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ABSTRACT 

The dispersion and dissipation properties of a scheme are important to realize high-fidelity 

simulations of the compressible flow, especially the cases with broadband length scales. It has 

been recognized that the minimization of dispersion error is an effective method to improve 

the precision. In addition, the proper dissipation of a scheme is important to restrain the non-

physics oscillations and reserve details of flows simultaneously. The authors have previously 

proposed a scale sensor to adjust the numerical dissipation of a fourth-order finite difference 

scheme according to the local scale of the flow. In this paper, the scale sensor is further 

modified for the sixth-order finite difference scheme to achieve minimized dispersion and 

adaptive dissipation properties. Firstly, the scale sensor quantifies the local length scale of the 

numerical solution as the effective scaled wavenumber. Then, the dispersion-dissipation 

condition is used to construct the relationship between the dissipation/dispersion parameter 

and the effective scaled wavenumber. Therefore, a sixth-order finite difference scheme with 

minimized dispersion and adaptive dissipation (MDAD6th) is proposed. Several benchmark 

test cases with broadband length scales are presented to clarify the high resolution of the 

new scheme.  

 

Keywords: Low dispersion scheme; Adaptive dissipation scheme; Scale sensor; Approximate 

dispersion relation 

 

1. Construction of MDAD6th 

For the spatial derivative at the grid point j,  analogous to the finite volume method，

numerical approximation is achieved with the utilization of the flux at  and . 

                   (1) 

Now considering the numerical flux  at  , to realize the degree of 

freedom for the adaption, MDAD6th (Sun et al. 2014)(Li, Chen, and Ren n.d.) divides 8 



points into five groups of candidate stencils (figure 1). 

 

 

Figure 1:  five stencils of MDAD6th with the use of 8 candidate points. 

 

Specifically, for each candidate stencil , we can derive the highest-precision 

scheme  of the numerical flux that can be achieved at  (eq. 2). 

               (2) 

The complete version of the MDAD scheme is a linear combination of the 

numerical flux of each stencil. The construction process realizes the adaptation of 

dispersion and dissipation at the expense of two-order precision in exchange for two 

independent parameters  and  that control the dispersion and dissipation. In 

conclusion, we use eight points to obtain a six-order scheme with two-degree-of-

freedom. 

 

Table 1 

     

     

 



Eq. (3) gives the expression of the numerical flux at  and the parameters are 

from table (1), 

                         (3) 

 

2. Analysis of Dissipative Properties of MDAD 

 

As for a one-dimensional wave , the analytical solution should be 

. However, as shown in Eq. (4), due to the truncation error produced by 

the specific finite difference scheme of Eq. (1), the calculation result will be different. 

       (4) 

The functions  and  related to the equivalent wavenumber  

correspond to the dispersion and dissipation properties of the semi-discrete scheme 

respectively. Eq. (5) gives the expression of MDAD's functions  and , 

( , representing the phase change across each grid), 

  (5) 

It can be seen that the dispersion properties and the dissipation properties are 

related to the parameters  and  independently. 

 

3. Construction of Scale Sensors 

3.1.  Scale Sensors based on the ratio of derivatives 

 

We assumed that the scale corresponds to the spatial frequency of a characteristic 

sine wave of the flow field information contained in the eight candidate points. The 

corresponding scale in the flow field of a standard trigonometric function 

( ) should itself be the spatial frequency of the sine wave. Using the 



derivation property of the trigonometric function, for the absolute value of the different-

order derivative  at the point  calculated by the finite difference scheme  

with the grid points , the ratio should meet the properties in Eq. (6), 

         (6) 

In the further construction, if the truncation error is not considered, the ratio of the 

derivative function of different orders satisfy Eq. (7), 

                  (7) 

Due to the existence of rounding errors in the actual calculation, the relative error 

will increase sharply when the formula takes the extreme value of the corresponding order 

derivative of the trigonometric function. In order to ensure that the scale sensors can work 

normally in the special phase, the method of adding the ratio of different-order 

derivatives to the denominator is adopted in this paper. Specifically, there are two 

construction methods (Eq. 8). 

                (8) 

However, due to the truncation error, in fact, for the highest difference accuracy  

(i = 1,2,3), the corresponding prediction scale results are different (figure 2). Furthermore, 

the mathematical meaning of the scale calculated by the scale sensor and the legality of 

the post-processing theory is not clear. The details are shown in the figure below, 



 

Figure 2：The predictions of  ( ) with different orders of derivatives. 

The phenomenon of non-coincidence of the above-mentioned curves originates 

from the different accuracy of each derivative. Furthermore, to make the fractions in the 

scale sensor the same, we will reduce the accuracy of the lower-order derivatives on the 

denominator. Specifically, three sets of lower-precision derivative difference schemes are 

formed by points on different candidate stencils. In the end, the fractions formed by linear 

combination match the fraction of other different-order derivatives. The form of specific 

stencils and parameters are shown in the table 2. 

    

   Table 2 

 



The thus constructed difference scheme  is a function of the linear combination 

coefficients in its stencils. In particular, to prevent confusion, all the i-th order derivative 

difference schemes constructed with the highest accuracy of 8 candidate points in the 

following are denoted as . In order to make the fraction composed of each order 

derivative have the same scale prediction curve, the fitting formulas of a, b, and c are 

constructed through the mean inequality. The optimized coefficients are shown in Eq. (9). 

 

                 (9) 

Therefore, the curves of  (i = 1,2,3) -  will be very close to completely 

coinciding in value. However, the predicted-  does not coincide with the ideal . The 

method of piecewise fitting is used here. Specifically, this article takes sensor82 as an 

example, and the fitting function is derived in Eq. (10). 

   (10) 

 

The fitting function can be used to correct the reasonable former predicted results, 

which output the same value as the original scale. The fitting function can be considered 

as a correction to the predictable truncation error. The specific correction results are 

shown in figure 3, 

 

 



 

Figure 3:  The deviation between  and the fixed result. 

In practical applications, in order to prevent small errors in the smooth region from 

causing the small-scale output of scale sensor, a threshold function needs to be added 

(Eq. 11) to the denominator of the scale sensor to eliminate the effect of the smooth 

region error.  

  (11) 

 

3.2. Smoothing of Scale Sensor 

 

For the scale sensor sensor82, the output at different positions of a continuous-

discrete function in the static test is not always continuous. The main reason is that there 

are absolute value functions in the derivative calculation function. This function is not 

continuous in the region where derivatives are nearly 0, that is, the result will oscillate 

near the phase of . To solve this problem, the derivative function part of the scale 

recognizer is modified (Eq. 12) so that the absolute value discontinuity does not appear 

in the derivative formula. 

            (12) 

The performance of the scale recognizer is compared statically, and the static test 

function (Eq. 13) is selected. The expression is as follows 

                  (13) 



Discrete the continuous functions mentioned above and select the grid width to be 

1/193, The output of different scale sensors and the results of theoretical scales are shown 

in figure 4. 

 

(a) 

 
(b) 

 

(c) 



Figure 4: (a) Scales predicted by the sensor with absolute value function. (b) Scales 

predicted by the sensor with quartic function. (c) Scales predicted by the sensor with 

absolute square function. 

 

The static test results show that the scale-position function derived by the square or 

higher-order power of the derivative term is more continuous than the absolute value 

derivative sensor, and there are no apparent peaks and discontinuities. This paper 

recommends using sensor82core(1). Further, consider the correction function, similar to 

the advanced sensor82, the new correction function is optimized (Eq. 14), 

 

   (14) 

(In the following, only the Lid-driven cavity benchmark test uses sensor82[1], while others 

still use sensor82) 

 

4. Relationship between scale and dispersion and dissipation 

This article constructs two formats, namely MDADdiss6th (hereafter also referred to 

as MDAD6th or MDADdiss) and MDADdisp6th (MDADdisp). The former only changes 

, while  is a constant, the latter is the opposite. The parameters  and  

 of these two schemes will be constructed separately below. 

 

4.1.  Dissipation function of MDADdiss6th 

 

According to (Hu et al. 2012), the dispersion and dissipation relationship should 

satisfy , Through the above equation, the function of 



dissipation-scale can be constructed (Eq. 15). 

                   (15) 

Where . If r={8，9，10}， ,  has the  

graph in figure 5. 

 

 

Figure 5: The related dissipation function of scale with different r. 

 

In order to obtain the expression of  with a more stable r. A piecewise fitting is 

performed on  (Eq. 16), 

  (16) 

The curve is shown in the figure 5 above while  calculated from this fitting function 

is shown in figure 6, 



 
Figure 6: The equivalent r of MDADdiss and MDCD in different scales. 

 

It can be seen that compared to the MDCD (Sun et al. 2014) the adaptive dissipation 

of smaller-scale regions does not have a slow rising process, but quickly approaches r=9. 

 

 

4.2. Dispersion function of MDADdisp6th 

 

The setting of the dispersion coefficient (Eq. 17) requires the smallest dispersion error, 

and practical only the solution of  are needed. 

         (17) 

This algorithm needs to be improved because of the poor robustness, and the 

following Euler and NS benchmark tests do not use this scheme. 

 

5. Numerical results 

5.1. Dispersion and Dissipation properties 

 

Based on the linear convection equation, the ADR (Pirozzoli 2006) test is used to 

analyze the dispersion and dissipation characteristics of the scheme. The numerical 

solution will be represented by the Eq. (18). 

       (18) 

The dispersion characteristic is represented by the  curve (figure 7). It 



can be seen that for monochromatic waves, the MDADdisp scheme can achieve better 

spectral resolution by adaptively adjusting the dispersion coefficient. Its resolution limit 

will be reached near . However, in terms of stability, due to the positive weights 

of the scheme’s candidate stencils and the constrain of r, practically, the MDADdisp 

scheme needs to be improved in the application of other equations in order to achieve a 

more stable output. 

 

 
Figure 7: The dispersion properties of different schemes in ADR test 

 

For the dissipation properties of the MDADdiss scheme (figure 8), due to the adaptive 

adjustment of the dispersion coefficient, compared with MDCD in the high spatial 

frequency area, the dissipative properties of MDAD can be rapidly enhanced. At the same 

time, the scheme can maintain very good low dissipation properties in the low spatial 

frequency region. 

 



 

Figure 8: The dissipation properties of different schemes in ADR test 

 

5.2. Convergence properties of the scheme 

5.2.1. Linear convection equation 

 

Consider the convergence rate of the solution of the linear convection equation, for 

periodic boundary conditions (Eq. 19). 

                      (19) 

Applying different schemes, the relationships between the L2 error of the solution 

and the number of grids in the domain are presented in figure 9. 



 

Figure 9:  The convergence properties of MCAD6th and other schemes in linear case. 

 

The CFL coefficient is 0.3, and sixth-order Runge-Kutta scheme is utilized in the time 

integration (Luther 1968). As can be seen in the figure, in the continuous flow field, the 

solution of the linear partial differential equation of the MDAD6th scheme has the 

accuracy of a sixth-order scheme. 

 

5.2.2. 2D-Vortex 

In addition, consider the two-dimensional vortex case of an inviscid flow field. The 

initial conditions are as follows (Eq. 20), 

              (20) 

Take the region of space as  with periodic boundary conditions in 

both directions, where the  of the initialization condition is the position vector from 

the geometric center of the domain to the target point. The CFL coefficient is 0.6, and 

sixth-order Runge-Kutta scheme is utilized in the time integration. Considering that the 

period of the flow field is 20s, take the L2 error of the initial state and the solution at 20s 

as the criterion of convergence. 



 
Figure 10:  The convergence properties of MCAD6th and other schemes in non-

linear case. 

 

As can be seen in figure 10, in the continuous flow field, the solution of the non-

linear equation of the MDAD6th scheme also has the accuracy of a sixth-order scheme. 

 

5.3. 2D Taylor-Green Vortex 

 

The initial conditions are set as follows (Eq. 21) 

      (21) 

Take the region of space as ( ) with periodic boundary 

conditions in both directions. The results are shown is figure 11, 
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Figure11: Q criterion (Mesh 100*100，CFL=0.3，Time=25.0s) 

 

There are no obvious differences between the solution of the Euler equations. 

Considering the NS equation with a mesh of , CFL = 0.6, applying fourth-order 

Runge-Kutta scheme and seventh-order upwind scheme. Figure 12 represents the result 

at time= 300s and Re=3000. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Figure 12: Q criterion (grid number 150*150, Time=Left:0.0s Right:300.0s) 

 

As a result, there is still no small-scale structure. According to (Sengupta, Sharma, 

and Sengupta 2018), the vortex in a region with  mesh and local refinement 

can derive small-scale results as shown in the figure 13. Therefore, the reason that there 

is no small-scale structure in the results is that the grids are too sparse. Since there is not 

enough computing power for more accurate results and the time consumption is too 

large, resolved results of this case are yet to be calculated. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 13:  Left: Sengupta’s Mesh. Right: Mesh in this Article 

 

5.4. 2D Lid-driven cavity problem 

Set density of the fluid  and . For the setting of boundary 

conditions, the virtual grids outside the domain are mirrored corresponding to the values 

inside the boundary. Readers can refer to figure 14 for the specific boundary orthogonal. 

 

 



 

  Figure 14: The setting of Boundary Condition in 2D Lid-driven cavity problem 

 

In this case, the mesh of the domain is  with Re=1000 and a fourth-order 

Runge-Kutta method is applied until the flow field reaches a steady solution. Although 

this number of grids is not sufficient to calculate the field of Re=1000, this case aims to 

illustrate the problem of the MDAD scheme at the boundary.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 15: The x-v graph at the center of the domain parallel to the boundary (y=0.5). 

The exact solution refers to (Ghia, Ghia, and Shin 1982). 

 

Noted that non-physical solution (figure 15) appears on the right boundary of 

MDAD6th. For MDCD6th, although the right boundary still has non-physical components 

compared with Upwind7, it is significantly better than MDAD6th. If the value of the 

dissipation function’s output in the MDAD6th scale sensor is artificially increased, a 

relatively physical solution can still be obtained. Based on this, we speculate that this 

non-physical result is due to a greater dissipation (instead of the dissipation in MDAD6th) 

required by the right boundary condition. The problem is no longer obvious in larger 

grid numbers’ cases, but it still exists. Meanwhile, the low dissipation of the smooth area 

does not significantly optimize the solution of the corresponding region which is still 

caused by the inaccurate calculation of the boundary and so that the advantage of 

MDAD is concealed. 

 

For a mesh of , Re=1000 and with a fourth-order Runge-Kutta scheme, 

we calculate till a steady-state solution is reached. The x-v relationship in each scheme 

can obtain almost coincident accurate results. However, there are still non-physical 

oscillations in the right boundary of the MDAD flow field. In order to alleviate the 

influence of this problem, 4 grids of dissipation coefficient corresponding to small-scale 

results are added to the right area, that is, MDCD6th is applied in this stripe near the 

right boundary instead. This algorithm is tentatively named MDsemiAD6th. Figure16 



show the difference of dissipation in the region. 
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Figure 16: The dissipative value corresponding to the scale of G vector (flux in y-direction) 

after diagonalization and matrix splitting transformation. 

 

Further, the results of v in the domain for using different schemes are shown in the 

figure 17. 
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Figure 17: The y-velocity contour plot in the region of different schemes 

 

Through the analysis of the above results, it can be seen that only relying on the 

dissipation calculated by the MDAD scale sensor is insufficient for the suppression of non-

physical oscillations in the area near the right boundary. To some extent, it shows that 

Hu’s dispersion-dissipation relationship is not completely applicable to the wave packet 

propagation and dissipation assumptions for the wall boundary conditions. The fields of 

MDCD6th and UpWind7th are relatively smooth. The MDsemiAD6th, which has been 

artificially added with high dissipation, performed better on the right boundary, but at the 

same time, it still performed slightly worse than MDCD6th. This benchmark case puts 

forward a new algorithm for the use of MDAD6th and its scale sensor. 

 

6. A new perspective of the utilization of scale and adaptive ability 

Considering the variable dispersion format (MDAD6thdisp) of the MDAD6th, the 

semi-discrete scheme corresponding to different dispersion coefficients on different sides 

of the interface may have positive dissipation properties which makes the results prone 

to instability. In addition, for the selection of the dissipation coefficient, the dissipation 

coefficient derived by the scale sensor may not completely restrain the oscillation caused 

by the high-order derivative discontinuity due to the imperfect boundary conditions. 

For the former, we can use two different scales with two sets of dissipation 

coefficients on both interfaces of the grid to calculate the flux stably. In this way, the 

difference of flux between the two sides of the interface can be calculated with the same 

scale, to avoid the problem of subtraction of flux between different scales. However, this 

method has the problem of low computational efficiency. Almost twice the amount of 

computation is needed in this problem. At the same time, for the high computational 

complexity of the MDAD6th scale sensor, compared with MDCD6th, it can be found that 

the time consumption of the same case of MDAD6th is about 1.5-2 times higher than 

that of MDCD6th. 

The new idea is inspired by the appliance of MDsemiAD6th in the Lid-driven cavity 

problem. The core idea is to use the corresponding optimal MDCD6th scheme in a divided 

domain. In a sense, MDAD6th is an extreme occasion of this algorithm that the domain is 

divided into units with only one single grid. For example, for the following situations in 

the Lid-driven cavity problem (figure 18), the domain can be divided into three different 

types of regions, corresponding to different MDCD coefficients. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Figure 18: Left: Scale Sensor output in Lid-driven cavity problem. Right: Schematic 

diagram of the division of the domain 

 

The area division process can be an adaptive procedure that is performed in every 

time step. At the same time, the area division algorithm doesn’t need to apply the scale 

sensor to calculate the scale for each grid by judging the area’s scale by sampling. For 

multi-scale problems in practical applications, the divided area can be larger which is 

because the spectral properties of the domain where the scale is identified and optimized 

for each grid are unstable and meanwhile a larger divided area represents fewer area 

connections means fewer repeated flux calculations. The area division algorithm is yet to 

be developed, and it seems that it has usefulness and advantages for practical problems 

such as jet flow. 
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