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Abstract

This work frames the problem of constructing non-oscillatory entropy stable fluxes as a least
square optimization problem. A flux sign stability condition is defined for a pair of entropy con-
servative flux (F ∗) and a non-oscillatory flux (F s). This novel approach paves a way to construct
non-oscillatory entropy stable flux (F̂ ) as a simple combination of (F ∗ and F s) which inherently
optimize the numerical diffusion in the entropy stable flux (F̂ ) such that it reduces to the underly-
ing non-oscillatory flux (F s) in the flux sign stable region. This robust approach is (i) agnostic to
the choice of flux pair (F ∗, F s), (ii) does not require the computation of costly dissipation operator
and high order reconstruction of scaled entropy variable to construct the diffusion term. Vari-
ous non-oscillatory entropy stable fluxes are constructed and exhaustive computational results for
standard test problems are given which show that these entropy stable schemes completely remove
spurious oscillations in approximating the discontinuities compared to the non-oscillatory schemes
using underlying fluxes (F s) only. Moreover, these entropy stable schemes maintain the formal
order of accuracy of the lower order flux in the pair.

Keywords: entropy stability, maximum principle, high order non-oscillatory schemes, sign stability
property, Hyperbolic conservation law, Least square optimization.
AMS subject classifications: 65M06, 35L65

1 Introduction

One of the topics of paramount interest in the area of numerical solution of partial differential
equations is to design schemes for non-linear hyperbolic systems of conservation laws. These equations
are natural models for many physical problems in areas of engineering and scientific studies like gas
dynamics, fluid flow problems, astrophysical flow etc. Generic one dimensional system of conservation
laws can be written in the form,

∂u

∂t
+
∂f(u)

∂x
= 0, ∀(x, t) ∈ R× R+, (1)

u(x, 0) = u0(x),∀x ∈ R, (2)

where vector f(u) : Rm → Rm is a smooth flux function of conserved vector quantity u(x, t) :
R×R+ → Rm. It is well known that (1) admits discontinuities like shock and rarefaction in its solution
which pose further problems like non-unique weak solutions, crisp and efficient numerical resolution of
these discontinuities. Some of the well known classical schemes converge to physically incorrect weak
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solution [34]. On one hand low order schemes yield smeared approximation of discontinuities whereas
on other hand uniformly high order schemes exhibit spurious oscillations around such discontinuities.
Therefore, it is required to device robust and efficient high order schemes which crisply capture these
discontinuities without introducing spurious oscillations. Moreover, one core requirement is that such
numerical schemes should yield solution which converges to viscosity solution of (1) [13].

Notably the viscosity solution shows two intrinsic properties (i) it satisfies a maximum principle [64]
and (ii) it uniquely satisfies entropy stability inequality [56]. These characteristics of the viscosity
solution paved the way for devising modern shock capturing schemes. There is a vast literature on
numerical schemes which are designed based on above characteristics of physically acceptable solution.
We mention a few foundational as well recent significant work which fall inline with the theme of this
paper.

Non-Oscillatory schemes which are designed following the maximum principle are monotone schemes
[10], high resolution total variation diminishing (TVD) schemes [23, 30, 53, 58, 63, 64]. Schemes that
weakly satisfy maximum principle are arbitrary high order accurate Essentially non-oscillatory (ENO)
[51], weighted ENO [49] schemes and their modified improved versions in [2, 4, 14, 25, 28, 29, 43, 47]
etc. Schemes satisfying the maximum principle ensure non-oscillatory approximation of discontinu-
ous solution but do not guarantee for its convergence to viscosity solution. It is important to note
that there are schemes which are entropy stable as well as strictly satisfy maximum principle e.g.,
monotone and TVD schemes [6,7,12,27,45], however they are at most first order accurate at solution
extrema [39,40,55].

Entropy stable fluxes for hyperbolic conservation laws can be obtained by adding numerical diffusion
into entropy conservative fluxes [54]. Some of the entropy stable schemes designed following this
approach are [1, 8, 9, 11, 12, 15, 16, 27, 54, 60, 62]. Note that, entropy stable schemes guarantee for
convergence to viscosity solution but they do not ensure for non-occurrence of oscillations in the
vicinity of discontinuities particularly higher order schemes due to the absence of suitable numerical
diffusion [1]. Note that deducing the suitable amount of this additive numerical diffusion such that
resulting entropy stable scheme maintains formal high order of accuracy and yet yields non-oscillatory
approximate solution is non-trivial and has been a topic of wide interest and research. The existing
approach for constructing high order non-oscillatory entropy stable flux using high order numerical
diffusion operator demands for (i) sign stability of the reconstructed scaled entropy variable which is
very restrictive requirement (ii) explicit computation of dissipation operator which is often costly and
problem dependent.

The aim of this work is to construct robust and efficient arbitrary high order non-oscillatory entropy
stable scheme for hyperbolic conservation laws (1). The idea is to design non-oscillatory entropy stable
fluxes such that additive numerical diffusion (i) is implicitly defined (ii) is robust in the sense that it
does not depend on sign property of the high order reconstructions of scaled entropy variable (iii) is
optimized in such a way that the non-oscillatory property of entropy stable flux is governed by some
established underlying non-oscillatory flux.

The rest of the paper is as follows: For motivation and completeness of the presentation a brief
introduction and challenges in the construction of high order non-oscillatory entropy stable fluxes are
highlighted in section 2. In 3, a quick introduction on non-oscillatory fluxes like TVD and ENO/WENO
is given. The main contribution of this work is given in section 4 where task of constructing non-
oscillatory entropy stable flux is posed as least square optimization problem and required numerical
diffusion is deduced using first order optimality condition. In section 5, a flux sign stability lemma
for entropy stability of any flux is given and used to retrospectively analyze some well known entropy
stable fluxes. In section 6, numerical results by various constructed entropy stable schemes are given
and compared. Conclusions are given in section 7.

2 Entropy stable scheme

This section briefly present theory and development of entropy stable schemes; and comprehensive
details can be found in [56,57]. We assume that system (1) is equipped with entropy pair (η(u), q(u))
which symmetrizes the system (1). Then it can be shown that a physical weak solution of (1) uniquely
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satisfies following entropy inequality
∂

∂t
η(u) +

∂

∂x
q(u) ≤ 0, (3)

where entropy function η ≡ η(u) : Rm → R is convex and entropy flux function q(u) : Rm → R satisfies
the following compatibility relation with entropy variable v = ηu(u)

vT fu = qTu . (4)

By virtue of the convexity of η, the mapping v → u is one-to-one and change of variable u = u(v)
transforms the system (1) into an equivalent symmetric form

∂

∂t
u(v) +

∂

∂x
g(u) = 0, g(v) = f(u(v). (5)

The system (5) is symmetric in the sense that the Jocobians of temporal and spatial fluxes of variable
v i.e., u(v) and g(v) respectively satisfy

H(v) = uv(v) = HT (v) > 0, B(v) = gv(v) = BT (v). (6)

Moreover, under (4), the Hessian of an entropy function symmetrizes the system (1) as follows [56]

ηuuA = [∂ηuuA]T , A =
∂f(u)

∂u
. (7)

In order to numerically approximate the solution of (1), discretize the spatial domain into intervals Ii =
[xi− 1

2
, xi+ 1

2
] using Cartesian mesh {xi}i∈Z with mesh size ∆x = xi+1−xi such that xi = (xi+ 1

2
+xi− 1

2
)/2.

Then the semi-discrete finite difference (or finite volume) conservative scheme to compute the updated
solution of (1) is given by

d

dt
ui(t) = − 1

∆xi

(
Fi+ 1

2
− Fi− 1

2

)
, (8)

where ui(t) = u(xi, t) and numerical flux function Fi+ 1
2
satisfies the consistency condition, that is

F(u,u, ...,u) = f(u). The scheme (8) is said to be entropy conservative if the computed solution
satisfies the following discrete entropy criterion,

d

dt
η(ui(t)) +

1

∆xi

(
qi+ 1

2
− qi− 1

2

)
= 0, (9)

where discrete entropy flux function qi+ 1
2

= q(ui−l+1, ...,ui+l), l ∈ Z+ is consistent with entropy flux
function q such that

q(u,u, ...,u) = q(u). (10)

Define the notations for jump and average of a discrete quantity zi, i ∈ Z by [[z]]i := zi+ 1
2
− zi− 1

2

and z̄i+ 1
2

:= 1
2(zi+1 + zi) respectively. Then a foundational approach to construct entropy conservative

numerical flux in [54] is as follows.

Theorem 1 Let a consistent numerical flux Fi+ 1
2

= F∗
i+ 1

2

satisfies

[[v]]i+ 1
2

F∗
i+ 1

2

= [[ψ]]i+ 1
2
, (11)

where ψ is entropy potential given by

ψ(v) = v · g(v)− q(u(v)). (12)

Then the scheme (8) with numerical flux F∗ is second order accurate and entropy conservative i.e.,
solution computed by scheme satisfies the discrete entropy equality (9) with numerical entropy flux

qi+ 1
2
≡ q∗

i+ 1
2

(ui,ui+1) = v̄T
i+ 1

2

F∗
i+ 1

2

− ψ̄i+ 1
2
. (13)

The entropy conservative flux F∗ obtained from (11) for scalar problem is unique, though suffers from
non uniqueness in case of the system of conservation laws. However, this non-uniqueness does not
severely impact the development of entropy conservative fluxes. Various second as well arbitrary high
order entropy conservative fluxes can be found in [5,16,27,33,56,60]. A detailed comparison of various
entropy conservative fluxes for Euler equation is given in [42].
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2.1 Entropy Stable fluxes and numerical diffusion

The entropy of the solution of hyperbolic conservation law (1) remains conserved for smooth solution
and dissipates only across shocks [1]. Therefore, schemes using entropy conservative fluxes work well
for smooth solutions however allow non-physical oscillations near shock due to the absence of numerical
diffusion which ensures that computed solution exhibits entropy dissipation. A standard procedure to
obtain such dissipative fluxes is to add numerical diffusion explicitly in to the entropy conservative
flux [54,56]. We state the result therein as follows,

Theorem 2 Let Di+ 1
2
∈ Rm×m be symmetric positive semi-definite i.e., Di+ 1

2
≥ 0 and F∗ : Rm →

Rm be entropy conservative flux, then the solution computed by scheme (8) using numerical flux of the
form

F̂i+ 1
2

= F∗
i+ 1

2

− 1

2
Di+ 1

2
[[v]]i+ 1

2
, (14)

satisfies the following discrete analog of the entropy inequality (3),

d

dt
η(ui(t)) +

1

∆xi

[
q̂i+ 1

2
− q̂i− 1

2

]
≤ 0, (15)

where numerical entropy flux q̂i+ 1
2

= q∗
i+ 1

2

− 1
2 v̄T

i+ 1
2

Di+ 1
2

[[v]]i+ 1
2
.

The defined flux F̂i+ 1
2
is called entropy stable flux and the term 1

2Di+ 1
2

[[v]]i+ 1
2
in (14) represents

numerical diffusion term. The numerical diffusion term in (14) is constituted by a symmetric positive
semi-definite dissipation operator Di+ 1

2
and the jump in discrete entropy variable vi. Note that,"A

conservative scheme which contain more numerical viscosity than that present in the entropy conser-
vative one is also entropy stable" [54]. Thus, constructing flux F̂i+ 1

2
which achieve entropy stabilty

can trivially be done using any symmetric Di+ 1
2
≥ 0. However, achieving high order accuracy and

non-oscillatory property in the entropy stable fluxes is non trivial. In particular:

2.1.1 Quest for suitable dissipation operator

The dissipation of the numerical entropy determines the discontinuity capturing ability of the
underlying scheme. Thus just the positiveness property of dissipation operator Di+ 1

2
alone is not

enough to ensure for truly oscillation free entropy stable scheme. Further, excessive dissipation causes
smeared approximation of the discontinuity whereas in the absence of sufficient diffusion, spurious
oscillations may occur in the vicinity of discontinuities. Thus the problem is to determine a suitable
diffusion operator Di+ 1

2
which enables the scheme to yield a crisp and non-oscillatory resolution of

discontinuities.
Let A = ∂uf(u) be the Jacobian matrix with complete set of independent eigen vectors such that

A = RΛR−1, where Λ is a non-negative diagonal matrix depending on eigenvalues of Jacobian A
and R is matrix of associated eigenvectors. Some examples of diffusion operator used in [16] are
Di+ 1

2
= R̃i+ 1

2
Λ̃i+ 1

2
R̃T
i+ 1

2

, where R̃ is a scaling of R such that uv = R̃R̃
T

and A = R̃ΛR̃T. The

subscript i+ 1
2 of R̃ and Λ̃ denotes an average state at cell interface xi+ 1

2
. Two of the choices used for

Λ therein are Roe type dissipation operator Λ = diag(|λ1|, |λ2|, . . . |λm|) and Rusanov type dissipation
operator Λ = max (|λ1|, |λ2|, . . . |λm|) Im×m. In [27], entropy consistent diffusion operator EC1 is
proposed using a second and third-order differential terms for Euler equation and it is given as,

ΛEC1 = |Λ|+ 1

6
| [[Λu±a]] |, (16)

where [[Λ]] = diag ([[u− a]] , 0, [[u+ a]]). However, extension of (16) for general hyperbolic systems is
not clear and its non-oscillatory nature depends on the choice of entropy function [12]. A total variation
diminishing condition is deduced on D such that the resulting entropy stable flux (14) ensures for the
complete removal of spurious oscillations in [12]. For systems it is defined as,

Di+ 1
2
≥ max

(
R̃|Λ|R̃T + |Q∗|, 0

)
, (17)
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where the entropy viscosity matrix Q∗ in terms of Jacobian B(v) in (6) is given by,

Q∗ =

∫ 1
2

− 1
2

2ξ B
(
vi+ 1

2
(ξ)
)
, vi+ 1

2
= v̄i+ 1

2
+ ξ [[v]]i+ 1

2
. (18)

Clearly, to obtain diffusion operator in (17), one needs to explicitly calculate entropy viscosity which
often may not be efficiently computable. Apart from above, the diffusion operator D in the context

of Shallow water hydrodynamics equation is given by using Cholesky decomposition of matrix
∂u

∂v
in [11]. Thus it can be observed that for general system (1), defining and computing a suitable D is a
complicate need to design non-oscillatory entropy stable flux.

2.1.2 Need for sign stable high order reconstruction

Note that irrespective of order of accuracy of flux F∗, entropy stable schemes with numerical
diffusion term 1

2Di+ 1
2

[[v]]i+ 1
2
are only first order accurate as the jump [[v]]i+ 1

2
in entropy variable

across cell interface xi+ 1
2
is of order ∆x. Thus in order to achieve high order entropy stable flux,

a high order reconstruction of the jump in the entropy variable v is needed as shown in TECNO
schemes [16]. More precisely, let v±i be (2k − 1)th order reconstruction of entropy variable v, then
(2k− 1)th order entropy stable flux is obtained by adding (2k− 1)th order diffusion term to 2kth order
entropy conservative flux in the form

F̂i+ 1
2

= F∗
i+ 1

2

− 1

2
R̃i+ 1

2
Λ̃i+ 1

2
〈〈w̃〉〉i+ 1

2
, (19)

where 〈〈w̃〉〉i+ 1
2

= w̃+
i+1 − w̃−i is the jump in the reconstructed values of scaled entropy variable

w±i = R̃T
i+ 1

2

vi defined as w̃±i = R̃T
i+ 1

2

v±i . It is shown in [16] that flux (19) is entropy stable provided
reconstruction of scaled entropy variable satisfies the following component wise sign property at each
interface xi+ 1

2
,

sign
(
〈〈w̃〉〉i+ 1

2

)
= sign

(
〈〈w〉〉i+ 1

2

)
, (20)

which in scalar case reduces to

sign
(
〈〈v〉〉i+ 1

2

)
= sign

(
[[v]]i+ 1

2

)
. (21)

where

〈〈w̃〉〉i+ 1
2

= w̃+
i+1 − w̃−i = R̃T

i+ 1
2

v−i+1 − R̃T
i+ 1

2

v+
i = R̃T

i+ 1
2

〈〈v〉〉i+ 1
2
, (22)

〈〈w〉〉i+ 1
2

= w+
i+1 −w−i = R̃T

i+ 1
2

vi+1 − R̃T
i+ 1

2

vi = R̃T
i+ 1

2

[[v]]i+ 1
2
. (23)

It is needed to state here that, this scaling involve expansive matrix-vector multiplication between
scaled matrix R̃ and entropy vector v at each cell interface. For each component l, (20) is defined as〈〈

wl
〉〉
i+ 1

2
> 0, then

〈〈
w̃l
〉〉
i+ 1

2
≥ 0,〈〈

wl
〉〉
i+ 1

2
< 0, then

〈〈
w̃l
〉〉
i+ 1

2
≤ 0,〈〈

wl
〉〉
i+ 1

2
= 0, then

〈〈
w̃l
〉〉
i+ 1

2
= 0.

(24)

Further, note that TeCNO framework [16] for constructing high order non-oscillatory schemes demands
for sign stability property (20) in the high order reconstruction and therefore, only ENO reconstruction
could be used therein. Authors in [1] modified the TECNO framework which demands sign stablity
of scaled entropy variable only accross the locally significantly jumps and hence can work with other
high order reconstructions e.g., third order WENO and high order TVD reconstruction. In [11], high-
order accurate well-balanced semi-discrete entropy stable schemes are developed for shallow water
magneto hydrodynamics by adding diffusion using a switch function proposed in [1]. The construction
of suitable dissipation term therein again based on the WENO reconstruction of the scaled entropy
variables. Recently in [36], the third order WENO reconstruction of scaled entropy variable is proposed
to construct entropy stable schemes for shallow water equations.
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3 Non-Oscillatory Schemes

This section present a quick review of class of prevailing non-oscillatory schemes. Note that,
oscillatory approximations for discontinuous solution of (1) can not be considered as admissible solution
since it violates the following global maximum principle MP satisfied by the its physically admissible
solution. In scalar case MP is given as,

min
x

(u0(x)) ≤ u(x, t) ≤ max
x

(u0(x)),∀(x, t) ∈ R× R+. (25)

As mentioned earlier, examples of Maximum principle (25) satisfying schemes are monotone schemes
[10], total variation diminishing (TVD) schemes [19, 23, 53, 63]. Apart from these schemes, other
non-oscillatory schemes which do not strictly follow maximum principle but practically give excellent
non-oscillatory numerical results are uniformly non-oscillatory scheme [24], essentially non-oscillatory
(ENO) and weighted ENO schemes [49–51] and references therein. Among these non-oscillatory
schemes, ENO and WENO schemes are very attractive as they preserve formal higher order of ac-
curacy unlike monotone and TVD schemes and are well developed now [2–4,21,25,28,41,43].

3.1 High order non-oscillatory fluxes

The fluxes corresponding to ENO/WENO schemes rely on high order reconstruction/interpolation
of the conserved quantity at cell interface xi+ 1

2
. Let v(x), x ∈ Σ ⊂ R be a piece-wise continuous

function and the domain Σ be partitioned with the grids {xi}, i ∈ Z, and the point values be given by
vi = v(xi). Then the k-th order ENO interpolation procedure in an arbitrary interval Ii := [xi− 1

2
, xi+ 1

2
]

utilizes (2k − 1) grid point stencil and consists of two steps. The first step chooses smoothest stencil
among k consecutive points Spref = {xi−r, . . . , xi, . . . , xi−r+k−1}, where r ∈ {0, 1, . . . , (k − 1)}. Then,
a unique (k − 1)-th degree polynomial pi(x) passing through such Spref is used to interpolate conserved
variable at cell interfaces xi± 1

2
as,

v−
i+ 1

2

= pi(xi+ 1
2
),

v+
i− 1

2

= pi(xi− 1
2
).

Compared to ENO, with WENO reconstruction one can achieve improved (2k − 1)th order accuracy
using same (2k − 1) point stencil for smooth data. The idea in WENO reconstruction is to consider
a convex combination of reconstructed values at cell interfaces xi+ 1

2
using all (k − 1)th order unique

polynomials pri (x) which reconstruct function v(x) over sub stencil Sr(i) = {xi+r−k+1, ......, xi+r}, r =
0, ....k − 1 [50]. Such (2k − 1)th order accurate reconstructed values are given by

v−
i+ 1

2

=
k−1∑
r=0

ωrp
r
i (xi+ 1

2
), v+

i− 1
2

=
k−1∑
r=0

ω̃rp
r
i (xi− 1

2
), (26)

where non-linear weights wr, w̃r are given by

ωr =
αr∑k
p=0 αp

, ω̃r =
α̃r∑k
p=0 α̃p

, (27a)

with
αr =

γr
(ε+ βr)2

, α̃r =
γ̃r

(ε+ βr)2
. (27b)

The constants γr and γ̃r are such that

k−1∑
r=0

γrp
r
i (xi+ 1

2
)− v(xi+ 1

2
) = O(h2k−1),
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and
k−1∑
r=0

γ̃rp
r
i (xi− 1

2
)− v(xi− 1

2
) = O(h2k−1).

The parameters βr’s in (27b) measure the smoothness and are given by

βr =

k∑
l=1

∫ x
i+1

2

x
i− 1

2

∆x2l−1

(
dl

dxl
pji (x)

)2

dx, (j = 0, 1, ..., k − 1). (28)

A good detail on ENO/WENO reconstruction and interpolation procedure can be found in [17,49]. In
scalar case, the ENO/WENO flux F s

i+ 1
2

in the finite difference semi-discrete conservative approximation

(8) is reconstructed by point values f(ui). More precisely, use f+(ui) to reconstruct the positive cell
interface numerical flux F+

i+ 1
2

= v−
i+ 1

2

and use f−(ui) to reconstruct the negative cell interface numerical

flux F−
i+ 1

2

= v+
i+ 1

2

. The positive and negative flux f± satisfy f(u) = f(u)+ + f(u)− which can be

obtained by any suitable flux splitting such that f(u)+

du ≥ 0, f(u)−

du ≤ 0 [49]. For example, following
simple Lax-Friedrichs splitting,

f±(u) =
1

2
(f(u)± σu), (29)

where σ = max
u
|f ′(u)| over the relevant range of u. Finally, the non-oscillatory ENO/WENO numerical

flux can be obtained by F s
i+ 1

2

= F+
i+ 1

2

+ F−
i+ 1

2

. We conclude this section by stating that despite of
active efforts to develop high order entropy stable schemes, entropy stable fluxes are never designed to
explicitly mimic properties of established aforementioned high order non-oscillatory fluxes.

4 Least square optimization Problem

Throughout in the paper, vector functions F̂ and F∗ denote generic numerical entropy stable flux
and entropy conservative flux respectively whereas Fs denotes non-oscillatory numerical flux function
of any stable scheme like monotone, TVD or ENO, WENO schemes etc. More precisely, let Fs be any
nth order consistent non-oscillatory numerical flux for (8) of a non-oscillatory finite difference scheme
such that

1

∆x
(Fs

i+ 1
2

− Fs
i− 1

2

) =
∂f(u)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=xi

+O(∆xn). (30)

Also, let F∗ be a mth order consistent entropy conservative flux for (14) such that

1

∆x
(F∗

i+ 1
2

− F∗
i− 1

2

) =
∂f(u)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=xi

+O(∆xm). (31)

Further, the scheme with flux F∗ satisfies the discrete entropy equality (9) with some appropriate
numerical entropy function q. For example, in m = 2pth, p ∈ N order entropy conservative schemes [33]
the numerical entropy function is

qi+ 1
2

=

p∑
k=1

αpk

k−1∑
l=1

q∗
i+ 1

2

(ui−l,ui−l+k), (32)

where q∗ is second order numerical entropy flux function (13) and αpk’s solve the linear system

p∑
k=1

kαpk = 1,

p∑
i=1

i2j−1αpk = 0, (j = 2, 3, . . . p). (33)

Note that for the problem (1), these numerical fluxes are discrete vector functions such as F̂i+ 1
2

:

Rm → Rm, F∗
i+ 1

2

: Rm → Rm, and Fs
i+ 1

2

: Rm → Rm. Denote by P the set of symmetric positive

7



definite matrices P ∈ Rm×m s.t. xTPx ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ Rm and Mi,j represents (i, j)th element of a matrix
M. Further, denote by ∇D the matrix differentiation operator with respect to matrix Di+ 1

2
defined

either in ω or α-derivative sense [38]. We prefer to use ω-derivative definition, however the arguments
used in the following part of this section hold true for α-derivative definition too. On dropping out
the sub-script i+ 1

2 in D, the ω-derivative of any n× q matrix function G w.r.t. m×m matrix D is
defined as

∇ωDG(D) =


∂G(D)
∂D1,1

∂G(D)
∂D1,2

. . . ∂G(D)
∂D1,m

∂G(D)
∂D2,1

∂G(D)
∂D2,2

. . . ∂G(D)
∂D2,m

...
...

. . .
...

∂G(D)
∂Dm,1

∂G(D)
∂Dm,2

. . . ∂G(D)
∂Dm,m


mn×qm

, (34)

where

∂G(D)
∂Di,j

=


∂G1,1

∂Di,j

∂G1,2

∂Di,j
. . .

∂G1q

∂Di,j
∂F2,1

∂Di,j

∂G2,2

∂Di,j
. . .

∂G2q

∂Di,j

...
...

. . .
...

∂Gn,1

∂Di,j

∂Gn,2

∂Di,j
. . .

∂Gnq

∂Di,j


n×q

, (35)

In this setting, using (14) the problem of constructing entropy stable flux F̂i+ 1
2
which can imitate

non-oscillatory property of Fs
i+ 1

2

, be posed as following modified least square problem i.e.,

P1 : Given [[v]]i+ 1
2
∈ Rm, find matrix Di+ 1

2
∈ P ⊂ Rm×m s.t.

1

2
Di+ 1

2
[[v]]i+ 1

2
= F∗

i+ 1
2

− Fs
i+ 1

2

.

Using (14), P1 can be written as: find matrix Di+ 1
2
∈ P ⊂ Rm×m s.t. F̂i+ 1

2
= Fs

i+ 1
2

. This least square
problem can be reformulated as following equivalent minimization problem

P2 : min
D∈P
‖F̂i+ 1

2
− Fs

i+ 1
2

‖ ⇐⇒ min
D∈P
‖F̂i+ 1

2
− Fs

i+ 1
2

‖2 (36)

The problem of deducing such minimizing D can equivalently be written as optimization problem

P3 : D = arg min
D

i+1
2
∈P
J(Di+ 1

2
) where J(Di+ 1

2
) =

1

2

(
F∗
i+ 1

2

− 1

2
Di+ 1

2
[[v]]i+ 1

2
− Fs

i+ 1
2

)2

, (37)

where J(Di+ 1
2
) is the cost or penalty function. Thanks to convexity of J(Di+ 1

2
) a unique minimizer

Di+ 1
2
exists and can be determined by using the first order optimality condition. Differentiating J(D)

w.r.t. matrix D in ω-derivative sense, we have,

∇D
i+1

2

J(D) =

(
F∗
i+ 1

2

− 1

2
Di+ 1

2
[[v]]i+ 1

2
− Fs

i+ 1
2

)(
−1

2
∇D

i+1
2

(Di+ 1
2

[[v]]i+ 1
2
)

)
(38)

Consider the first order sufficient optimality condition i.e., ∇D
i+1

2

J(D) = 0 to deduce the minimizing
optimizer Do. Following two cases arise

• Let [[v]]i+ 1
2

= 0, then the tensor ∇D
i+1

2

(
Di+ 1

2
[[v]]i+ 1

2

)
≡ 0 identically. This case corresponds

a non-shock solution region where entropy remains conservative and entropy stability is trivially
achieved by F∗

i+ 1
2

(irrespective of the choice of D in (14)). In fact, in this case from minimization
problem it follows that, F∗

i+ 1
2

= Fs
i+ 1

2

. It also explains the well behaved numerical approximation
by entropy conservative schemes in the case of smooth solution.

• Let [[v]]i+ 1
2
6= 0, then the tensor ∇D

i+1
2

(
Di+ 1

2
[[v]]i+ 1

2

)
6≡ 0 identically. Then (38) imposes the

following condition on minimizing optimizer Do

1

2
Do
i+ 1

2

[[v]]i+ 1
2

= F∗
i+ 1

2

− Fs
i+ 1

2

. (39)
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Note that solving (39) to explicitly obtain minimizing Do in system case is non-trivial. However,
the good thing to be observed from (14) is that, to construct entropy stable flux F̂i+ 1

2
the explicit

computation of minimizing Do is not needed and diffusion term 1
2Do

i+ 1
2

[v]i+ 1
2
can be directly replaced

by right hand side expression of (39). In addition, for entropy stability of the flux F̂, the positivity
condition Do ≥ 0 must hold (refer Theorem 2).

Note that positivity condition Do ≥ 0, naturally follows under the following flux sign stability
property,

sign
(
F∗
i+ 1

2

− Fs
i+ 1

2

)
= sign

(
[[v]]i+ 1

2

)
. (40)

Finally, using property (40) the optimized non-oscillatory numerical diffusion for constructing entropy
stable flux (14) is defined as

1

2
Do
i+ 1

2

[[v]]i+ 1
2

=

{
F∗
i+ 1

2

− Fs
i+ 1

2

if sign
(
F∗
i+ 1

2

− Fs
i+ 1

2

)
= sign

(
[[v]]i+ 1

2

)
,

0 else.
(41)

Alternatively, the entropy stable flux F̂i+ 1
2
can be expressed as the following convex combination

F̂i+ 1
2

= F∗
i+ 1

2

− χi+ 1
2

(
F∗
i+ 1

2

− Fs
i+ 1

2

)
, (42)

where

χi+ 1
2

=

{
1 if sign

(
F∗
i+ 1

2

− Fs
i+ 1

2

)
= sign

(
[[v]]i+ 1

2

)
,

0 else.

Theorem 3 The numerical scheme with flux (14) and numerical diffusion (41) is entropy stable and
its solution satisfies

d

dt
η(ui(t)) +

1

∆xi

[
q̂i+ 1

2
− q̂i− 1

2

]
≤ 0, (43)

where discrete entropy function q̂i+ 1
2

= q∗
i+ 1

2

− 1

2
v̄T
i+ 1

2

Do
i+ 1

2

[[v]]i+ 1
2
and q∗

i+ 1
2

is the numerical entropy
flux associated with the entropy conservative flux F∗

i+ 1
2

.

Proof: It follows from (41) that

[[v]]Ti+ 1
2

Do
i+ 1

2

[[v]]i+ 1
2

=

 [[v]]Ti+ 1
2

(
F∗
i+ 1

2

− Fs
i+ 1

2

)
if sign

(
[[v]]i+ 1

2

)
= sign

(
F∗
i+ 1

2

− Fs
i+ 1

2

)
[v]Ti+ 1

2
· 0 else

 ≥ 0.

(44)
Now on multiplying the scheme (8) with vT and following the steps as in [54] we get

d

dt
η(ui(t)) +

1

∆xi

[
q̂i+ 1

2
− q̂i− 1

2

]
= − 1

4∆x

(
[[v]]Ti+ 1

2
Do
i+ 1

2

[[v]]i+ 1
2

+ [[v]]Ti− 1
2

Do
i− 1

2

[[v]]i− 1
2

)
≤ 0.

�

5 Non-oscillatory Entropy stable flux

In scalar case, on applying Mean value theorem on entropy variable v(u) we get ,

[[v]]i+ 1
2

= vu(ξ) [[u]]i+ 1
2
, (45)

where ξ ∈ [ui, ui+1]. Since η(u) is convex, vu(ξ) = ηuu(ξ) ≥ 0 and it follows

sign
(

[[v]]i+ 1
2

)
= sign

(
[[u]]i+ 1

2

)
. (46)
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For systems, the component-wise non-oscillatory entropy stable flux can be defined using (42) in the
following simple form

F̂i+ 1
2

=

 Fs
i+ 1

2

if sign
(

[[v]]i+ 1
2

)
= sign

(
F∗
i+ 1

2

− Fs
i+ 1

2

)
,

F∗
i+ 1

2

else.
(47)

The following Lemma trivially follows for system (1) which is equipped with symmetrizing entropy
pair (η(u), q(u)) and provides an entropy stability condition for a given flux using flux sign stability
property (40).

Lemma 4 Let F be any consistent numerical flux for system (1) and if there exists a consistent entropy
conservative flux F∗ for (1) such that

Fi+ 1
2

= F∗
i+ 1

2

− 1

2
D̃i+ 1

2
[[v]]i+ 1

2
, (48)

where D̃i+ 1
2
is any unknown scaling factor, then F is entropy stable provided it satisfies the following

component-wise flux sign stability property

sign
(
F∗
i+ 1

2

− Fi+ 1
2

)
= sign

(
[[v]]i+ 1

2

)
. (49)

Proof: Rewrite (48) as

F∗
i+ 1

2

− Fi+ 1
2

=
1

2
D̃i+ 1

2
[[v]]i+ 1

2
, (50)

Clearly, under the flux sign stability conditions (49), scaling factor D̃i+ 1
2
≥ 0. Thus from Theorem 2

the flux (48) is entropy stable. �

In the following, Lemma 4 is tested for some well known non-oscillatory entropy stable fluxes including
high order TeCNO fluxes, which shows that they also satisfy the flux sign stability property (49).

5.1 First order Entropy stable flux

We remark that the first order entropy stable fluxes in [12,27], are of the form (48) and under (46)
naturally satisfy flux sign stability condition (49) for the dissipation operators characterizes by (16) or
(17). We further consider the following flux of a generic three point conservative scheme,

Fi+ 1
2

= f̄i+ 1
2
− 1

2
αi+ 1

2
[[u]]i+ 1

2
. (51)

On writing the second order entropy conservative flux (11) in viscosity form [56],

F∗
i+ 1

2

= f̄i+ 1
2
− 1

2
Q∗
i+ 1

2

[[v]]i+ 1
2
, (52)

where Q∗ is defined in (18). Note from (6) that

[[u]]i+ 1
2

=

∫ 1/2

ξ=−1/2

d

dξ
u(v(ξ))i+ 1

2
dξ =

∫ 1/2

ξ=−1/2
H(vi+ 1

2
(ξ))dξ. [[v]]i+ 1

2
. (53)

Thus using αi+ 1
2

[[u]]i+ 1
2

= Qi+ 1
2

[[v]]i+ 1
2
, flux (51) can be written in terms of entropy variable,

F = f̄i+ 1
2
− 1

2
Qi+ 1

2
[[v]]i+ 1

2
, (54)

where

Qi+ 1
2

= αi+ 1
2

∫ 1/2

ξ=−1/2
H(vi+ 1

2
(ξ))dξ. (55)
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In [56] using comparison, it is shown that flux (51) is entropy stable provided

αi+ 1
2
≥ max

λ,|ξ|≤1/2

∣∣∣λ [A(u(vi+ 1
2
(ξ)))

]∣∣∣ . (56)

Moreover note that, under (56), inequality Qi+ 1
2
≥ Q∗i+ 1

2
holds [56]. From (52) and (54) we have

F∗
i+1

2
− Fi+1

2
=

1

2
(Q−Q∗) [[v]]i+ 1

2
.

Clearly, under the condition (56) and from (46), the flux sign stability property (49) holds. Therefore,
the flux (51) is entropy stable. Examples of viscosity coefficient of such entropy stable fluxes are,

• αi+ 1
2

= max
λ,|ξ|≤1/2

∣∣∣λ [A(u(vi+ 1
2
(ξ)))

]∣∣∣ viz Rusanov viscosity [44].

• αi+ 1
2

= max
λ,u
|λ [A(u)] | viz Lax-Friedrichs viscosity [18].

�

5.2 High order entropy stable TeCNO flux

The high order numerical fluxes in [1, 11,16,36] etc can be written as

Fi+ 1
2

= F∗
i+ 1

2

− 1

2
R̃i+ 1

2
Λ̃i+ 1

2
〈〈w̃〉〉i+ 1

2
. (57)

Flux (57) is entropy stable provided

sign
(
R̃T
i+ 1

2

〈〈v〉〉i+ 1
2

)
= sign

(
R̃T
i+ 1

2

[[v]]i+ 1
2

)
. (58)

On using scaled entropy variable relation (22), equation (57) can be written as

F∗i+ 1
2
− Fi+ 1

2
=

1

2
R̃i+ 1

2
Λ̃i+ 1

2
R̃T
i+ 1

2

〈〈v〉〉i+ 1
2
, (59)

where R̃i+ 1
2
Λ̃i+ 1

2
R̃T
i+ 1

2

≥ 0 [16]. Thus on using equality sign(Mx) = sign(M)sign(x) = sign(x), ∀0 ≤
M ∈ P, and ∀x ∈ Rm, we have

sign
(
F∗
i+ 1

2

− Fi+ 1
2

)
= sign

(
〈〈v〉〉i+ 1

2

)
= sign

(
[[v]]i+ 1

2

)
i.e., flux sign stability property (49) holds. �

5.3 Example of a flux sign stable pair (F∗,4,Fs,3)

We show that forth order entropy conservative and and third non-oscillatory WENO flux pair
satisfies the flux sign stability property across discontinuities. Note that the flux sign stability property
is defined component wise therefore following proof in scalar setting suffice. We note that discontinuities
in the solution can be characterized by locally significant jump (LSJ) [1]. More precisely, let {ui}
denotes the set of discrete data values of a function u(x) at xi then the discrete set {ui} has a locally
significant jump in the interval [xi, xi+1] if

|ui+1 − ui| > max(|ui − ui−1|, |ui+2 − ui+1|). (60)

i.e., jump in the interval [xi, xi+1] is bigger than the jumps on immediate left and right intervals.

Let r+
i =

[[u]]
i− 1

2
[[u]]

i+1
2

and r−i =
[[u]]

i+1
2

[[u]]
i− 1

2

, where [[∗]]i+ 1
2

= (∗)i+1 − (∗)i. It follows from (60) that for a

discontinuity present in cell [xi, xi+1], conditions |[[u]]i−1/2| < |[[u]]i+1/2| and |[[u]]i+3/2| < |[[v]]i+1/2|
hold which in turn implies that at discontinuity

|r+
i | < 1 and |r−i+1| < 1. (61)
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Theorem 5 Let F ∗,4 be the forth order entropy conservative flux and F s,3 be third WENO flux then
for the linear problem

ut + ux = 0, u(x, 0) = u0(x), (62)

the condition
sign(F ∗,4

i+ 1
2

− F s,3
i+ 1

2

) = sign([[v]]i+1/2) (63)

is satisfied at solution discontinuities.

Proof: For scalar problem (62) v = u and

F ∗,4 =
4

3

(
ui + ui+1

2

)
− 1

6

(
ui−1 + ui+1

2
+
ui + ui+2

2

)
(64)

F s,3 = w0

(
3

2
ui −

1

2
ui−1

)
+ w1

(
1

2
(ui + ui+1)

)
(65)

where w0, w1 are non-linear WENO weights satisfying w0 + w1 = 1, w0 ≥ 0, w1 ≥ 0. Then we have

F ∗,4 − F s,3 =
w0

2
(ui+1 − ui) +

(
1

12
− w0

2

)
(ui − ui−1)− 1

12
(ui+2 − ui+1)

=

(
w0

2
(1− r+

i ) +
1

12
r+
i −

1

12
r−i+1

)
[[u]]i+ 1

2

= D[[u]]i+ 1
2

(66)

where D = w0
2 (1 − r+

i ) + 1
12r

+
i −

1
12r
−
i+1. Clearly at solution discontinuity, condition (63) will satisfy

provided D ≥ 0 i.e.,

(1− r+
i ) ≥ 1

6w0
(r−i+1 − r

+
i ) (67)

We refer [41], where third order WENO weights w0 for non-oscillatory approximation is characterized
as a function of r+

i . It is shown therein that w0(r+
i ) ≥ 1/3 for |r+

i | < 1. Thus the above inequality
(69) satisfies at discontinuity if

(1− r+
i ) ≥ 1

2
(r−i+1 − r

+
i ), (68)

Or
(1− r+

i ) ≥ (r−i+1 − r
+
i )⇒ r−i+1 ≤ 1, (69)

which is indeed the case at LSJ or discontinuities. Therefore, at discontinuities the entropy stable flux
F̂ in (14) reduces to non-oscillatory F s,3 flux i.e., formulation (47) yields a non-oscillatory entropy
stable scheme.

6 Numerical Result

The approach to construct entropy stable flux (47) is generic and robust as it can work with richly
available any entropy conservative F∗ and any non-oscillatory Fs fluxes. Entropy conservative fluxes
for large class of hyperbolic systems can be found in [5,11,16,27,33,60] whereas non-oscillatory fluxes
can be chosen from [2,3,22,28,37,41,49,63,64]. In the following, several numerical tests are presented
to demonstrate the accuracy and non-oscillatory capability of entropy stable schemes using various
combinations. Precisely, we choose following setting to construct entropy stable non-oscillatory fluxes
and numerical computations:
Entropy conservative fluxes: We choose entropy conservative flux F∗ given in [33,54]. In particular,
we use following second, fourth and sixth order entropy conservative fluxes

F∗,4
i+ 1

2

=
4

3
F∗
i+ 1

2

(ui,ui+1)− 1

6
(F∗

i+ 1
2

(ui−1,ui+1) + F∗
i+ 1

2

(ui,ui+2)) (70)
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F∗,6
i+ 1

2

=
3

2
F∗
i+ 1

2

(ui,ui+1)− 3

10
(F∗

i+ 1
2

(ui−1,ui+1) + F∗
i+ 1

2

(ui,ui+2))

+
1

30
(F∗

i+ 1
2

(ui−2,ui+1) + F∗
i+ 1

2

(ui−1,ui+2) + F∗
i+ 1

2

(ui,ui+3)) (71)

where F∗
i+ 1

2

(a,b) is second order entropy conservative fluxes satisfying (11) [11, 16,27,56,57].
Non-oscillatory fluxes: The used non-oscillatory fluxes Fs are first order Local Lax-Friedrichs or
Rusanov flux (51), second and third order ENO fluxes [49], third and fifth order WENO-JS fluxes with
Jiang-Shu weights [28, 41]. For comparison of results in Figure 3 WENO-Z fluxes with weight [3] is
also used. In the m-system case (1), a straightforward and computationally efficient component-wise
reconstruction [50] is used as follows:

1. Split the physical flux f(u) in (1) as,

f(u) = f(u)+ + f(u)−, (72)

such that
df(u)

du

+

≥ 0 and
df(u)

du

−
≤ 0.

2. Themth component of discrete numerical flux F±
i+ 1

2

using ENO/WENO reconstructions is defined
as,

F (m)±
i+ 1

2
= v∓

i+ 1
2

, (73)

where v̄i = f
(m)±
i is taken as input.

3. Then the non-oscillatory ENO/WENO numerical flux is obtained by,

Fi+ 1
2

= F+
i+ 1

2

+ F−
i+ 1

2

. (74)

Time integration: For time marching in (8), following explicit third order strong stability preserv-
ing(SSP) Runge-Kutta methods is used [20,48].

u(1) = un +4tL(un), (75)

u(2) =
3

4
u(n) +

1

4

(
u(1) +4tL(u(1)

)
,

u(n+1) =
1

3
+

2

3
u(2) +

2

3
4tL(u(2)), (76)

where [L(u)]i = − 1
∆x

[[
F̂
]]
i
. The extension of the schemes for multi-dimensional test problems on

regular mesh is done by dimension by dimension or tensorial approach [16,49] is utilized.
Name Convention: The following name convention is used to annotate the results: legend EC-m-
Fw-n denotes the numerical result using entropy stable scheme constructed by combination of mth

order accurate entropy conservative flux F ∗ and nth order non-oscillatory flux F s. For example, EC-6-
WENOJS-5 represents entropy stable flux obtained by combining 6th order entropy conservative flux
(71) with the fifth order non-oscillatory WENOJS flux [3].

6.1 Scalar conservation law

We consider scalar problems to analyze the accuracy and non-oscillatory nature of various entropy
stable schemes obtained by different combinations of entropy conservative fluxes F ∗ and non-oscillatory
fluxes F s.
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6.1.1 Linear transport equation:

Consider the following linear equation

ut + ux = 0, (77)

along with the following initial conditions.

• IC1: To test accuracy of schemes:

u(x, 0) = −sin(πx), x ∈ [−1, 1]. (78)

In Table 1 to 4, the L∞ and L1 convergence rate of different non-oscillatory entropy stable schemes
is given and compared with the corresponding non-oscillatory scheme with respect to initial
condition (78). It can be seen that the entropy stable scheme usingmth order entropy conservative
flux and nth order non-oscillatory flux EC-m-Fw-n maintains the kth order convergence rate,
where k = min(m,n).

• IC2: To test non-oscillatory property of schemes:

u(x, 0) =

{
1 |x| ≤ 1

10
0 else

, x ∈ [−1, 1]. (79)

In figures 1, 2 and 3, computed solutions corresponding to initial condition (79) by various entropy
stable schemes are given and compared. It can be observed that these entropy stable schemes do
not produce any spurious oscillations in the vicinity of discontinuities. From Figures 1 and 2 it
can be observed that the resolution of discontinuities by entropy stable schemes is characterized
by underlying kth order flux F ∗ or F s. In figure 3, results are compared between entropy stable
schemes using WENO-JS weights [28] and their modified version improved WENO-Z weights
[3] to achieve optimal third-order accuracy regardless of the critical point. This improvement
between third order WENO-JS and WENO-Z fluxes also reflects clearly in the computational
results in Figure 3 (Left).

6.1.2 Burgers equation

Consider the Burger’s equation

ut +

(
u2

2

)
x

= 0, x ∈ [−1, 1], (80)

with periodic boundary condition. The following initial conditions are chosen

• IC3: To test accuracy of schemes:

u(x, 0) = 1 +
1

2
sin(πx). (81)

The solution of Burgers equation corresponding to (81) remains smooth until pre-shock time
T = Tb. In Table 6.1.2, the L∞ and L1 convergence rate of different non-oscillatory entropy
stable schemes is given and compared with the corresponding non-oscillatory scheme with respect
to the initial condition (78). Similar to linear case, entropy stable schemes EC-m-Fw-n maintains
the kth order convergence rate, where k = min(m,n).

• IC4: To test non-oscillatory property:

u(x, 0) =


sin(πx), |x| > 4,

3, −1 ≤ x ≤ −0.5,
1.0, −0.5 ≤ x ≤ 0,
3.0, 0.0 ≤ x < 0.5,
1.0, else.

x ∈ [−4, 4]. (82)
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Figure 1: Linear transport equation for non-oscillatory property: Each sub figure corresponds to the
fixed EC flux F ∗ with different F s fluxes.
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Figure 2: Linear transport equation for non-oscillatory property: Each sub figure corresponds to
different EC flux with fixed F s flux.
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ENO-2
N L∞ error Rate L1 error Rate
20 0.103650350580194 -Inf 0.100929889040078 -Inf
40 0.041704628948130 1.31 0.028772670613416 1.81
80 0.017091991415075 1.29 0.007888602609992 1.87
160 0.006973305119206 1.29 0.002081311252851 1.92
320 0.002825010666346 1.30 0.000547242910005 1.93
640 0.001140808448396 1.31 0.000143102433616 1.94

EC2-ENO-2
20 0.103650350580194 - 0.100929889040078 -
40 0.041704628948130 1.31 0.028772670613416 1.81
80 0.017091991415075 1.29 0.007888602609992 1.87
160 0.006973305119206 1.29 0.002081311252851 1.92
320 0.002825010666346 1.30 0.000547242910005 1.93
640 0.001140808448396 1.31 0.000143102433616 1.94

EC4-ENO-2
20 0.101147595657889 - 0.100570557317309 -
40 0.041672834586009 1.28 0.028450506050033 1.82
80 0.017076078517514 1.29 0.007834801357435 1.86
160 0.006957858965941 1.30 0.002069192494543 1.92
320 0.002822571755367 1.30 0.000544841502157 1.93
640 0.001140309717931 1.31 0.000142661434106 1.93

EC6-ENO-2
20 0.100718064441172 - 0.100246810487900 -
40 0.041640706191883 1.27 0.028443864620176 1.82
80 0.017049582878448 1.29 0.007832290131885 1.86
160 0.006954018562111 1.29 0.002069509727474 1.92
320 0.002821703047318 1.30 0.000544868940700 1.93
640 0.001139926469693 1.31 0.000142666777703 1.93

Table 1: Linear transport equation: Convergence rate of base non-oscillatory schemes and correspond-
ing entropy stable schemes EC-m-F s-n for initial condition (78), ∆t = ∆x

5
3 , T f = 0.5.

The initial condition (82) contains smooth and discontinuous data regions which eventually de-
velops a complex solution containing stationary shock at x = ±3, rarefaction waves and moving
shocks of varied intensities. In Figure 4, numerical solution computed by different high order
entropy stable schemes is given and compared. It can be observed from results in sub-figures 4(a)
and 4(b) that entropy stable non-oscillatory TeCNO schemes proposed in [16] and low dissipative
TeC-WENOJS3 scheme in [1] respectively exhibits oscillations at discontinuities. However, the
proposed entropy stable schemes EC-m-Fw-n in this work give non-oscillatory solution as shown
in sub-figures 4(c) and 4(d). Moreover, the resolution of discontinuities is characterized by the
base non-oscillatory flux used in the construction of entropy stable scheme.
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TECNO [16] and TeC-WENOJS3 [1] schemes.

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

time

40

45

50

55

60

65

(u
)

EC4-ENO-2

EC4-ENO-3

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

time

40

45

50

55

60

65

(u
)

EC6-WENOJS-3

EC6-WENOJS-5

(a) (b)
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ENO-3
20 0.005406480964691 - 0.006734873704422 -
40 0.000616301811662 3.13 0.000730929733999 3.20
80 0.000072520785343 3.09 0.000085989470177 3.09
160 0.000008791230376 3.04 0.000010393579292 3.05
320 0.000001077164992 3.03 0.000001280407541 3.02
640 0.000000132451830 3.02 0.000000158874708 3.01

EC2-ENO-3
20 0.050543475632165 - 0.047520338901013 -
40 0.021966858587848 1.20 0.013346936006220 1.83
80 0.009471535241998 1.21 0.003601408089964 1.89
160 0.003984836829451 1.25 0.000973727113086 1.89
320 0.001653962671563 1.27 0.000259703997357 1.91
640 0.000674588416101 1.29 0.000068309161723 1.93

EC4-ENO-3
20 0.005547400761271 - 0.006753254108990 -
40 0.000631519872228 3.13 0.000731575516321 3.21
80 0.000074491329863 3.08 0.000086022367170 3.09
160 0.000009045052137 3.04 0.000010395657689 3.05
320 0.000001113643600 3.02 0.000001280564509 3.02
640 0.000000137250298 3.02 0.000000158885516 3.01

EC6-ENO-3
20 0.007039299255173 - 0.008204945851443 -
40 0.000863983047168 3.03 0.000970359664068 3.08
80 0.000094006201842 3.20 0.000108905524817 3.16
160 0.000011206410794 3.07 0.000013134852567 3.05
320 0.000001354597352 3.05 0.000001612869148 3.03
640 0.000000165232131 3.04 0.000000199829737 3.01

Table 2: Linear transport equation case: Convergence rate of non-oscillatory schemes and correspond-
ing entropy stable schemes EC-m-F s-n, for initial condition (78), ∆t = ∆x

5
3 , T f = 0.5.

6.2 Systems of Conservation Laws

Like scalar case, in system case also various proposed entropy stable schemes EC-m-Fw-n are
used to compute the numerical solution of hyperbolic systems. However to restrict the length of the
presentation, in one dimensional tests, results are reported only for third and fifth order entropy stable
ES-4-ENO-3 and ES-6-WENOJS-5 schemes. Also results are compared with the result by base non-
oscillatory ENO-3 and WENOJS-5 schemes. In two dimensional test cases, computational results by
fifth order non-oscillatory entropy stable scheme EC6-WENOJS-5 are given and compared with the
result of non-oscillatory WENO WENOJS-5 schemes.

6.2.1 The 1D Euler system

The one dimensional system of Euler equations is given by ρ
ρu
E


t

+

 ρu
ρu2 + p
u(E + p)


x

= 0, (83)

where following relationship holds between density (ρ), pressure(p) and energy(E)

p = (γ − 1)

(
E − 1

2
ρu2

)
, (84)
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WENOJS-3
20 0.095295719529242 - 0.097589964487292 -
40 0.037882127968846 1.33 0.024549404055603 1.99
80 0.014499096466708 1.39 0.005929934948099 2.05
160 0.004486646249450 1.69 0.001166681092555 2.35
320 0.000792775926365 2.50 0.000138843470203 3.07
640 0.000050791668167 3.96 0.000013117165987 3.40

EC2-WENOJS-3
20 0.096619636409225 - 0.096363607474423 -
40 0.038750928270435 1.32 0.025351032277798 1.93
80 0.014977670426086 1.37 0.006266304072526 2.02
160 0.004879825577255 1.62 0.001327973739958 2.24
320 0.001273255037385 1.94 0.000226978005982 2.55
640 0.000361908965099 1.81 0.000042452734679 2.42

EC4-WENOJS-3
20 0.093949645707552 - 0.096603590083196 -
40 0.037699524785342 1.32 0.024559646487770 1.98
80 0.014450852094813 1.38 0.005857712856211 2.07
160 0.004461105840692 1.70 0.001117876971273 2.39
320 0.000823176706129 2.44 0.000122547918652 3.19
640 0.000170130196615 2.27 0.000012785439939 3.26

EC6-WENOJS-3
20 0.006091950556727 -Inf 0.006795899050582 -Inf
40 0.000693581835622 3.13 0.000733637225341 3.21
80 0.000080943147491 3.10 0.000086141984941 3.09
160 0.000009655813762 3.07 0.000010401032181 3.05
320 0.000001168287450 3.05 0.000001280810577 3.02
640 0.000000141575726 3.04 0.000000158895341 3.01

Table 3: Linear transport equation: Convergence rate of non-oscillatory schemes and corresponding
entropy stable schemes EC-m-F s-n, for initial condition (78), CFL = 0.8, ∆t = ∆x

5
3 , T f = 0.5

where γ is the ratio of specific heat coefficient. Computational results are obtained for various Riemann
problem of the form [59]

u(x, 0) =

{
ul, if x < x0,
ur, if x ≥ x0,

(85)

where ul = (ρl, ul, pl) and ur = (ρr, ur, pr).

Sod shock tube test:

The sod problem is defined in [52] is given by following initial condition

u(x, 0) =

{
(1, 0, 1), if − 5 < x < 0,

(0.125, 0, 0.1), if 0 ≤ x ≤ 5.
(86)

For this initial condition the evolved solution consists of a rarefaction wave followed by a contact
discontinuity and the shock discontinuity. The numerical solution for this test is given in Figure 6.
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WENOJS-5
N L∞ error Rate L1 error Rate
20 0.001063307461522 - 0.001067470709297 -
40 0.000028857556769 5.20 0.000027413329345 5.28
80 0.000000838767067 5.10 0.000000777342539 5.14
160 0.000000024195642 5.12 0.000000023316656 5.06
320 0.000000000666380 5.18 0.000000000716246 5.02
640 0.000000000019484 5.10 0.000000000022600 4.99

EC4-WENOJS-5
20 0.000902851352136 - 0.001054980033863 -
40 0.000105655879544 3.10 0.000056640425063 4.22
80 0.000011827762287 3.16 0.000003516274955 4.01
160 0.000001314715704 3.17 0.000000228819055 3.94
320 0.000000144469908 3.19 0.000000014882411 3.94
640 0.000000015851658 3.19 0.000000000964265 3.95

EC6-WENOJS-5
20 0.000981495800376 - 0.001013770549779 -
40 0.000027221380075 5.17 0.000026652053956 5.25
80 0.000000808887363 5.07 0.000000774174265 5.11
160 0.000000023875431 5.08 0.000000023322080 5.05
320 0.000000000666377 5.16 0.000000000716247 5.03
640 0.000000000019488 5.10 0.000000000022600 4.99

Table 4: Linear transport equation: Convergence rate of non-oscillatory schemes and corresponding
entropy stable schemes EC-m-F s-n, m > n, for initial condition (78), CFL = 0.8, ∆t = ∆x

5
3 , T f =

0.5

Laney Shock tube Test

A more complicated shock tube test problem to check the non-oscillatory property of any numerical
scheme is govern by the initial Riemann data

u(x, 0) =

{
(1.0, 0, 100000), if − 10 ≤ x < 0,
(0.01, 0, 1000), if 0 ≤ x ≤ 10.

(87)

In this test, the ratio of left and right states of density and pressure across initial discontinuity is
very high and right initial state of density is close to zero. Therefore, computationally, even small
oscillations can lead to negative density or pressure, which results into nonphysical imaginary speed of
sound c =

√
γp
ρ . The numerical solution for this test case is given in Figure 7.

Lax tube test:

We consider the Lax tube problem discussed in [32] with the initial condition given by

u(x, 0) =

{
(0.445, 0.698, 3.528), if − 5 < x < 0,

(0.5, 0, 0.571), if 0 ≤ x ≤ 5.
(88)

Solution corresponding this initial condition contains a right traveling strong shock wave, a contact
surface, and a left rarefaction wave. The numerical solutions for this test case is given in Figure 8
which clearly show that the underlying entropy stable scheme completely removes the small oscillations
exhibited by non-oscillatory scheme WENOJS-5 in this test case.
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Figure 6: Sod Shock tube solution (a) & (b) at N = 100, CFL = 0.25, T = 1.3. Corresponding

entropy η(u) decay (c) & (d) respectively where η(u) =
ρ(log(p)− γ log(ρ))

γ − 1
as defined in [27].
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ENO-3
20 0.004089806180465 -Inf 0.002576711084414 -Inf
40 0.000652957611008 2.65 0.000330110340694 2.96
80 0.000135597656038 2.27 0.000044560530326 2.89
160 0.000029932048665 2.18 0.000006236888973 2.84
320 0.000006346061054 2.24 0.000000951369850 2.71

EC4-ENO-3
20 0.003984058473352 -Inf 0.002564119225979 -Inf
40 0.000697102270904 2.51 0.000332755325627 2.95
80 0.000141257762097 2.30 0.000044795195031 2.89
160 0.000030229316719 2.22 0.000006251616266 2.84
320 0.000006352967047 2.25 0.000000953700271 2.71

WENOJS-3
20 0.030054283683825 -Inf 0.021503606487366 -Inf
40 0.011645863708584 1.37 0.005705413057081 1.91
80 0.004446629544148 1.39 0.001272279921921 2.16
160 0.001229792324948 1.85 0.000209695528475 2.60
320 0.000160195787758 2.94 0.000019563728701 3.42

EC4-WENOJS-3
20 0.028159747571163 -Inf 0.021200069278609 -Inf
40 0.011420125749124 1.30 0.005621069554234 1.92
80 0.004354218766912 1.39 0.001256133850256 2.16
160 0.001195708298807 1.86 0.000201484286229 2.64
320 0.000180158182566 2.73 0.000016295119155 3.63

WENOJS-5
N L∞ error Rate L1 error Rate
20 0.001585602535748 -Inf 0.000868966169066 -Inf
40 0.000040536940062 5.29 0.000025150570223 5.11
80 0.000001917646443 4.40 0.000000750072987 5.07
160 0.000000150942973 3.67 0.000000023675030 4.99
320 0.000000003900132 5.27 0.000000000587218 5.33

EC6-WENOJS-5
20 0.001503755255236 -Inf 0.000839061370388 -Inf
40 0.000040903613295 5.20 0.000024422796621 5.10
80 0.000001973978420 4.37 0.000000736081852 5.05
160 0.000000153479630 3.68 0.000000023303174 4.98
320 0.000000004094550 5.23 0.000000000572338 5.35

Table 5: Burgers equation: Convergence rate of base non-oscillatory schemes and corresponding entropy
stable schemes for initial condition (81), CFL = 0.4, ∆t = ∆x

5
3 , T f = 1

2π .

Shock-entropy wave interaction

[51] This Shu-Osher problem is governed by the following initial condition

u(x, 0) =

{
(3.857143, 2.629369, 2.629369), if − 5 < x < 0,

(1 + εsin(kx), 0, 1), if 0 ≤ x ≤ 5.
ε = 0.2, k = 5, (89)

which simulates shock-turbulence interaction in which a strong shock wave propagates into density
field with artificial fluctuations with amplitude ε = 0.2 and wave number k = 5. This problem tests
the capability of any scheme to accurately capture a shock wave, its interaction with an unsteady
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Figure 8: Solution at N = 200, CFL = 0.25, T = 1.3.

density field, and the sinusoidal waves propagating downstream of the shock. The numerical solution
for this test case is given in Figure 9.
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Figure 9: Density plot for Shu-Osher test with N = 400, CFL = 0.25, T = 1.8.

Two interacting blast wave

Woodward-Colella blast wave [61] is another interesting problem to test the shock capturing ability
of numerical scheme given by the following initial condition.

u(x, 0) =


(1.0, 0.0, 1000.0), if 0.0 < x < 0.1,

(1.0, 0.0, 0.01) if 0.1 ≤ x ≤ 0.9,
(1.0, 0.0, 100.0), if 0.9 ≤ x ≤ 1.0.

(90)

This problem involves the multiple interactions of shock, contact, and rarefaction wave. A reflecting
boundary condition is applied at the boundaries x = 0 and x = 1 of the domain. The numerical
solution for this test case is given in Figure 10.
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Figure 10: Density plot for two interacting blast wave test N = 400, CFL = 0.25, T = 0.038

It can be concluded from the numerical results for 1D shock tube problems in figures 6-10, that
high order entropy stable schemes EC-4-ENO-3 and EC-6-WENOJS-5 yield non-oscillatory solutions
even for complex flow and results are comparable with ENO/WENO schemes.

6.3 2D Euler equation

In this section the proposed scheme is applied to 2D Euler equations
ρ
ρu
ρv
E


t

+


ρu

ρu2 + p
ρuv

u(E + p)


x

+


ρv
ρuv

ρv2 + p
v(E + p)


y

= 0, (91)

where ρ is density and u, v are component of velocity along x and y direction respectively.The pressure
and energy are related by the following

E =
p

γ − 1
+
ρ(u2 + v2)

2
, (92)

and γ is the ratio of specific heat. The following test problems are considered for testing the performance
of the scheme for equation (91). In all the tests numerical solution using fifth order non-oscillatory
entropy stable scheme EC6-WENOJS-5 is compared with the base non-oscillatory schemesWENOJS-5.
Solution plots are given in the figure side by side.

2D Riemann problem [31,46] Consider 2D Euler equations (91) with Riemann data defined in
in the following way,

(p, ρ, u, v) =


(1.5000, 1.5000, 0.0000, 0.0000), if x > 0.5 and y > 0.5,
(0.3000, 0.5323, 1.2060, 0.0000), if x < 0.9 and y ≥ 0.5,
(0.0290, 0.1380, 1.2060, 1.2060), if x < 0.5 andy < 0.5,
(0.3000, 0.5323, 0.0000, 1.2060), if x > 0.5 and y < 0.5.

(93)

Solution for this initial condition is computed at time t = 0.5 and corresponding filled contour plots
are given in figure 11.

Explosion problem [35] The explosion test problem is setup in a square domain [−3, 3]× [−3, 3]
in x-y plane. The initial Riemann data is separated in the domain by a circle with center (0, 0) and
radius 0.4. The initial density and pressure are defined in the following way.{

ρ(x, y) = 1, p(x, y) = 1, if x2 + y2 < (0.4)2,
ρ(x, y) = 0.125, p(x, y) = 0.1, otherwise. (94)
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(a) (b)

Figure 11: Contour solution plot with 31 of contour lines corresponding to configuration (93) by
WENOJS-5 in (a) and by EC6-WENOJS-5 in (b), CFL = 0.25, t = 0.5, N = 400× 400.

The filled contour plot of numerical results for explosion problem are shown and compared in figure
12.

(a) (b)

Figure 12: Contour solution plot with 31 contour lines corresponding to explosion problem (94).
Solution by WENOJS-5 in (a) and by EC6-WENOJS-5 in (b), CFL = 0.45, t = 3.2, N = 400× 400.

Implosion [26] Consider the implosion problem modeled inside a square domain [−0.3, 0.3] ×
[−0.3, 0.3] in x− y plane. Initial Density and pressure distribution of the gas are following,{

ρ(x, y) = 0.125, p(x, y) = 0.14, if |x|+ |y| < 0.15 ,

ρ(x, y) = 1, p(x, y) = 1, otherwise .
(95)

Initially the velocities are kept zero in the computational domain [0, 0.3] × [0, 0.3] with reflecting
boundary. Computation is done only for the upper right quadrant (x, y) ∈ (0, 0.3)×(0, 0.3) as in [2,35].
The numerical results are shown and compared in Figure 13. From the numerical results for 2D Euler
tests in figures 11-13 it is clear that EC6-WENOJS-5 captures feature of the flow and results are
comparable to WENO5JS scheme.

7 Conclusion

In this work, problem of constructing non-oscillatory arbitrary order entropy stable flux is solved
by framing it as least square optimization problem. Based on optimization, entropy stable flux is
proposed which utilizes a flux sign stability property. Some of the existing entropy stable fluxes are
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Figure 13: Contour solution plot with 31 contour lines corresponding to implosion problem (95).
Solution by WENOJS-5 is in (a) and by EC6-WENOJS-5 in (b), CFL = 0.25, t = 2.5, N = 400× 400

retrospectively shown to satisfy this flux sign stability property. The proposed approach is robust and
works well with any entropy conservative and non-oscillatory flux. Numerical results also established
that such constructed entropy stable schemes give excellent non-oscillatory results even for complex
problems with slightly more diffusion compared to underlying non-oscillatory scheme. Moreover, the
non-oscillatory nature of the resulting entropy stable schemes is characterized by the non-oscillatory
flux F s and for smooth solution region these schemes retain formal order of accuracy of lower order
flux used in the construction.
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