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When fully conservative methods are used to simulate transcritical flow, spurious pressure oscillations and numerical

instability are generated. The strength and speed of propagation of shock waves cannot be represented correctly using

a semi-conservative or primitive method. In this research, an adaptive primitive-conservative scheme is designed to

overcome the aforesaid two difficulties. The underlying cause for pressure oscillation is analyzed within the framework

of Finite Volume Method (FVM). We found that the nonlinearity of the thermodynamic properties of transcritical fluids

renders standard conservative numerical methods ineffective. In smooth regions, schemes based on primitive variable

are used to eliminate spurious pressure oscillations. For the purpose of correctly capturing shock waves, the modified

Roe Riemann solver for real fluid is utilized in regions where shock waves induce discontinuity. The adaptive numerical

approach relies only on the speed of sound, eliminating the requirement to calculate the derivatives of thermodynamic

quantities. A large number of numerical test cases conducted in one- and two-dimensional spaces have shown the

robustness and accuracy of the proposed adaptive scheme for the simulations of high speed transcritical flows.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the mechanics of interaction between tran-

scritical layer and shock waves is essential for a variety of

industrial applications, including high-speed fuel injections in

advanced internal combustion engines1–3 and gas turbine4–6.

In Fig.1 we illustrate the density and constant pressure specific

heat capacity of transcritical nitrogen.These data are down-

loaded from National Institute of Standards and Technology

(NIST).The thermodynamic and transport properties of flu-

ids exhibit a high degree non-linearity and huge gradient in

the region near Widom line7. This nonlinearity reduces as

pressure increases. In transcritical process, when the ambi-

ent pressure exceeds the critical value of fluids, the injected

low temperature fluids are heated from liquid-like state to

gas-like state in a thin layer and vice versa. The transcriti-

cal process with the properties of fluid dramatically changing

has not been completely understood8,9 and numerous novel

occurrences have been reported in recent years. For exam-

ple, analytical investigations10, experimental observations11,

and numerical simulations12 have shown that surface tension,

which is thought to approach zero under supercritical pres-

sure, nevertheless exists in the transcritical regions. When

shock waves interact with the thin transcritical layers with

significant nonlinearity, a more complicated structure will be

formed. Numerical simulations may provide much more de-

tails for a deeper understanding about the mechanism of tran-

scritical flows. To effectively simulate this circumstance, nu-

merical approaches must be robust in the transcritical zone

and accurately capture the shock waves, which poses a signif-

icant challenge to standard numerical algorithms. As a result,

certain new numerical methods need be developed to get a

better knowledge of high speed transcritical flows. There are

two crucial aspects to consider while constructing a numer-

ical approach for the simulation of the interactions between

transcritical layers and shock waves. To begin, the numerical

approach must be robust in the transcritical region. Second,

shock wave strength and propagation speed can be appropri-

ately resolved.

Unfortunately, due to the high no-linearity and dramati-

cally change in thermodynamic properties of fluids in trans-

critical region, spurious pressure oscillations13–16 will be in-

troduced while solving the conservative form Euler equations

using the conservative schemes. This spurious pressure oscil-

lation will produce a significant oscillation in velocity, lead-

ing numerical method to fail. The fundamental cause of pres-

sure oscillations when resolving transcritical fluids will be an-

alytically and numerically investigated in the context of the

Finite Volume Method (FVM). Even in ideal gas flow, the

pressure oscillations may also be observed in the regions that

thermodynamic properties quickly change, such as material

interfaces17 or multicomponent flows18. Numerous attempts

have been made to remove these non-physical pressure os-

cillations in order to create a simulation that is accurate and

robust. Using a low-Mach-number approximation of the gov-

erning equations, Pasquale19 explored a low-velocity trans-

critical nitrogen jet with direct numerical simulation in order

to completely resolve the interaction between the turbulent

and transcritical layers. The low-Mach number approxima-

tion can yield accurate results for low-velocity fluids, but it

generates non-negligible error when the flow velocity exceeds

0.1 Mach. The double-flux method20, which was originally

developed to eliminate pressure oscillations in compressible

multicomponent fluids, was improved and expanded to simu-

late transcritical flows13. From then on, many new numerical

method13,21,22 for transcritical flows were developed based on

double-flux method. The assumption of constant specific heat

ratio and internal energy in the double-flux technique elim-

inates pressure oscillations in the transcritical region, but at

the expense of energy conservation and a quicker prediction

of shock speed13. Bradley Boyd and Dorrin Jarrahbashi21

http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.11639v1
mailto:enejhh@emb.zju.edu.cn.
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FIG. 1: Density and constant pressure specific heat capacity

of transcritical nitrogen at different pressures. The critical

pressure Pc of nitrogen is 3.3958MPa and the critical

temperature Tc is 126.192 K

proposed a hybrid method that switches between double-flux

and traditional fully-conservative numerical methods to ad-

dress the aforementioned two issues. Instead of total energy

equation, discrete pressure evolution equation was solved23

using high-order compact differencing scheme, resulting in

robust and accuracy simulations of gas–liquid-like flows un-

der supercritical pressures. However, the energy conservation

equation can only be transformed to the pressure evolution

equation in the smooth, shock-free region, limiting the appli-

cability of these kind of numerical methods to subsonic flows

only. In addition, various simulation methods24,25 for flows

with a nonlinear Equation of State (EoS) have been developed

in recent years. However, these approaches are often restricted

to some specific EoS.

In high-velocity transcritical flows, resolving the strength

and propagation speed of velocity is an additional significant

challenge. The work of Hou and Le Floch26 demonstrates

that, similar to conservative methods, non-conservative meth-

ods converge to the proper solution for shock-free smooth

flow, hence the pressure evolution equation can be used to

maintain pressure equilibrium in smooth flows. On the other

aspect, they found that non-conservative schemes cannot con-

verge to the proper solution when the shock waves exist but

can be locally corrected by adopting conservative scheme.

Their results provide a solid theoretical basis for the devel-

opment of adaptive conservative-primitive scheme. Thus, in

order to maintain the robustness and correction, the numer-

ical methods adapting from conservative forms to primitive

forms have been used in many fields27–29 including multi-

phase flows, flows with nonlinear EOS. In this paper, we in-

troduce an adaptive method for the simulation of high-speed

transcritical flows. A shock sensor based on the Primitive

Variable Riemann Solver(PVRS)30 would be used to identify

the cells involved with shock waves. The Euler equation of

primitive form is employed in the shock free smooth region

whereas the cells near shock waves are updated based on the

conservative form.

In transcritical flows, the ideal gas EoS cannot describe the

high non-linearity of real fluid, hence it is essential to describe

the thermodynamic and transport properties of real fluids us-

ing more complicated EoS. The EoS mainly influences the

numerical methods in the following two aspects. First, the

nonlinearity and abrupt change of thermodynamic and trans-

port quantities in the transcritical region must be accurately

described. For single-species flows, several researches19,23

directly used the NIST look-up table approach to get precise

value of fluid properties. Obtaining the partial derivatives of

thermodynamic variables using the NIST lookup tables might

be difficult and computationally costly. In addition, it is hard

to apply this approach to multicomponent flows due to the fact

that the mixing rule for real gas cannot be applied to real gas.

The cubic EoS, including SRK31 (Soave–Redlich–Kwong)

and PR (Peng–Robinson)32 EoS, achieve a good balance be-

tween accuracy and computational cost. In industrial applica-

tions, cubic EoS are often used33 to represent real fluid prop-

erties in simulations under transcritical or supercritical con-

ditions. For a more precise description of the thermophysi-

cal characteristics of real fluids, several researchers have used

more complicated EoS, such as the Benedict–Webb–Rubin

and Statistical Association Fluid Theory EoS22. Second, the

numerical methods themselves are affected by the properties

of EoS. Even considering the popular Harten-Hyman entropy

fix34, the results of the Roe method will yield entropy vio-

lating discontinuities in strong rarefaction waves when em-

ploying the cubic EoS. Previous studies have shown that the

fluxes of the Euler equation are convex, hence this disconti-

nuity should not exist in rarefaction. Wang et.al35,36 recently

suggested a structurally complete approximate Riemann so-

lution (StARS) for transcritical flow in the context of cubic

state equations in order to restore the expansion wave. Some

complex EoS may affect the convexity of isentropes37–39, re-
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sulting in anomalous wave structures such as composite or

split waves. In this paper, the proposed adaptive primitive-

conservative scheme can be employed with arbitrary EoS, but

only under the assumption that the isentrope is convex. We

note that the convexity of the isentropes of fluids and their

components in the transcritical regime remains an open ques-

tion, which is outside the scope of this research.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2, the govern-

ing equations are presented in both conservative and primitive

forms. The EoS utilized in this work for evaluating the ther-

modynamic properties of transcritical fluids is discussed in

Section 3. Then, we analyze the underlying reason for the fail-

ure of the conservative methods while addressing transcritical

flows in the context of the FVM, which may serve as a guide-

line for the future design of numerical methods for flows with

high non-linear properties. Without specifying a certain kind

of EoS, we construct a novel adaptive primitive-conservative

scheme for supersonic transcritical flow in Section 4. In Sec-

tion 5, we evaluate the proposed numerical method using a

variety of one-dimensional (1-D) and two-dimensional (2-D)

numerical test cases. Comparing the numerical results with

the available analytical data demonstrates that this adaptive

scheme can accurately capture shock waves while removing

oscillations. In section 6, we provide a concise conclusion.

II. GOVERNING EQUATIONS

A. Conservative form

The time-dependent Euler equations are of interest in this

paper under the assumption that the flow is inviscid and isen-

tropic. The conservative form of 1-D Euler equations can be

written as:

∂U

∂ t
+

∂F(U)

∂x
= 0 (1)

Where the vector of conservative variables and fluxes U and

F(U), are given as:

U =




ρ

ρu

ρE



 , F =




ρu

ρu2 +P

ρuH



 (2)

Here, ρ , u, p denote density, particle velocity and static pres-

sure, while E and H imply total specific energy and total spe-

cific enthalpy, which are defined as follow:

E =
1

2
u2 + e,

H = E +
P

ρ
=

1

2
u2 + e+

P

ρ

(3)

The specific internal energy e is determined by EoS utilized

in simulations.

The conservative form of the Euler equations reflects the

physical laws of mass conservation, momentum conservation,

and energy conservation, and must be obeyed everywhere in

the flow field, even across discontinuities, to ensure mass, mo-

mentum, and energy conservation.

i-1/2

Temperature
Density

i-3/2 i+1/2

FIG. 2: Density and temperature discontinuities at the cell

interface i− 1
2

B. Primitive form

The primitive form of time-dependent 1D Euler equations

is:

∂W

∂ t
+B

∂W

∂x
= 0 (4)

where W is the primitive vector and B is the coefficient matrix

of the primitive form of Euler equations, the expression is:

W =




ρ
u

P


 , B =




u ρ 0

0 u 1
ρ

0 ρc2 u


 (5)

Here, c represents the sound speed that can be determined

using the EoS. The above equations are derived at a partial-

differential-equation level and independent to the types of

EoS. The primitive form of Euler equations is derived through

differentiable transformations of the conservative form and,

assuming the flow field is smooth, is equivalent to the con-

servative form. As a result of the loss of the meaning of a

classic derivative, the situation changes once the discontinu-

ity forms. When employing the primitive form Euler equa-

tions, the strength and propagation speed of shock waves

cannot converge to the right values. The adaptive primitive-

conservative scheme is proven to converge to the proper solu-

tion while locally correcting the primitive form with the con-

servative form in the region of shock waves, as shown by ear-

lier research27–29 and numerical data presented in this study.

III. THERMODYNAMICS

A. Equation of state

For an appropriate description of the nonlinearity in the

transcritical regime, it is necessary to use a more complex

Eos or the tabulation approach. In this paper, the numerical

method is developed without any assumption regarding the

form of EoS. The PR EoS are utilized for computation, be-

cause it can accurately represent the thermodynamic proper-

ties of fluids around Widom line and easy for implementation.
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FIG. 3: The value of pressure in cell i at next step when

solving conservative Euler equations with first order upwind

Godunov scheme in the context of PR EoS

This EoS can be written as follows:

P =
ρRuT

Mw − bρ
+

aρ2

M2
w + 2Mwbρ − b2ρ2

(6)

where Ru denotes the universal gas constant and T denotes the

temperature. The parameters a and b are written as:

a = 0.45724

(
R2

uT 2
c

Pc

)
, b = 0.07780

(
RuTc

Pc

)
(7)

and are determined by critical temperature Tc and critical

pressure Pc. The selection of the EoS depends on the compu-

tational requirements for the precision of the thermodynamic

parameters. The precision of the PR EoS is enough for the

development of new numerical algorithms.

The specific internal energy e and speed of sound c can be

determined based on the selected EoS. For a more detail dis-

cussion of cubic EoS and the computation of thermodynamics

properties for real fluids, we recommend the paper published

by Kim et al40.

For the sake of completeness and simplicity, we only write

the final forms of specific internal energy e and speed of sound

c that are directly related to the scheme in this paper as:

e(T,ρ) = e0(T )+
∫ ρ

ρ0

[
P

ρ2
− T

ρ2

(
∂P

∂T

)

ρ

]

T

dρ ,

c2 =

(
∂P

∂ρ

)

s

=
cp

cv

(
∂P

∂ρ

)

T

(8)

Here, subscript 0 refers to the ideal gas state which can be

represented by NASA polynomials.

B. Reason for pressure oscillations

In this section, within the framework of FVM, we will de-

tailly discuss the fundamental cause of the pressure oscilla-

tions when using conservative method with non-linear EoS.

The discussion will be carried out in the context of 1-D trans-

critical advection case governed by Euler equations. For sim-

plicity, we assume that the pressure and velocity in the flow

field are constant. However, as seen in fig.2 here is the density

and temperature discontinuities at the cell interface i− 1
2
. The

following are the values of primitive variables on the left and

right sides of this interface:

UL =




ρl

u

El


 UR =




ρr

u

Er




and Pl = Pr = P

(9)

For this situation, the analytical answer is straightforward.

The flow field is reconstructed to a piecewise constant state

in each cell, and the FVM is employed.

The FVM is used with the flow field reconstructed to a

piecewise constant state in each cell. By using the conserva-

tive first order Godunov method, the average values of density

and specific internal energy at next time step are:

ρavg = cρl +(1− c)ρr

eavg =
cρlel +(1− c)ρrer

ρavg

(10)

where the variable c is defined as c= u∆t
∆x

. The specific internal

energy of ideal gas can be computed as follows:

e =
P

(γ − 1)ρ
(11)

It is straightforward to prove that the pressure value ob-

tained by solving eavg and ρavg with the idea gas relation-

ship is still a constant equal to the original value, which is

consistent with the analytical solution. The correlations be-

tween thermodynamic characteristics, on the other hand, show

a significant degree of nonlinearity in the transcritical region.

In other words, the average values of conservative variables

are thermodynamically inconsistent, resulting in a significant

pressure oscillation when pressure is solved using conserva-

tive method with non-linear EoS.

To demonstrate this issue more clearly, we use a simple nu-

merical test. Using PR EoS, we assume the density, temper-

ature, and pressure values on the left and right sides of the

interface are:




ρl

Tl

Pl



=




580.586 kg/m3

120 K

4e6 Pa








ρr

Tr

Pr



=




74.7415 kg/m3

200 K

4e6 Pa




(12)

The average values of energy eavg and density ρavg are

firstly obtained when solving Euler equations using the con-

servative method. EoS is then used to determine the average

values of temperature Tavg and pressure Pavg. Fig.3 illustrates
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the correlations between the value of pressure in cell i at next

step when solving conservative Euler equations with first or-

der upwind Godunov scheme in the context of PR EoS and the

variable c. The pressure oscillation will be produced immedi-

ately.

Additionally, one can observe that the pressure oscillation

does not occur if and only if the variable c equals 0 or 1. This

is impossible for flow fields with a non-uniform distribution

of velocity. Unfortunately, this kind of discontinuity in ther-

mophysical properties, known as the contact discontinuity, is

prevalent in high-velocity flows. In this study, the Euler equa-

tions in their primitive form are applied to the shock-free re-

gions, while the shock-affected cells are locally corrected us-

ing the conservative form.

IV. NUMERICAL METHOD

In this section, we will discuss the adaptive primitive-

conservative hybrid scheme in detail. This scheme is primar-

ily comprised of the three sub-modules listed below: Riemann

solver for primitive Euler equations, Riemann solver for prim-

itive Euler equations and its extension to real gas, and a sensor

for shock waves.

A. Riemann solver for primitive Euler equations

Most Riemann solvers are developed for the conserva-

tive from Euler equations to compute flux at the cell in-

terfaces. The PVRS30 and Dumbser–Osher–Toro Riemann

solver (DOTRS)28,41 can be directly applied in the flux com-

putation for Euler equations in primitive form. The primitive

form of DOTRS is used in this paper, in which the tricky path

integral is solved numerically by the Gauss–Legendre quadra-

ture rule. The numerical flux at interface is decomposed into

a positive part and a negative part:

H
±
i+1/2

=

∫
WR

WL

B
±(W) =

(∫ 1

0
B
±(Ψ(s;WL,WR))ds

)
∆W

=

(
N

∑
j=1

ω jB
±(Ψ(s;WL,WR))

)
∆W (13)

where B+ and B− can be written as:

B
+ =

1

2
(B+ |B|) = (KΛK

−1 +K |Λ|K−1)

B
− =

1

2
(B+ |B|) = (KΛK

−1 −K |Λ|K−1)

(14)

Following the paper published by Dumbser and Toro41, the

three-point Gauss–Legendre rule is employed for numerical

integral:

s1,3 =
1

2
∓

√
15

10
, s2 =

1

2
, ω1,3 =

5

18
, ω2 =

8

18
(15)

Finally, the primitive variables are updated according:

W
n+1
i = W

n
i −

∆t

∆x
(H−

i+1/2
+H

+
i−1/2

) (16)

In the primitive form of DOTRS, only the speed of sound is

related to the EoS and the type of EoS is not specified.

B. Riemann solver for real gas

Riemann solvers for real gas are usually relevant to the par-

tial derivatives of thermophysical properties. However, com-

puting the thermodynamic derivatives in transcritical region

using non-linear EoS are often inaccurate and computation-

ally expensive, resulting in unphysical results like negative

density. Similar issues arise when using the Roe scheme to

real gases. An extended Roe Riemann solver42 developed in

recent years is used in this paper to overcome this problem

for the simulation of transcritical flows. The numerical flux in

Roe Riemann solver can be compute as:

F
i+ 1

2
=

1

2
(FL +FR)−

1

2

(
m

∑
i=1

α̃i|λ̃i|K̃(i)

)
(17)

Here, F
i+ 1

2

represent fluxes of conservative variables at the

interface between cell i and i + 1. α̃i, λ̃i and K̃
(i) are wave

strengths, eigenvalues, and right eigenvectors of Jacobi matrix

computed by Roe average state. The relevant averages of the

extended Roe scheme for real gas are given as follows:

ρ̃ =
√

ρLρR

ũ =

√
ρLuL +

√
ρRuR√

ρL +
√

ρR

H̃ =

√
ρLHL +

√
ρRHR√

ρL +
√

ρR

(18)

In order to ensure that the thermodynamic relationship of

Roe average state is compatible, the Roe average values of

pressure P and temperature T are solved by solving the fol-

lowing equation:

H − 1

2
u2 =

ρe+P

ρ
(19)

by Newton iteration, which is the definition of enthalpy.

The wave strengths are:

α̃1 =
1

2c̃2
[∆p− ρ̃c̃∆u]

α̃2 = ∆ρ −∆p/c̃2

α̃3 =
1

2c̃2
[∆p+ ρ̃c̃∆u]

(20)

The eigenvalues of Roe average matrix are:

λ̃1 = ũ− ã, λ̃2 = ũ, λ̃3 = ũ+ ã (21)
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FIG. 4: The profiles of density, velocity, pressure and temperature when resolving 1-D transcritical advection case with sharp

interface by conservative scheme

The corresponding right eigenvectors are as follows:

K̃
(1) =




1

ũ− ã

H̃ − ũã



 ;

K̃
(2) =




1

ũ

H̃ − ρ̃ c̃2 ∂ ẽ
∂ p̃


 ;

K̃
(3) =




1

ũ+ ã

H̃ + ũã





(22)

However, when calculating the partial differential of inter-

nal energy in the last term of K̃
(2) with complicated nonlinear

EoS, difficulties always arise. Using the extended Roe scheme

for real gas, this term can be solved directly by the definition

of Roe scheme: F (UR)−F (UL) = Ã(UR −UL).
We eventually update the conservative variable in shock-

affected cells based on the following equation:

U
n+1
i = U

n
i +

∆t

∆x

[
F

i− 1
2
−F

i+ 1
2

]
(23)

C. Sensor for shock waves

The primitive method should be locally corrected by a con-

servative method to correctly resolve the strength and propa-

gation speed of shock waves. In prior research27,29, the PVRS

was often utilized to detect the existence of shock waves,

which provids a switching strategy for the adaptive method.
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FIG. 5: The profiles of density, velocity, pressure and temperature when resolving 1-D transcritical advection case with sharp

interface by adaptive scheme

In PVRS the Riemann problem is approximately solved by30:

P
i+ 1

2
=

1

2
(pi + pi+1)+

1

2
(ui − ui+1) ρ̄ c̄

u
i+ 1

2
=

1

2
(ui + ui+1)+

1

2
(pi − pi+1)/(ρ̄ c̄)

ρL

i+ 1
2

= ρi +
(

ui − u
i+ 1

2

)
(ρ̄/c̄)

ρR

i+ 1
2

= ρi+1 +
(

u
i+ 1

2
− ui+1

)
(ρ̄/c̄)

(24)

with:

ρ̄ =
1

2
(ρi +ρi+1) c̄ =

1

2
(ci + ci+1) (25)

The propagation speeds of left and right waves are:

sL

i+ 1
2

=

(
ρiui −ρL

i+ 1
2

u
i+ 1

2

)

ρi −ρL

i+ 1
2

sR

i+ 1
2

=

(
ρi+1ui+1 −ρR

i+ 1
2

u
i+ 1

2

)

ρi+1 −ρR

i+ 1
2

(26)

Similar to previous research27,29,30, the conservative meth-

ods are applied at cell i when:

P
i+ 1

2

Pi

>1+ ε and sL

i+ 1
2

< 0

or
P

i− 1
2

Pi

>1+ ε and sR

i− 1
2

< 0

(27)
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where the parameter ε can be selected within the range

(0,0.1), and in this paper ε = 0.05 is adopted.
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FIG. 6: Results of pressure when solving transcritical

advection case with smooth initial condition by conservative

scheme
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FIG. 7: Results of pressure when solving transcritical

advection case with smooth initial condition by primitive

scheme

V. NUMERICAL TEST

In this section, a series of 1-D and 2-D numerical tests are

undertaken to illustrate the capacity of the proposed method

in the simulation of transcritical flow. The transcritical nitro-

gen is adopted as working fluid in all of the test cases with

the thermodynamic properties of fluids obtained by PR EoS.

The numerical results are compared with available standard

solution. For the purpose of analyzing the scheme without

the influence of high-order reconstructions, all the results are

computed using first order upwind Godunov method, and the

extension to high order scheme is straightforward. The fol-

lowing cases demonstrate that the hybrid method suggested in

this paper can obtain both oscillation free results as well as

correct shock wave strength in transcritical region.

A. 1-D transcritical advection cases

In the advection cases, the discontinuous initial condition,

which includes sharp transcritical interface, and smooth initial

condition are taken into consideration. Compared to conser-

vative method, the hybrid method can produce oscillation free

results under any initial conditions. The computational do-

main isx ∈ [0,1], and both ends have periodic boundary con-

ditions. The CFL number is 0.8.

The initial values of density, velocity pressure, and temper-

ature at the left and right sides of the interface in the transcrit-

ical advection case with discontinuous initial condition are:




ρl

ul

pl

Tl


=




580.586 kg/m3

100 m/s

4e6 Pa

120 K


 if 0 ≤ x ≤ 0.5




ρr

ur

pr

Tr


=




74.7415 kg/m3

100 m/s

4e6 Pa

200 K


 if 0.5 < x ≤ 1.0

(28)

The sharp interface is designed with a liquid-like state on

one side and a gas-like state on the other. At the transcritical

interface, there is a discontinuity in temperature and density,

but pressure and velocity remain constant across the compu-

tational domain. In fig.4 and Fig.[], we present the numeri-

cal results of density, velocity, pressure and temperature for

the above advection problem resolved using conservative and

adaptive methods respectively. Large oscillations can be ob-

served when using conservative method, resulting in the fail-

ure of this frequently employed method. The underlying rea-

son for these oscillations is that the pressure variations arise

around the interface due to the nonlinearity of thermodynam-

ics, subsequently generating waves and destroying the flow

field. There is no oscillation in the numerical results while us-

ing the adaptive method, indicating the robustness of the sug-

gested method in the context of transcritical flow. The non-

smoothness of the temperature curve is a result of the nonlin-

ear relationship between density and temperature in the trans-

critical region, and not the impact of the numerical scheme.

In the advection case with smooth initial condition, the val-

ues of density, velocity, and pressure are given by:

ρ = 0.5 ∗ (ρl +ρr)+ 0.5 ∗ (ρr−ρl)∗ sin(2πx)

u = 100 m/s

p = 4e6 Pa

(29)

The values of ρl and ρr in (29) are same to (28).In fig.6, we

illustrate the numerical results of pressure profile simulated

by conservative schemes with different mesh numbers. The

pressure profile resolved by hybrid scheme is shown in fig.7.
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FIG. 8: Profiles of density, velocity, pressure and temperature for the transcritical shock tube problems resolved by different

schemes

Similar to the situation in sharp interface case, hybrid scheme

can produce numerical results without oscillations. When the

initial conditions are smooth, the oscillations in the results re-

solved by conservative method steadily decrease as the num-

ber of grids increases but the oscillations only alleviate never

vanish. This indicates that when the initial conditions are

smooth, the numerical oscillations of the conservative scheme

can be alleviated by refining the mesh so that the relation-

ship between the thermodynamic parameters within a cell can

be linearly approximated. However, it seems to be difficult

in application for two reasons. First, in recent experimental

studies1 has shown that that the transcritical layer is often just

a few tens of microns thick. Second, the contact discontinuity

in supersonic flow is a sharp interface with temperature and

density discontinuities. The hybrid scheme provides a pos-

sible way for the robust simulation in transcritical flow with

large gradient or discontinuities.

B. 1-D shock tube problems

In this section, we employ the 1-D shock tube problems to

demonstrate that the hybrid scheme is capable of accurately

resolving the strength and propagation speed of shock waves.

The computational domain is x ∈ [0,1 m], with transmissive

boundary conditions in both ends. The CFL number is set to

0.8, and the simulation time is t = 5e− 4s. The initial condi-

tions for 1-D transcritical shock tube test case are:



ρl

ul

pl


=




800 kg/m3

0 m/s

60e6 Pa


 ,




ρr

ur

pr


=




80 kg/m3

0 m/s

6e6 Pa




(30)

Fig.8 illustrates the density, velocity, pressure, and temper-

ature profiles for the transcritical shock tube problem resolved
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FIG. 10: Initial conditions of density for the 2-D transcritical

advection test case

using the adaptive, primitive and conservative schemes. To

provide reference locations of discontinuities, the results re-

solved by conservative scheme are simulated using a mesh

with 5000 grids, while the mesh with 500 grids are used for

adaptive and primitive schemes. It is evident that the primitive

scheme predicts a faster speed of shock waves. The location

of shock waves resolved by hybrid method are in good agree-

ment with those predicted by conservative scheme. However,

an unphysical discontinuity of velocity can be observed in

the location of contact discontinuity when using conservative

scheme. The above one-dimension numerical tests demon-

strate the robustness and precision of the adaptive primitive-

conservative scheme in the simulations of high speed tran-

scritical flow. In Fig.9, we present the existence of shock

waves predicted by PVRS shock sensor. If the cells are af-

fected by shock waves, the variable L will equal to one. One

can clearly observed that shock waves are correctly predicted

by the PVRS shock sensor. Thus, conservative method will be

used in the shock involved cells, which maintain the adaptive

scheme correctly resolving the propagation speed and strength

of shock waves.

(a) Density

(b) Pressure

FIG. 11: Distribution of density and pressure for the 2-D

transcritical advection test case at time t = 5e− 3s

C. 2-D transcritical advection test case

In this section, the hybrid scheme is applied to a 2-D ad-

vection test case. The computational domain is taken[0,1m]∗
[0,1m] with periodic boundary condition in both direc-

tions. The initial pressure P = 5e6Pa and velocity [u,v] =
[50m/s,50m/s] (diagonal flow) are uniform in the whole com-

putational domain. The CFL number is 0.5. For the purpose of

illustrating the effect numerical schemes itself, first order up-

wind Godunov scheme are used in the simulation. In Fig.10,

we illustrate the initial condition of density and the sketch of

computational domain. The exact solution of Euler equations

with above condition is clearly just a passive convection of

density and temperature. Fig.11 shows the distribution of den-

sity and pressure at time t = 5e−3s. Similar to 1-D convection

case, oscillation free results are resolved by the hybrid scheme
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(a) Density at time t = 4.46e−4s (b) Pressure at time t = 4.46e−4s

(c) Density at time t = 6.26e−4s (d) Pressure at time t = 6.26e−4s

FIG. 12: Density and pressure distributions of shock and transcritical droplet interaction problem at different time

in 2-D transcritical convection numerical test. The above re-

sults indicate that the adaptive method is capable of getting

a robust and accurate result in the simulation of transcritical

flows.

D. Interaction between shock waves and transcritical droplet

In this section, the adaptive scheme is employed to resolve

the interaction between shock waves and transcritical droplet.

The size of computational domain is set to [0,1m] ∗ [0,1m],
with transmissive boundary conditions in both ends. A trans-

critical droplet with a radius of r = 0.2m locates in the center

of computational domain. The initial velocities in x and y di-

rections are set to zero over the whole computational domain.

The initial conditions for density, velocity and pressure in the

different region of computational domain are as follows:




ρdrop

udrop

vdrop

Pdrop


=




700 kg/m3

0 m/s

0 m/s

6e6 Pa







ρle f t

ule f t

vle f t

Ple f t


=




700 kg/m3

0 m/s

0 m/s

6e6 Pa







ρright

uright

vright

Pright


=




800 kg/m3

0 m/s

0 m/s

60e6 Pa




(31)

Initially a discontinuity is positioned at x = 0.9, with pres-

sure on the right side being greater than that on the left side,
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producing a shock wave to propagate to the left. Fig[12] de-

picts the pressure contours at various times. No oscillation can

be observed near the boundary of transcritical droplet, which

means that the robust result can be obtained by the adaptive

method.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have developed an adaptive primitive-conservative

scheme for supersonic transcritical flows with an arbitrary

equation of state without calculating the derivatives of thermo-

dynamic values. One- and two-dimensional numerical tests

are employed to illustrate the accuracy and robustness of the

adaptive scheme. Even when transcritical discontinuities and

shock waves coexist, the adaptive strategy seems to work well.

In regions with high nonlinear thermodynamics, the adap-

tive scheme eliminates pressure oscillations. In addition, the

strength and propagation speed of shock waves are accurately

determined by locally adapting the conservative scheme in the

cells impacted by the shock waves.
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