z
From (4.20) we then deduce

—_n+l  _n+l
[R"| <) 2max( |a1+1/2| la;_ 172 )h +_la 12llBigy =% 1y

(4.23) i€z i€Z
<) 2max( |al+1/2| la;_ 1] )h +max|a, 1/2|Z:|u,+1 uplh, .
i€Z I€EZ

But using now the condition (4.15), and since the initial data has compact
support and the numerical flux is assumed to be consistent, we necessarily have
a;'H n= 0 for i large enough. We thus find the estimate

(4.24) IR"| < Ch™ + MK 3" |, — ul|h
i€EZ

Then (4.22) and (4.24) yield the following inequality (K > 0 is given by The-

orem 3.4 and M > 0 by (4.15)):

S e =3 ) h,

neN.

x’

(425) e ier;z n3 a n n 2a
<K Aul, —ui’h, + MR®Y (i, —uilh, + Ch™.
i€z i€Z
We finally remark that
Mh\ 2
SO MK, - uilh, < % <—3) Z|u —ullh,,
i€Z o AN & 3 i€Z w1 =i hs
so that (4.25) gives
n+1.2
Z (u; " )"hy _Z 2
(4 26) I€Z I€Z
<___Z,1 Wl —ul Pk, + CH*,
I€EZ

This completes the proof of the lemma. 0O
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From Lemma 4.1, we deduce:

Lemma 4.2 (Uniform estimate of the discrete space derivative). Under the CFL
stability condition (4.14) and the condition (4.15) on the antidiffusive flux, the
scheme (4.12), (4.13) satisfies the uniform estimate (A, = h/h, kept constant)

(4.27) Sy

neN i€z
nh<T

l+l

hh <C,

where C is a constant independent of h (but dependent in generalon 4, u,, T,
and f).

Proof. By summation of (4.16), we have
1,2 0,2
POEITADENED DS
i€z i€Z

n
+CS S A, — PR, < CRP!

m=0 i€Z

(4.28)

for every n € N with n-h < T thus,

(4.29) S S, —ulPh<C.

neN i€z
nh<T

If [r,s] denotes a set containing the support of the initial data (“?)iez’
then, for each n, the support of the sequence (u;' )ien 18 included in the set
[r—nh,, s+nh ]. Thus, using this remark and the Holder inequality, we deduce
from (4.29) that

1/3
n_nhh<LT2/3 n_n3hh

Zzh‘m uilhh < (L,T) ZZ'“M u;|"hy

neN i€z neN ez

nh<T nh<T

<chl,

where L, denotes a bound independent of 4 of the length of the support of
u" , hence

(4.30) KPS N, —ullh<C.

neN i€z
nh<T

Since A, is kept constant, (4.27) is a consequence of (4.30). O

Using the uniform estimate given by Lemma 4.2, we now derive discrete
entropy inequalities satisfied by the scheme (for the notation below, see §2,
Theorem 2.3). The idea of the proof below is to get these entropy inequalities
by perturbation of the entropy inequality satisfied by the underlying E-scheme.
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Condition (4.15) turns out to be essential here. This idea was already used in
another context by Leroux [30], Leroux and Quesseveur [32], and Vila [50]; but
let us recall that these authors needed a BV-estimate, which is not necessary in
the present approach.

Lemma 4.3 (Approximate entropy inequalities). Suppose that the conditions
(4.14) and (4.15) are satisfied. Let U: R — R be a convex function of class
C?, and F “be a numerical entropy flux associated with the given numerical
E-flux p: R — R. Assume moreover that the Jfamily of approximate solutions
remains uniformly bounded in L*-norm (cf. Theorem 4.1). Then the scheme
satisfies an inequality of the form

1

1 .
(4.31) h(U"+ -U"+ i (f;+1/2 F',))<R], neN,ieZ,
where the term R’ tends to zero in the following sense:
(4.32) Y > o, x)Riheh -0, whenh—0,
neN i€z
nh<T

for every C ! function ¢: (0, T) xR — R, with compact support.

Proof. 1t is well known that an E-scheme satisfies an exact entropy inequality
in each cell (Osher [35]). So, using the notation introduced in the proof of
Lemma 4.1 (see (4.17) and (4.18)), we have

U@ - U + A, (F, ,— FL, ) <0, neN, iel.

1

We thus obtain
U™ ) = UW) + A (Fly , - FLy ) UMY -U@™),  neN, iez,

i i i
i.e., dividing by #,
1 1
£ 7
which is exactly (4.31) if we set

UM U+ —(FL - FL ) <R], neR, i€k,

R = %(U(u?“) —U@*"), neN, iex.

Formula (4.18) and the convexity of the function U give

1 1 1 1 1
R} < hU( COT =TT = = U@ — 8 )

Introducing a positive test function ¢ and setting (p;’ = ¢(t,, x;), we deduce
from the above inequality that

Z Z‘/’zR h, h<’_ Z Z U (u nH 1n+1/2 ?—1/2)}"

neN i€z x neN i€z
nh<T nh<T
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We thus get

(4.33) Y D eiRIR A< C+C,,
neN i€z
nh<T

where we have set

I n+1 n
Z Za1+1/2 Ui )@, — 90k

x neN i€Z
nh<T

1 1
Z Za1+1/2‘/’ U'(upl) = U i ))Hh.

X neN i€z
nh<T

To estimate the term C,(h), we use the condition (4.15) on the antidiffusive
flux and the L*-estimate and obtain

C,(h) < Ch" ZZI(”'“ (’"hh

and

neN ez x
nh<T

SO

(4.34) C,(h) < Cllp, || ,=h" = 0.

On the other hand, estimate (4.27) of Lemma 4.2 allows us to bound C,(h) as
follows:

Cy(h) < Chgll = 10" )l S Sl —ul i,

neN i€Z
nh<T
thus,
(4.35) G,(h) < Cligll=h*"* 0,

since a > 2 by (4.15). Finally, (4.32) follows from (4.33)-(4.35). O

We can now apply the method of proof of §2. In view of the uniform L*-
estimate (4.10) obtained in Theorem 4.1, we construct from the family {uh }
a Young measure denoted by v: (0, T) x R — Prob(R) which represents all
the weak limits of the composite functions of 4" . Since Lemma 4.2 yields
a uniform estimate of the space derivatives ((4.27) is of the form (2.15) with
B = %) , Theorem 2.2 applies and shows that v is a measure-valued solution
to the conservation law (1.1). Lemma 4.3 and Theorem 2.3 then prove that v
is an entropy measure-valued solution. Moroever, Theorem 2.4 applies easily
since Lemma 4.3 can be used with a given strictly convex function (for instance
U(u) = u? /2 ; but we could also do for this point with Lemma 4.1); thus, the
Young measure v satisfies the initial data ;. Finally, Theorem 2.1 shows
that v reduces to a Dirac mass. The conclusion is summarized in the following
theorem.
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Theorem 4.2 (Convergence of the difference schemes with antidiffusive flux).
Consider the family of approximate solutions u" constructed by the scheme with
antidiffusive flux (4.12), (4.13) (and (2.9), (2.10)) for a conservation law in one
space dimension. Assume that the family {uh } is uniformly bounded in L™-
norm (cf. Theorem 4.1). Then under the CFL stability condition (4.14) and the
condition (4.15) on the antidiffusive flux, the Young measure v associated with
the family {uh} reduces to a Dirac mass, i.e.,

(4.36) Yy x =0y

t,x

x> @et€(0,T), xeR,
holds true, where u is the unique entropy weak L-solution to problem (1.1),
(1.2) (in one space dimension). Hence, when h goes to zero, the sequence

{uh}h20 converges in the L! strong topology to the unique entropy solution u.

This result is essentially the same as the one obtained by the TVB approach.
But we emphasize that the proofs of this result are new and their interest lies in
the fact that they can be generalized to equations with several space variables.
Moreover, we point out that this result gives in particular the convergence of the
scheme with flux limiter (4.8) introduced in §4.2 under the condition «, 8, €
(3,1) and o, B, €[1, 2] (instead of «,, B, € (0, 1) and a,, B, =2 by the
TVB approach). See Corollary 4.2 below for a precise statement of convergence.

4.5. Convergence for an equation with several space variables. The previous
analysis of convergence is now generalized to the case of an equation with several
space variables. The steps of the proof here are exactly the same as the ones of
§4.4 and are based on the general theorems of convergence recalled in §2 and
the sharp entropy inequality derived in §3.

The notation was introduced in (4.3)-(4.6) (see also (2.9), (2.10)). As in
Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, the estimate of the discrete space derivatives of u" s
derived via an evaluation of the total amount of entropy production of the
scheme.

Lemma 4.4 (Uniform estimate of the discrete space derivative). Assume that
the CFL stability condition

(4.37) Aesuplf')| < §, A, suplg(w)| <

(the supremum being taken over all u under consideration) and the following
condition on the antidiffusive fluxes,

w39) @i p, | SCh®,  neN, i, jeL, withae(3,1),
' 6] 1l <CH', neN, i, jez, withfe(3,1),

are satisfied. Then the scheme (4.3)-(4.5) satisfies the following entropy
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inequality
1,2 2
oY Rk, = S Sl ) ok,
i, JEL i, JEL
n n 3
(4.39) + Ky Y Alulyy = T,
i,JEL
+K, Y Al —ul Phoh, < Ch? neN
2 1%, j+1 i,j X"y — ’ ’
i, JEL

where y = min(a, f) and K|, K, are two positive constants independent of
h,A, and u.

Proof. The proof is based on the following (convex) decomposition of the
scheme into two one-dimensional schemes:

7+11 i{u, j =2 (f'll/2 j f'—1/2 Pk
§{ui,j—21y(g,.’j+l/2—gi,j_l/z)}, neN, i,jeZ.
Since the function %uz is convex, we have
%(“Hl)z = %{“?J 22 (fz+1/2 j fin—l/z,j)}z
+3{u; = 22,(8] o0 gl.'"j_l/z)}z, neN, i,jez.
We thus get
(4.40) Yt =4 )’ <4l + B, neN, i, jez,

where we have set

2 2 ..
An} = %(%{u:l’.)_z)‘x(f;'.’{_l/2’}_f;n_l/2,1)} _%(u:”j) )) n€N9 l’.] EZ)

and

1 2

n n n n 2 n
B; ;=331 ;= 22,(87 jo12 — & jmap)} — 3015 )
Taking into account (4.37) and (4.38), a direct application of Lemma 4.1 leads
to the inequality

2 2
Z %{u?,;‘ - le(fi'-:-lﬂ,j - fin—l/z,j)} h, — Z %(u?,j) h,
i€z i€z
+CY 2, - ul IPh, < R

i€z

), neN, i,jeZ.

(4.41)

i+1,j

for each time n (n € N, n-h < T) and each y-index j € Z. But the support
of (u:"j) 1s included in a set of the form {(7, j)/|i|, |j| < N+n} (if the support
of (u?,j) is included in the set {(i, j)/|i|, |j| < N}). Moreover, A;',j is zero
for (i, j) outside this set, so that (4.41) implies, after multiplication by hy and
summation with respect to j,
n 3 3/2
Y3 47 b+ C2 Y -l TR, <CRPY, neN.

i,JEZ i,j€EZ
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We thus have

AP hh +C Y A lul u* hoh, < Ch*?,
(4.42) f,é‘z Bl z‘;:elz g TRy
neN, nh<T.

Similarly, for the B; ; terms we obtain
n n 3/3/2
ST B hh,+C S Al —ul hh, < Ch

(4.43) i jez i,j€T T
: neN, nh<T.

The inequality (4.39) follows immediately from (4.40), (4.42), and (4.43). O

From Lemma 4.4 we deduce the estimate of the space derivatives. The proof
is similar to the one of Lemma 4.2, so we omit it.

Lemma 4.5 (Uniform estimate of the discrete space derivatives). Under the as-
sumptions of Lemma 4.4, we have the uniform estimate

RIE Uiy “? 1 e =
(4.44) oy ek L Jhhh < C.

neN i,jez y
nh<T

Finally, we derive approximate entropy inequalities satisfied by the scheme.

Lemma 4.6 (Approximate entropy inequalities). Suppose that the CFL stability
condition (4.37) and the condition (4.38) are satisfied. Let U:R — R be a
convex function of class C 2 and let (F, G) denote the numerical entropy flux
functions associated with p and q. Assume moreover that {uh} remains uni-
formly bounded in L*-norm. Then the scheme satisfies the entropy inequality
of the form (2.16), (2.17) (see Theorem 2.3).

Proof of Lemma 4.6. Let us introduce the notation

—n+1 n n n
(4.45) U =uj;—AWPiiinj—Picija, )
: n n ..
_)‘y(qi,j+1/2_qi,j—1/2)’ neN, i,j€Z,

so that with (4.3)-(4.5), we obtain
n+1 —n+1 n n n n
(4.46) wy =5 — (@~ %G1p,) ~ G = b o)
neN, i,je’.

Since an E-scheme in several space dimensions satisfies an exact cell entropy
inequality (Osher [35]), (4.45) gives

vt - Uy, )+)- (Fz+1/2 j - F “i2,)) A (G; JJ+1/2 G;”f‘l/z) <0,

i
neN, i,je’.
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Thus, subtracting U (u "“) = U,.'}“ and dividing by 4, we get
1 +1 1
E(U'n U )+ E(F}Z—I/Lj ~Fl))

i, i,
(4.47) 1
n n . .
h_( i +2 ~ Oi 1) SRy neN, i,jez,
where we have set
(4.48) R} = %(U(u;’“) ~u@*"), neN, i, jez.

Inequality (4.47) is exactly (2.16). It remains to prove that the R;'j terms satisfy
(2.17). Since the function U is convex, it results from (4.46) that

n+1 n n n
RU < —U(u )((al+l/2 j ,‘_1/2’]')+(bi,j+1/2_bi,j—l/z))’
neN, i,j€el.
Then, introducing a positive test function ¢ and using the estimate (4.44) to-

gether with the condition (4.38) on the antidiffusive fluxes, the same arguments
as in the proof of Lemma 4.3 show the inequality

(4.49) > 3 ot xR AR < CH T,
neN i,jez
nh<T

with y = min(a, #). That completes the proof. O

Finally, as in §4.4, using the general convergence theorems (Theorems 2.2-

2.4) of §2 and the uniqueness theorem of Di Perna (Theorem 2.1), we deduce
from Lemmas 4.4-4.6 the following theorem, which is the main result of this
paper.
Theorem 4.3 (Convergence of the difference schemes with antidiffusive fluxes).
Consider the family of approximate solutions {uh} nso Constructed by a scheme
with antidiffusive fluxes, (4.3)-(4.5) and (2.9), (2.10), for a scalar conservation
law in several space dimensions. Assume that this family is uniformly bounded in
L>-norm (¢f. Theorem 4.1). Then under the CFL stability condition (4.37) and
the condition (4.38) on the antidiffusive fluxes, the Young measure v associated
with the family {uh} reduces to a Dirac mass, i.e.,

v =4

t,x,y u(t,x,y)’
where u denotes the unique entropy weak L™ solution to problem (1.1), (1.2).
Hence, when h goes to zero, the approximate solutions u" converge to the unique
entropy weak solution u in the L' strong topology.

ae t>0, (x,y)€R2,

We recall that the L*-estimate assumed in Theorem 4.3 is actually ensured
by Theorem 4.1 for the main choices of antidiffusive fluxes introduced in the
literature. In particular, in the case of the scheme constructed in §4.2 from the
Van Leer flux limiter, we obtain the following convergence result (the proof is
omitted).
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Corollary 4.2 (Convergence of a scheme with flux limiter). Under the CFL sta-
bility condition (4.11) and the condition

(4.50) a, B ei3,1), a,, B, €[1,2],

the uniformly accurate version of the Van Leer scheme introduced in §4.2 con-
verges in the L'-norm strongly towards the unique entropy weak L™ solution of
the problem (1.1), (1.2).

Remark 4.2. A number of generalizations of Theorem 4.3 are possible. For
instance, if the E-schemes are chosen to be the modified Lax-Friedrichs scheme
(see §3.3), then in view of Theorem 3.2 it is clear that Theorem 4.3 remains
valid if (4.38) is replaced by the weaker condition

|@i1n | SCHY,  neN, i,jeZ, withae (s, 1),
1] 11l SCH', neN, i, jez, with fe(d,1).
In particular, Corollary 4.2 remains true if instead of (4.50) we assume that
al,ﬂle(%,l), a,, B, €[1, 2].
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