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ABSTRACT

A framework for numerical evaluation of entropy-conservative volume fluxes in gas flows with in-
ternal energies is developed, for use with high-order discretization methods. The novelty of the
approach lies in the ability to use arbitrary expressions for the internal degrees of freedom of the
constituent gas species. The developed approach is implemented in an open-source discontinuous
Galerkin code for solving hyperbolic equations. Numerical simulations are carried out for several
model 2-D flows and the results are compared to those obtained with the finite volume-based solver
DLR TAU.
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1 Introduction

Accurate simulation of non-equilibrium flows with chemical reactions and internal degrees of freedom is crucial for a
multitude of aerospace applications [4, 32, 21]. For such flows, using higher-order discontinuous Galerkin (DG) meth-
ods is an attractive prospect, as it enables a more accurate simulation of turbulent effects, lessens the requirements on
grid-shock alignment, improves computational efficiency due to data locality, and adds additional solution adaptiv-
ity capabilities via p-adaptivity [45, 23, 2, 31, 17, 34]. DG methods are also the natural framework for polynomial
expansion-based uncertainty quantification and sensitivity analysis studies [43, 24], an area of research with growing
importance, as larger and larger parts of the R&D cycle in aerospace are carried out via simulation tools. The less
stringent requirements of DG methods with regards to shock-grid alignment [8] are also useful for uncertainty quan-
tification and sensitivity analysis studies, as those oftentimes require automated simulation of hundreds and thousands
of test cases, where automated well-aligned mesh generation is possible only for simple geometries [9].

Development of DG methods suitable for aerospace applications is still an active area of research, as questions of
numerical stability, shock capturing, and insufficient numerical diffusion inherent to higher-order methods need to be
addressed. Recent achievements in these areas include the DG spectral element method with Legendre-Gauss-Lobatto
quadratures (DGSEM-LGL) [11, 12, 39], artificial viscosity approaches [30, 8, 1], shock filtering [30, 3], and subcell
limiting techniques [16, 26].

Another question is the choice of the numerical flux functions: from a physics point of view, a crucial desired prop-
erty of a numerical scheme is entropy conservation [44, 19, 18], especially in the context of DG methods [6, 36, 12].
For summation-by-part (SBP) schemes, this requires entropy-conservative numerical flux functions for the volume
and surface fluxes [36, 12]. Augmented by a dissipative surface flux function, the spatial discretization then guar-
antees entropy stability [6]. Multiple entropy-conservative flux functions have been developed [36], but they usually
assume restrictions on the description of the internal energy of the gas flow. Quite often, a constant ratio of specific
heats is assumed. Whilst this greatly simplifies the derivation of numerical fluxes, it is not applicable to the kind of
high-temperature flows encountered in real-life aerospace applications. In [20], the DG method was applied to the
simulation of reacting mixtures with special attention paid to the numerical evaluation of fluxes that avoid generat-
ing spurious pressure oscillations. In a recent paper [34], an approach has been proposed to construct entropy stable
flux functions for mixtures of molecules with vibrational spectra described by infinite harmonic oscillators. This sig-
nificantly expands the range of applicability of such entropy-conservative schemes. However, the assumed infinite
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harmonic oscillator model is not the most accurate description of real-life vibrational spectra of molecules. In addi-
tion, the approach used to derive the flux functions does not easily generalize to other expressions for internal energy
spectra.

In the present work, a new approach to derive of entropy-conservative flux schemes is developed, based on interpola-
tion of the specific heats and entropy integrals. It is applied to the simulation of inviscid high-enthalpy flows over a
cylinder, and compared to results obtained with the second order finite volume-based DLR TAU solver [28].

The paper is structured as follows. First, the flow equations for a high-temperature gas flow are presented, the thermo-
dynamic properties of high-temperature gases are discussed, and a brief overview of the impact of various modelling
assumptions is given. Then, an entropy-conservative flux is derived for the equations in question, and its computational
properties are analyzed. Next, a short overview of the used simulation framework is given and results of numerical
simulations are presented. Finally, future work prospects are discussed.

2 Flow equations and thermodynamic properties

We consider a two-dimensional flow of a single-species inviscid gas.

The compressible Euler equations governing such a flow are given by
∂

∂t
u+

∂

∂x
fx +

∂

∂y
fy = 0. (1)

Here t ∈ [0, tmax] is the time, x and y are the spatial coordinates in the flow domain Ω ⊂ R2, u is the vector of
conservative variables, and fx, fy are the inviscid fluxes.

The vector of conservative variables u ∈ R4 is given by

u = (ρ, ρvx, ρvy, E)
T
, (2)

where ρ is the density, vx and vy are the flow velocities in the x and y directions, and E = ρe = ρεint + ρv2/2 is the
total flow energy. Here, e is the specific energy, and εint is the specific internal energy. The inviscid fluxes are given
by

fx =
(
ρvx, ρv

2
x + p, ρvxvy, (E + p)vx

)T
, (3)

fy =
(
ρvy, ρvxvy, ρv

2
y + p, (E + p)vy

)T
. (4)

Here p is the pressure. We use the ideal gas law to relate pressure, density, and temperature: p = nkT , where n is the
number density (n = ρ/m, where m is the mass of the constituent gas species), k is the Boltzmann constant, and T
is the flow temperature. All that is left to fully close the system of equations is a relation between the specific internal
energy and the temperature.

2.1 Internal energy models

We now consider several models for εint(T ). The simplest case is that of the calorically perfect gas, where
εint(T ) = cvT , where cv is the constant-valued specific heat at constant volume. The ratio of specific heats
γ = (cv + k/m)/cv in that case is also temperature-independent. The calorically perfect gas case, especially with
cv = 5/2k/m (corresponding γ = 1.4), is the standard one in a large amount of literature concerned with CFD
methods in general and entropy-conservative formulations in particular, and we do not consider it in detail.

In the present work, we assume that our gas consists of diatomic molecules, which possess only rotational and vibra-
tional degrees of freedom. That is, we neglect the impact of electronic excitation: εint = εtr + εrot + εvibr, where
εtr =

3
2kT/m is the specific translational energy, and εrot and εvibr are the specific rotational and vibrational energies,

respectively. Moreover, we assume a “rigid rotor” model [32]), that is, that the rotational and vibrational degrees of
freedom are uncoupled. We also assume that the rotational mode is fully excited, leading to εrot = kT/m. As a
consequence, the specific heat of the rotational degrees of freedom simplifies to cv,rot = k/m. For a more detailed
discussion of the validity of these assumptions, at least with regard to viscous fluid properties, the reader is referred
to [25].

For the vibrational degrees of freedom, we consider the two following models:

1. Infinite harmonic oscillator:

εvibr =
k

m

θv

exp
(
θv
T

)
− 1

, cv,vibr =
k

m

θ2v exp
(
θv
T

)
T 2
(
exp

(
θv
T

)
− 1
)2 , (5)
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where θv is the characteristic vibrational temperature of the molecules.
2. Cut-off oscillator:

εvibr =
1

mZvibr

imax∑
i=0

εv,i exp
(
−εv,i
kT

)
, Zvibr =

imax∑
i=0

exp
(
−εv,i
kT

)
,

cv,vibr =
1

mZvibr

1

kT 2

imax∑
i=0

ε2v,i exp
(
−εv,i
kT

)
−

(
imax∑
i=0

εv,i exp
(
−εv,i
kT

))2
 . (6)

Here Zvibr is the vibrational partition function, the summation over i denotes the summation over all the
allowed discrete vibrational states, εv,i is the vibrational energy of the molecule in vibrational state i, and
imax is the maximum allowed vibrational state. Usually this is chosen based on the dissociation energy D of
the molecule, such that εv,imax

< D < εv,imax+1.
In the case of εv,i =

(
i+ 1

2

)
kθv , where θv is the characteristic vibrational temperature of the molecular

species, one obtains the cut-off harmonic oscillator model. In case a non-linear dependence of the vibrational
energy on the level number is assumed, one obtains a so-called cut-off anharmonic oscillator model. In the
present work, second-order terms are considered in the case of the anharmonic oscillator model: εv,i =(
i+ 1

2

)
kθv −

(
i+ 1

2

)2
kθv,anh, where θv,anh is the characteristic temperature of the anharmonic correction.
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Figure 1: The heat capacity ratio γ as a function of temperature for different models of the vibrational energy spectrum
of oxygen (black lines) and nitrogen (blue lines).

In the present work we consider two molecular species: O2 and N2. For O2, the following values were used to
determine the vibrational spectrum [5]: a dissociation energy D of 59364 K, a characteristic vibrational temperature
θv of 2273.5 K, and a characteristic temperature of the anharmonic correction θv,anh of 17.366 K. For N2, the following
values were used: D = 113252 K, θv = 3393.48 K, θv,anh of 20.603 K.

Figure 1 shows the impact the choice of the vibrational energy spectrum description has on the thermodynamic prop-
erties of the gas (in this case, the heat capacity ratio γ). Four different models are considered: the infinite harmonic
oscillator, the cut-off harmonic oscillator, the cut-off anharmonic oscillator with the cut-off determined by the disso-
ciation energy of the molecule D, and the cut-off anharmonic oscillator with the cut-off determined by the vibrational
level where the vibrational energy starts decreasing with increasing level number (marked with a dagger sign † on
the plot legend). It can be seen that the heat capacity ratio strongly deviates from the room temperature value of 1.4,
with all the cut-off models exhibiting non-monotone behaviour. For nitrogen, the effects of vibrational excitation and
vibrational spectrum cut-off appear at higher temperatures than for oxygen, due to its higher characteristic vibrational
temperature. Note that the presented results do not account for effects such as electronic excitation, which further
complicate the thermodynamic behaviour of gases at temperatures higher than 7000-10000 K [29, 5].
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2.2 Implementation of internal energy models in a CFD solver

Accounting for internal energy effects in a flow solver involves implementing several functions: 1) one to compute the
flow temperature T from the conservative variables, 2) one to compute a specific internal energy given the flow tem-
perature T , 3) one to compute the specific heats given the flow temperature T , and 4) one to compute the flow entropy
given the temperature and conservative variables. For multi-species flows and flows with thermal non-equilibrium
(multi-temperature flows), these functions have to be extended accordingly to account for all the relevant dependen-
cies on the partial densities and the temperatures of the internal degrees of freedom.

In general, no closed-form expression exists to compute T from εint. As such, existing packages for high-temperature
flow simulation, such as Mutation++ [41], use a non-linear solver to obtain the flow temperature. In the present work,
a single-species gas is considered, and an approach based on linear interpolation between tabulated values is used due
to the lower computational cost; a discussion of the cost of using a non-linear solver in lieu of the linear interpolation
is presented below.

First, reasonable minimum and maximum values of T are chosen, e.g., Tmin = 10 K, Tmax = 50000 K, as well as
a temperature discretization step ∆T . The full specific internal energy εint = εint(T ) is computed over the specified
temperature range with the corresponding step in ∆T and stored, as well as the total specific heat cv = cv(T ). Since
one needs a way to obtain the temperature, a primitive variable, from energy, a conservative variable, the minimum
and maximum internal energy values are computed as εint = εint(Tmin), εint = εint(Tmax), and the number of
discretization points is chosen to be the same as for the discretization of the temperature range. Based on this, a
uniform energy discretization step ∆ε is computed, and for each energy in the range, the corresponding temperature
is found using a non-linear solver. As this step is done only once during the initialization of the flow solver, a high
accuracy can be used for the non-linear solve, as even for a large number of discretization points, the cost taken up
by the pre-processing is negligible compared to the time taken up by the flow simulation itself. With these tabulated
arrays, reconstructing temperature from the energy and computing energy and/or specific heat from the temperature
requires only finding the closest position in the array. This is achieved via division by the discretization step and
subsequent rounding down to an integer, and performing a linear interpolation between the nearest values in the array.
In case of a multi-species flow, where the inference of temperature from energy requires solving a non-linear equation,
the linear interpolation of energy and specific heats is still utilized in the non-linear solver to avoid a potentially
expensive computation of energy and its derivative with respect to the temperature at each iteration.

3 Entropy-conservative flux

Having defined our system of flow equations and its closures, we are interested in developing an entropy-conservative
flux function. In this, we follow the methodology of Tadmor [44], with the help of the more generic formulation of the
entropy as given in [34].

3.1 Entropy and entropy variables

The physical entropy s is defined as the specific quantity

s =

∫ T

0

cv(τ)

τ
dτ − k

m
ln ρ = η(T )− k

m
. (7)

We will hereafter refer to the
∫ T

0
cv(τ)

τ dτ as the “integral part” of the entropy. As it will play a central role in the
following derivations, we denote it by η(T ) to simplify the notation. We also define the mathematical entropy as the
volume density s = −ρs.
The specific entropy satisfies the entropy balance equation [15]

∂s

∂t
+ v · ∇s = σ ≥ 0, (8)

where v = (vx, vx) is the velocity vector, and σ is the entropy production. The entropy production σ depends on the
physics of the problem being considered, i.e. presence of shockwaves, chemical reactions, etc., and we thus leave it
unspecified.

In order to derive an entropy-conservative flux, we first need to compute entropy variables, defined by

ω =
∂s

∂u
. (9)

4
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As before, our vector of conservative variables is the following

u = (ρ, ρvx, ρvy, E)
T
=

(
ρ, ρvx, ρvy, ρεint +

1

2
ρv2
)T

, (10)

and we define our vector of primitive variables as

z = (ρ, vx, vy, T )
T
. (11)

Using the chain rule [13], we can write the entropy variable vector

ω =
∂s

∂u
=
∂s

∂z

(
∂u

∂z

)−1

. (12)

Computing the derivatives of the conservative variables w.r.t. the primitive variables is straightforward

∂u

∂z
=

 1 0 0 0
vx ρ 0 0
vy 0 ρ 0

εint +
1
2v

2 ρvx ρvy ρcv

 (13)

Inverting, we obtain (
∂u

∂z

)−1

=


1 0 0 0
−vx

ρ
1
ρ 0 0

− vy
ρ 0 1

ρ 0
1
2v

2−εint
ρcv

− vx
ρcv

− vy
ρcv

1
ρcv

 (14)

Making use of the Leibniz integral rule, we get

∂s

∂z
=

(
−s+ k

m
, 0, 0,−ρcv

T

)
. (15)

Applying (12) and omitting any constant terms independent of the flow variables, we obtain the vector of entropy
variables.

ω = (ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4) =

(
−s(T ) +

εint(T )− 1
2v

2

T
,
vx
T
,
vy
T
,− 1

T

)T

. (16)

3.2 Derivation of entropy-conservative flux

The equation for entropy-conserving flux Fnum,EC,j ∈ R4 in spatial direction j (j = x, y) is given by the following
compatibility condition [44]:

JωTK · Fnum,EC,j − JψjK = 0, (17)
where JaK = a+ − a− is the jump in the value of a flow variable a, and a− and a+ denote the values of a flow variable
a at two points between which the flux is computed. The flux potentials are given by [34]:

ψj =
k

m
ρvj . (18)

To obtain the flux Fnum,EC,j , we need to write JωK and JψjK in terms of jumps in the primitive variables

JωK = A (z−, z+) · JzK, A (z−, z+) ∈ R4×4, (19)

JψjK = B (z−, z+) · JzK, B (z−, z+) ∈ R1×4. (20)
Here A (z−, z+) and B (z−, z+) are matrices dependent on the values of the primitive variables at the two points
between which the flux is computed. The compatibility condition (17) can be rewritten as((

Fnum,EC,j
)T ·A (z−, z+)−B (z−, z+)

)
· JzK = 0, ∀ JzK ∈ R4. (21)

Once A (z−, z+) and B (z−, z+) have been found, Fnum,EC,j can be computed as

Fnum,EC,j =
(
A−1 (z−, z+)B (z−, z+)

)T
. (22)

5
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In order to obtain rewrite the jumps in the entropy variables in terms of jumps in the primitive variables, we first need
to introduce the following averaging operators [36]

{{a}} = 1

2
(a− + a+) , (23)

{{a}}geo =
√
a−a+, (24)

{{a}}log =
a+ − a−

log a+ − log a−
. (25)

Then, the following relations hold [36]:

JabK = {{a}} JbK + {{b}} JaK, (26)
ra
b

z
= − {{a}}
{{b}}2geo

JbK +
{{

1

b

}}
JaK, (27)

Jlog aK =
JaK
{{a}}log

. (28)

Let us write out the jumps for ω2, ω3, ω4 (as defined by (16)), as their derivation is straightforward and does not require
any additional discussion. We find

Jω2K = {{vx}}
s
1

T

{
+

{{
1

T

}}
JvxK = −{{vx}}

1

{{T}}2geo
JT K +

{{
1

T

}}
JvxK . (29)

By analogy we obtain

Jω3K = −{{vy}}
1

{{T}}2geo
JT K +

{{
1

T

}}
JvyK . (30)

Finally, for Jω4K we get

Jω4K =
1

{{T}}2geo
JT K . (31)

Let us now focus the attention on ω1, taking into account the definition of entropy (7).

Jω1K = − JsK +
rεint
T

z
−

t
v2x + v2y
2T

|

= − JsK− {{εint}}
{{T}}2geo

JT K +
{{

1

T

}}
JεintK +

{{
v2x
}}

+
{{
v2y
}}

2 {{T}}2geo
JT K

−
{{

1

T

}}
{{vx}} JvxK−

{{
1

T

}}
{{vy}} JvyK

= − Jη(T )K +
k

m

JρK
{{ρ}}log

− {{εint}}
{{T}}2geo

JT K +
{{

1

T

}}
JεintK

+

{{
v2x
}}

+
{{
v2y
}}

2 {{T}}2geo
JT K−

{{
1

T

}}
{{vx}} JvxK−

{{
1

T

}}
{{vy}} JvyK. (32)

All that is left is to express the jumps in η(T ) and εint(T ) in terms of jumps in T . At first this seems impossible
unless some specific expressions for cv(T ) and εint are provided. Even then, a closed-form solution is not necessarily
available. For the simplest case of an infinite harmonic oscillator [34], the resulting flux formulae are quite complex
and involve hyperbolic functions. Another approach is to use the NASA polynomials [29], which approximate specific
heats as polynomials in T and 1/T . The polynomial fits for entropies and enthalpies are obtained via simple analytical
integration. One can plug in the polynomial approximations into (32) and obtain a closed-form expression for the jump
in ω1 using the relevant chain rules, which is the procedure employed in [13]. The drawback of the approach is that for
each internal energy model, a new set of fits has to be performed as the coefficients given by NASA take into account
effects such as anharmonicity, electronic excitatation, etc. Moreover, in thermally non-equilibrium multi-temperature
flows, additional fits for the vibrational components of the internal energies need to be provided.

6
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However, we can formally write out the jumps in η(t) and εint using the mean value theorem:

Jη(T )K =
∫ T+

0

cv(τ)

τ
dτ −

∫ T−

0

cv(τ)

τ
dτ =

∫ T+

T−

cv(τ)

τ
dτ = JT K

cv (T
∗)

T ∗ , (33)

JεintK =
∫ T+

0

cv(τ)dτ −
∫ T−

0

cv(τ)dτ =

∫ T+

T−

cv(τ)dτ = JT Kcv (T ∗∗) . (34)

Here T ∗, T ∗∗ are some values of the temperature in the interval [min (T−, T+) ,max (T−, T+)]. But how do we find
the values cv (T ∗)/T ∗, cv (T ∗∗)?

The following algorithm is proposed: given u+, u−, we first compute JεintK and Jη(T )K. The jump in the internal
energy can be computed explicitly. To compute the jump in the integral part of the entropy η(T ), we pre-compute
tabulated values of η(T ) with a step size of ∆T and store them. Thus, once we convert the conservative variables to
the primitive variables, we obtain T+ and T−, and use them to find via linear interpolation the jump in η(T ). Since we
already know JT K, we simply divide the left-hand sides of (33), (34) by JT K and obtain the required values.

Thus, we can write out the final expression for Jω1K:

Jω1K = −JT K
cv (T

∗)

T ∗ +
k

m

JρK
{{ρ}}log

− {{εint}}
{{T}}2geo

JT K +
{{

1

T

}}
cv (T

∗∗) JT K

+

{{
v2x
}}

+
{{
v2y
}}

2 {{T}}2geo
JT K−

{{
1

T

}}
{{vx}} JvxK−

{{
1

T

}}
{{vy}} JvyK. (35)

Substituting into (17) and solving for the flux components, we obtain two entropy-conserving flux vectors (in the x
and y spatial directions) for the conservative variables:

F num,x
ρ = {{ρ}}log {{vx}} , (36)

F num,x
ρvx = F num,x

ρ {{vx}}+
k

m

{{ρ}}
{{1/T}}

, (37)

F num,x
ρvy = F num,x

ρ {{vy}} , (38)

F num,x
E = F num,x

ρ {{T}}2geo

(
cv (T

∗)

T ∗ −
{{

1

T

}}
cv (T

∗∗)

)
+ F num,x

ρ

(
{{εint}} −

{{
v2x
}}

+
{{
v2y
}}

2

)
+ {{vx}}F num,x

ρvx
+ {{vy}}F num,x

ρvy . (39)

In the y direction:

F num,y
ρ = {{ρ}}log {{vy}} , (40)

F num,y
ρvx = F num,y

ρ {{vx}} , (41)

F num,y
ρvy = F num,y

ρ {{vy}}+
k

m

{{ρ}}
{{1/T}}

, (42)

F num,y
E = F num,y

ρ {{T}}2geo

(
cv (T

∗)

T ∗ −
{{

1

T

}}
cv (T

∗∗)

)
+ F num,y

ρ

(
{{εint}} −

{{
v2x
}}

+
{{
v2y
}}

2

)
+ {{vx}}F num,y

ρvx
+ {{vy}}F num,y

ρvy . (43)

This concludes the derivation of the entropy-conservative numerical flux for the case of a single-species gas with
arbitrary internal energies.

7



Entropy-conservative high-order methods for high-enthalpy gas flows

3.3 Limiting case

We can check that in the case of cv = const, the formulas reduce to the fluxes as given by expression (75) in [36].
For the density and velocity fluxes, this is immediately evident if one uses RspecificT instead of T as the variable,
where Rspecific = k

m . All that remains is to simplify the expressions for the energy flux (we only consider the flux
in the y direction, the derivation for the x direction is done by analogy). For constant cv , we have that η(T+) −
η(T−) =

∫ T+

T−
cv/τdτ = cv (log T+ − log T−). We can therefore write that T ∗ = {{T}}log. We also have that

{{εint}} = cv {{T}}. Therefore, we can re-write expression (43) as

F num,y
E = F num,y

ρ cv

(
{{T}}2geo
{{T}}log

− {{T}}2geo

{{
1

T

}}
+ {{T}}

)

− F num,y
ρ

{{
v2x
}}

+
{{
v2y
}}

2
+ {{vx}}F num,y

ρvx
+ {{vy}}F num,y

ρvy . (44)

The term −{{T}}2geo
{{

1
T

}}
+ {{T}} can easily be shown to be equal to 0. Finally, using the definition of γ = cp/cv

and Mayer’s relation cp = cv + k/m, we can write k/(m(γ − 1)) instead of cv . Thus, we obtain the final expression
for the energy flux:

F num,y
E = F num,y

ρ

(
k

m

1

γ − 1

{{T}}2geo
{{T}}log

−
{{
v2x
}}

+
{{
v2y
}}

2

)
+ {{vx}}F num,y

ρvx + {{vy}}F num,y
ρvy

. (45)

This can be seen to be exactly the energy flux as given by Eqn. (75) in [36] (which in turn is based on the flux proposed
by Chandrashekar [7]), up to a trivial change of variables from T to RspecificT .

This concludes the derivation of an algorithm for computing entropy-conserving flux functions for a gas with an
arbitrary internal energy function.

3.4 Algorithm for pre-processing and flux computation

Here, an outline of the overall algorithm for the pre-computation of relevant tabulated values and subsquent estimation
of the flux components is presented.

Algorithm 1 shows a pseudocode description of how the necessary tabulated quantities are precomputed. To distin-
guish between the flow variables arrays of tabulated values, we subscript the latter with A. All of the arrays TA,
EA, Eu,A, cv,A, Tinv,A, ηA are of size N + 1 and store the tabulated values. The user has to provide the minimum
and maximum values of the temperature range, as well as the temperature step ∆T . The functions for computa-
tion of the specific internal energy εint and the specific heat cv,int from temperature are assumed to be known. It is
usually not possible to compute the temperature from the internal energy, and thus, some non-linear solver needs to
be used to populate the Tinv,A array (by computing temperature from the uniformly discretized energy range Eu,A).
While higher-order integration methods can be implemented instead of Simpson’s rule, the linear interpolation of spe-
cific heats and temperature (in dependence on energy) also places bounds on the minimum error achievable with the
scheme. In general, it is assumed that the discretization step ∆T is chosen such that the error due to the approximations
used is extremely small even using the proposed simple integration and interpolation rules.

Algorithm 2 shows the computation of the quantities required for the calculation of the fluxes as given by Eqns. (36)–
(43). First, the temperature is computed from the internal energy, and is then used to approximate the specific heats and
integral parts of the entropy of the left and right states. In order to avoid division by zero, in case the temperatures of
the left and right states are close (as defined by some prescribed tolerance r, for example r = 0.5∆T ), the jumps in the
integral part of the entropy and internal energy are simply replaced by their derivatives evaluated at T = (Tll+Trr)/2.
In a more general scenario (e.g., a multi-species flow), the linear interpolation of temperature from the energy would
need to be replaced by a call to a non-linear solver.

3.5 Computational complexity and error analysis

We now analyze the computational cost of the algorithm and the error due to interpolation. Compared to the case of
constant cv , for each entropy-conservative flux computation, the following additional computations are required:
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Algorithm 1 Pre-computation of tabulated quantities
Require: Tmin > 0, Tmax > Tmin, ∆T > 0, εvibr(T ), T (εint)
N ← ⌊(Tmax − Tmin)/∆T ⌋ ▷ Compute number of array elements
Emin ← 1

m

(
5
2kTmin + εvibr(Tmin)

)
▷ Compute minimum internal energy

Emax ← 1
m

(
5
2kTmax + εvibr(Tmax)

)
▷ Compute maximum internal energy

∆E ← (Emax − Emin)/N ▷ Compute uniform internal energy spacing
for i = 0, . . . , N do

TA[i]← Tmin + i∆T ▷ Set element of uniformly spaced temperature array
Eu,A[i]← Emin + i∆E ▷ Set element of uniformly spaced energy array
EA[i]← εint(TA[i]) ▷ Compute and set element of energy array
cv,A[i]← cv(TA[i]) ▷ Compute and set element of specific heat array
Tinv,A[i]← T (Eu,A[i], TA[i]) ▷ Compute temperature from energy with a non-linear solver using TA[i] as a

starting guess
if i is 0 then

ηA[i]← 0
else

Ta ← TA[i− 1]
Tb ← TA[i]
Tab ← 1

2 (Ta + Tb) ▷ Compute endpoints for integration via Simpson’s rule
ηA[i]← ηA[i− 1] + ∆T

6 (cv(Ta)/Ta + 4cv(Tab)/Tab + cv(Tb)/Tb) ▷ Compute integral part of entropy
using Simpson’s rule

end if
end for

Algorithm 2 Computation of quantities necessary for calculation of fluxes
Require: ρ−, vx,−, vy,−, εint,−, ρ+, vx,+, vy,+, εint,+

for i = −,+ do ▷ Compute relevant quantities for left and right states
fe,i ← (εint,i − Emin)/∆E
Ie,i ← ⌊fe,i⌋ ▷ Find position in array of energy
fe,i ← fe,i − Ie,i ▷ Find linear interpolation coefficient
Ti ← (1− fe,i) · Tinv,A[Ie,i] + fe,i · Tinv,A[Ie,i + 1] ▷ Find temperature from energy
fT,i ← (Ti − Tmin)/∆T
IT,i ← ⌊fT,i⌋ ▷ Find position in array of temperature
fT,i ← fT,i − IT,i ▷ Find linear interpolation coefficient
cv,i ← (1− fT,i) · cv,A[IT,i] + fT,i · cv,A[IT,i + 1] ▷ Find specific heat from temperature
ηi ← (1− fT,i) · ηA[IT,i] + fT,i · ηA[IT,i + 1] ▷ Find integral part of entropy from temperature

end for
if |T+ − T−| < r then ▷ r is a small fixed tolerance to avoid division by 0

T ← (T+ − T−) /2
fT ← (T − Tmin)/∆T
IT ← ⌊fT ⌋
fT ← fT − IT
cv ← (1− fT ) · cv,A[IT ] + fT · cv,A[IT + 1] ▷ Find specific heat from temperature
cv(T

∗)/T ∗ ← cv/T
cv(T

∗∗)← cv
else

cv(T
∗)/T ∗ ← (η+ − η−) / (T+ − T−)

cv(T
∗∗)← (εint,+ − εint,−) / (T+ − T−)

end if
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1. computation of T+, T−,
2. calculation of JεintK, Jη(T )K,
3. calculation of cv (T ∗)/T ∗, cv (T ∗∗).

In the following analysis we disregard the cost of the computation of temperature from energy, as in the present work
a single-species formulation is assumed. This allows for significantly faster computation as compared to using a
non-linear solver, which is required in the more general multi-species case.

Computation of a linear interpolation of a function of some variable x given x requires the following floating-point
operations: 1 subtraction, 1 division operation and 1 rounding operation (to get the index in the tabulated array), 1
subtraction operation (to get the relative position between the two closest array values), 2 multiplication operations,
1 subtraction and 1 summation operation (to perform the linear interpolation). In addition, 2 array access operations
are needed. In total, 1 division, 1 round-off, 2 multiplications, 1 summation, 3 subtractions, and 2 array accesses are
required. We need to perform linear interpolation twice: to compute η(T+) and η(T−). Whilst the pseudocode in
Algorithm 2 contains 6 linear interpolations (temperature T , cv(T ), and η(T ) for each of the left and right states), the
specific heat is required only in case the temperatures of the left and right states are very close (in which case interpo-
lation of the integral part of the entropy is not needed; vice versa, if |T+ − T−| > r, the interpolation of the specific
heats is not required. Therefore, with careful handling of the possible cases, no more than 4 linear interpolations are
needed for any given pair of neighbouring flow states. Additionally, as already stated, the interpolation of temperature
is neglected in the present analysis. Two additional subtractions are needed to compute the jumps in energy and the
integral part of the entropy. Finally, 2 division operations are needed to compute cv (T ∗)/T ∗, cv (T ∗∗).

So in total, we require 12 subtractions/additions, 4 multiplications, 2 round-offs, 4 divisions, and 4 array accesses.
Two of the divisions can be re-formulated as multiplications, as the division is by a constant value of ∆T that is
set at the start of the simulation. In that case, the number of floating-point operations is 12 subtractions/additions, 6
multiplications, 2 round-offs, 2 divisions.

Having replaced division by multiplication where possible, the worst case cost of the flux evaluation is then 120 cycles,
based on data on Ivy Bridge processor family latencies [10]. The formulation in [34] requires at least three exponen-
tiations (each 68 cycles), two logarithms (each 90 cycles), 6 multiplications, 1 division, leading to an approximate
cost of 424 cycles, approximately 3.5 as many cycles as the formulation in the present work. Again, it is important
to note that in both cases, the cost of computing the temperature from the energy is neglected. Another factor not
considered in the present analysis is the role of cache effects. The approach proposed in the present work requires
storing several large one-dimensional arrays of floating point numbers, which are being accessed at every step of the
simulation, which could lead to frequent loading and eviction of data from the CPU cache.

The sources of numerical error in the presented flux formulation are

1. Error in temperature from linear interpolation (computing temperature from energy)
2. Error in approximation of η(T ) when storing the tabulated values (dependent on quadrature rule used in the

pre-processing step)
3. Error in the linear interpolation of the integral η(T ) between the tabulated values.

For the linear interpolation used in the present work, the error in the estimation of temperature is of second order in
∆E. The error in the tabulated values of η(T ) is of fourth order in ∆T (assuming Simpson’s rule is used). Finally, the
error in the linear interpolation of the integral part of the entropy is of second order in ∆T . A numerical investigation of
the errors in the flux evaluation (and the impact of different error sources), along with an analysis of the computational
cost of the flux computation algorithm, is presented in the following section.

4 Numerical results

To verify the developed flux and apply it to simulation of two-dimensional high-speed flows, the developed algorithms
for computation of flow properties and fluxes were implemented in Trixi.jl [40, 38], a modular framework for solving
systems of hyperbolic equations using the DGSEM method. The strong stability preserving Runge-Kutta method
SSPRK43 was used for time integration, as provided by the DifferentialEquations.jl library [35]. The simulation code
is publicly available on Github [33].
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4.1 Comparison to exact expressions for fluxes

First, the developed flux is compared to existing entropy-conserving fluxes for cases where exact expressions for the
latter are available. We it compare to the flux of Chandrashekar [7] in the case of a calorically perfect gas, and to the
flux of Peyvan et al. [34] in the case of a gas described by the infinite harmonic oscillator model.
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Figure 2: Relative error in the energy flux for different temperature jumps as a function of the discretization step ∆T ,
γ = 1.4.

4.1.1 Calorically perfect gas

In the case of a calorically perfect gas, the error due to interpolation of temperature is exactly zero, as in that case
temperature is a linear function of energy and the inversion is exact. Fig. 2 shows the error in the evaluation of the flux
for the energy F num,x

E using Eqn. 39 computed via Algorithm 2 for various choices of ∆T , as compared to the exact
expression for the calorically perfect gas as given by Eqn. 45. In this case, cv = 5

2
k
m was assumed, corresponding

to an adiabatic index γ = 1.4. The densities and velocities of the left and right states were assumed to be equal
(ρll = ρrr = 3.8485 · 10−3 kg/m3, vx,ll = vx,rr = 1000 m/s, vy,ll = vy,rr = 500.0 m/s), the temperature of
the left state Tll was taken to be 1000 K and four different temperature jumps were considered: Trr/Tll = 1.001,
Trr/Tll = 1.01, Trr/Tll = 1.1, and Trr/Tll = 2.0. The tolerance r used in Alg. 2 was taken to be equal to ∆T/2;
that is, for |Trr − Tll| < r the specific heat was simply evaluated at the midpoint (Trr + Tll) /2, as opposed to using
look-up tables for the integral part of the entropy and the internal energy. This is the reason why on Fig. 2 the error
levels out after a certain ∆T — as soon as ∆T becomes large enough that |Trr − Tll| < ∆T/2, the flux computation
simply computes the specific heat at the mean temperature, and is thus no longer affected by the discretization error in
the temperature. Since a constant γ is used for this test case, there is no error due to the computation of temperature
from the energy. It can be seen that for the case of a reasonable discretization step (i.e., less than 10 K), the error is on
the order of 10−8–10−4 and decreases rapidly with smaller ∆T .

4.1.2 Infinite harmonic oscillator

Next, we compare the energy flux (39) to the flux derived in [34] for the case of the infinite harmonic oscillator model.
The gas was assumed to be molecular oxygen (with a molecular mass m = 5.3134 × 10−26 kg), and a characteristic
vibrational temperature of θv = 2273.5 K was used. We consider the following three scenarios:

1. Comparison of the energy flux (39) to the flux derived in [34] assuming the temperatures are known exactly
(no impact of error in the temperature estimation).

2. Comparison of the energy flux (39) to the flux derived in [34] using linear interpolation to infer the tempera-
ture from the internal energy for use in (39), but assuming the temperature to be known exactly for the flux
from [34], thus treating it as an exact benchmark.
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3. Comparison of the flux derived in [34] with an exactly known temperature to its version where the temperature
is computed from the internal energy using the Mutation++ library [41].
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Figure 3: Relative error in the energy flux as a function of the discretization step ∆T , infinite harmonic oscillator. Dif-
ferent line styles correspond to different temperature jumps, different line colors correspond to the different scenarios
described above.

Figure 3 shows the relative errors in the energy flux (compared to the flux from [34] assuming exactly known tem-
peratures) for different temperature jumps as a function of the discretization step ∆T . The black lines correspond to
scenario 1: exact temperatures are given in the flux functions, and the error is only due to approximation of jumps in
the entropy and energy. The red lines correspond to scenario 2: linear interpolation is used to compute the temperature
from the energy for use in Eqn. (39). Finally, the blue lines correspond to the error in the flux from [34] arising due
to the inference of temperature from the energy using the Mutation++ library. We see that at values of ∆T up to
500 K, the error in the flux is strongly affected by the error due to the inexact estimation of temperature from the
energy, at higher values of ∆T , the error in the estimation of the jumps in energy and entropy becomes dominant.
Of course, in practice, small discretization values are usually used (1-5 K), in which case the relative error in the flux
when comparing it to the exact flux with exactly known temperatures is approximately 10−6–10−5. When one com-
pares the flux from [34], where temperatures where computed using Mutation++, to its exact version (with no error
in the temperature), the relative error is 10−5. As Mutation++ uses a non-linear solver to deduce the temperature, the
error is independent of ∆T . Thus, at small values of ∆T , the proposed flux expression (39) achieves excellent error
despite using linear interpolation both for estimation of temperature and estimation of the jumps in internal energy and
entropy.

4.1.3 Computational cost comparison

We carry out a brief comparison of the computational cost of calculating the flux vector (36)–(39) and the compu-
tational cost of calculating the flux vector as given in [34]. Both fluxes were implemented in the Julia programming
language. On a i9-13900K processor the computation of the flux vector using Eqns. (36)–(39), including the estimation
of temperature from the internal energy using linear interpolation, required 17.8 ns on average, whereas computation
of the flux vector as given in [34] without accounting for the cost of inverting the energy to obtain temperature re-
quired 26.8 ns on average, approximately 50% more computational time. Estimation of temperatures of the left and
right states from the internal energy using the C++ interface of the Mutation++ (compiled using the -O3 compiler flag)
library adds another 56 ns of CPU time to each flux evaluation, thus bringing the total time required to compute the
flux vector derived in Peyvan et al. [34] to 82.8 ns on average.

For a fairer comparison, the linear interpolation of temperature from energy was replaced by a non-linear Newton-
Raphson solver using the same relative tolerance of 10−12 as Mutation++, as well as the same starting guess for the
temperature T . In that case, evaluation of the flux vector proposed in the present work required 13 ns on average,
as the temperature estimation is now performed separately. The computation of the temperatures of the left and right
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states from the internal energy required 53 ns on average. Thus, the total cost of evaluating the flux proposed in the
present work when a non-linear solver is used to infer the temperatures is on average 66 ns. The flux of Peyvan et
al. [34] in conjunction with the Mutation++ library requires approximately 83 ns per evaluation, a 25% increase in
computational cost. When the temperature inversion costs are not accounted for, the evaluation of the flux of Peyvan
et al. [34] is approximately twice as slow than the computation of the flux (36)–(39).

As a baseline comparison, the flux of Chandrashekar [7] for a calorically perfect gas requires 12 ns per flux evaluation,
as the temperature can be computed from the energy via simple analytical inversion, and no look-ups and interpolations
are required. Computation of the volume flux is one of the most expensive parts of the solver, with the current
implementation in Trixi.jl spending between 50% and 75% of the total run-time computing the volume flux (depending
on the polynomial order used in the simulation, with higher orders requiring more flux evaluations). As such, reducing
the computational cost of the flux function is crucial to the efficiency of the solver [37]. The flux (36)–(39) derived in
the present work thus has been shown have excellent error and computational performance. Moreover, it is important
to emphasize again that its performance is independent of the model chosen for the description of the internal energy
of the gas, as exact evaluations are performed only during the pre-processing step. It can also be seen that the inversion
of energy in order to obtain the temperature comprises the by far most expensive part of the flux evaluation (up to 80%
of the total time), although this can be somewhat improved by supplying a good initial guess for the temperature,
reducing the number of iterations until convergence.

4.2 Periodic flow

To assess the performance of the developed flux, we consider a two-dimensional test case with periodic boundary
conditions, similar to the one investigated in [34]. A square domain [0, 1]× [0, 1] was assumed. The gas was taken to
be molecular nitrogen, with a molecular mass of m = 4.6517× 10−26 kg and with the vibrational spectrum modelled
by an infinite harmonic oscillator model with θv = 3393.5 K. The temperature discretization ∆T was taken to be 1 K.
The pressure in the domain was taken to be constant as p = 195256 Pa, and a velocity vector v = (11450; 0)T m/s
was assumed. A temperature profile varying in the x direction was prescribed as T (x) = 9000.0 + 200 sin(2πx). A
uniform 64× 64 grid was used for the discretization of the domain, and 3-rd degree polynomials were used in the DG
method. All shock-capturing functions and positivity-preserving limiters were turned off, and the flux (36)–(39) was
also used for the interface fluxes (instead of a Riemann solver), to ensure that no stabilization or dissipation schemes
can impact the entropy conservation. The total entropy production rate (over all cells in the simulation domain), which
can be defined as

st,tot =
∑ ∂s

∂u
· ∂u
∂t

(46)

was computed via analysis callbacks available in Trixi.jl.
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Figure 4: Absolute value of the entropy production rate over the course of the simulation.

Figure 4 shows the total entropy production rate plotted over time. It can be clearly seen that the entropy is not
conserved to machine precision, due to the aforementioned errors in the computation of temperature and jumps in the
energy and integral part of the entropy; however, the overall magnitude of the entropy production rate is still very
small.

13



Entropy-conservative high-order methods for high-enthalpy gas flows

4.3 Blast wave

Next, we consider the weak blast wave condition adapted from [16]. The initial conditions are given by ρvxvy
p

 =

0.3413880.0
0.0

101325.0

 if
√
x2 + y2 > 0.5;

 ρvxvy
p

 =

 0.399117
102.5 cos(ϕ)
102.5 sin(ϕ)
126149.6

 else. (47)

Here ϕ = tan−1(y/x). The initial conditions of the problem correspond to a circular-shaped region with a radius of
0.5 m of higher density and pressure with a constant outward radial velocity. As in the previous case, the gas was
assumed to be molecular nitrogen, with a vibrational spectrum described by the infinite harmonic oscillator model. A
square domain of size [−2, 2]× [−2, 2] was used, discretized by a uniform 64×64 grid. 3-rd degree polynomials were
used in the DG method.

Figure 5: Density (left) and pressure (right) at t = 0.75 s for the weak blast wave test case, 64×64 grid.

Figure 5 shows the density and pressure profiles at t = 0.75 s. The oscillations in the density and pressure in the
radial direction are due to the absence of numerical diffusion in the simulation. The ripples observed in the center of
the domain are numerical artifacts are due to the use of a coarse uniform Cartesian grid, which is poorly suited for
the radially symmetric problem under consideration. Nevertheless, as expected, the simulation is stable, even without
dissipative surface fluxes, shock capturing, and/or positivity preserving limiters.

Figure 6: Density (left) and pressure (right) at t = 0.75 s for the weak blast wave test case, 256×256 grid.

Figure 6 shows the same simulation on a uniform 256×256 grid. The improved grid resolution can be seen to remedy
the ripples in the center of the domain, whereas the oscillations across the blast wave front remain, as no numerical
diffusion is applied within the solver.

Figure 7 shows the total entropy production rate plotted over time. Similar to the previous test case, it can be seen that
whilst there is an error in the entropy production rate that is larger than machine precision, it does not increase over
time and is still of a very small magnitude.
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Figure 7: Absolute value of the entropy production rate over the course of the simulation.

4.4 Flow around a cylinder

Finally, we consider a two-dimensional flow around a cylinder. The free-stream parameters were chosen to be v∞ =
5956 m/s, p∞ = 476 Pa, T∞ = 901 K, based on the experimental HEG cylinder test-case [22]; the cylinder diameter
is 0.045 m. The gas was assumed to be molecular oxygen with a molecular mass m = 5.3134 × 10−26 kg. The
flow speed is approximately Mach 10.5, depending on the chosen model for the internal energy. Two models for the
internal energy were considered:

1. Infinite harmonic oscillator with θv = 2273.5 K.
2. Cut-off anharmonic oscillator with θv = 2273.5 K and θv,anh = 17.366 K. The cut-off was performed not

based on the dissociation energy of oxygen, but based on the level number where the vibrational energy
begins to decrease with increasing vibrational level (as it is given by a quadratic dependence on the level
number). This corresponds to 66 vibrational levels accounted for.
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Figure 8: Example of the grid used for the simulations with the infinite harmonic oscillator model.

The simulations were performed on a simple shock-fitted structured 60 × 60 grid. A single cubic curve was fitted to
the shock shape. As it does not fit the shock perfectly, some minor errors in the density and pressure are expected
near certain regions of the shock, where the mesh and the shock are not well-aligned. Figure 8 shows an example
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of the simulation grid, specifically, the grid used for simulations with the infinite harmonic oscillator model. The
origin of the cylinder is located at (x, y) = (0, 0). In the analysis of the simulations presented further below, flow
quantities are considered along the stagnation line, given by y = 0, and the outflow boundary, given by x = 0. The
following boundary conditions were applied in the simulation: supersonic inflow at the inflow boundary (highlighted
in purple), supersonic outflow for the outflow boundary (highlighted in orange), and slip conditions at the stagnation
line (highlighted in red) and cylinder surface (highlighted in blue).

The developed entropy-conserving flux was used for the volume fluxes, and the local Lax-Friedrichs flux was used
for the surface fluxes in order to provide sufficient numerical diffusion for the strong shocks present in the flow. The
sub-cell shock capturing method of Hennemann et al. [16] was used, along with the positivity-preserving limiter of
Zhang and Shu [46].

The DLR TAU solver [28, 14] was used as a benchmark solver for this case with a similar grid and parameters gov-
erning the gas properties. The AUSM+ flux [27] was used, along with local time-stepping and a first-order implicit
Backward Euler solver. In the case of the infinite harmonic oscillator and cut-off anharmonic oscillators the input
thermodynamic data files for DLR TAU were adjusted to provide agreement between the thermodynamic data im-
plemented in Trixi and the data used in the TAU code. Yet there remained some discrepancies in the specific heats.
Therefore, to first verify the basic solver components (discretization, shock-capturing, limiting, etc.) for the consid-
ered flow, the simplified case with a constant specific heat was considered. The gas was assumed to have the molecular
mass of nitrogen, and a heat capacity ratio γ = 1.4 was assumed.

Figure 9: Flow-field pressure computed using the TAU code (left) and the developed entropy-conservative approach
implemented in Trixi.jl (right) for the case of a constant specific heat (γ = 1.4).

Figure 9 shows the computed flow-field pressure for TAU and Trixi.jl simulations grid, with the Trixi.jl results com-
puted using 2-nd order polynomials. Excellent agreement can be observed between the solvers. Since the Trixi.jl
solution used a grid with several larger cells in the pre-shock region, the visualized results differ somewhat due to the
different domains. For a more quantitative comparison, we evaluate the flow properties along the stagnation line.

Figure 10 shows the pressure and temperature along the stagnation line (the surface of the cylinder is located at
x = −4.5 cm) computed using TAU and Trixi.jl, with the Trixi.jl simulation using 2-nd order polynomials. Excellent
agreement can be seen between the solvers, thus confirming the validity of the basic solver components.

Now we consider the cases with temperature-dependent specific heats. Figure 11 shows the computed flow-field
pressure for the case of the vibrational spectrum modelled by an infinite harmonic oscillator. Excellent qualitative
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Figure 10: Pressure (left) and temperature (right) along the stagnation line for the case of γ = 1.4.

Figure 11: Flow-field pressure computed using the TAU code (left) and the developed entropy-conservative approach
implemented in Trixi.jl (right) for the case of the infinite harmonic oscillator.

agreement can be seen between the simulations: even the smeared pressure jump region near the shock (where the
shock is strong and not well-aligned with grid) is reproduced by the Trixi.jl implementation.

For a more detailed analysis, we look at the flow-field properties along the stagnation line y = 0 (assuming that
the center of the cylinder is located at (0, 0)). Figure 12 shows the pressure and temperature along the stagnation
line (the surface of the cylinder is located at x = −4.5 cm) computed using TAU and Trixi.jl for the two different
vibrational spectrum models, i.e. infinite harmonic oscillator and the cut-off anharmonic oscillator, with the cut-off
determined by the vibrational level where the vibrational energy starts decreasing with increasing level number. The
Trixi.jl simulation used 3-rd order polynomials. We see good agreement between the solutions, although the Trixi.jl
simulation exhibits a slightly higher post-shock temperature and a larger shock stand-off distance in the case of the
infinite harmonic oscillator, and a lower post-shock temperature and smaller stand-off distance in the case of the cut-off
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Figure 12: Pressure (left) and temperature (right) along the stagnation line for two different vibrational spectra models.

anharmonic oscillator. To investigate the source of the discrepancy, during the TAU simulations, the computed ratio
of specific heats γ was output along with the other flow quantities. We then can plot it as a function of temperature in
the corresponding cell, allowing to investigate the temperature dependence of γ.
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Figure 13: The heat capacity ratio γ for molecular oxygen as a function of temperature computed using TAU (red
lines) and the various models considered in the present work (black lines).

Figure 13 shows the heat capacity ratio of molecular oxygen computed using TAU as a function of temperature for
two models for the vibrational spectrum: the infinite harmonic oscillator and the cut-off anharmonic oscillator. It
also shows the values of γ computed using the different vibrational spectra models used in the present work, already
shown on Fig. 1. It can be seen that for the infinite harmonic oscillator model the TAU simulations had lower values
of γ than the implementation in the present work, especially at higher temperatures, which explains the smaller stand-
off distance computed using the TAU code [42]. Conversely, for the cut-off anharmonic oscillator model the results
produced by TAU had higher values of γ in most of the considered temperature range, leading to a larger stand-off
distance. Therefore, it can be concluded that the differences observed in the flow-field are due to differences in the
implementation of thermodynamic gas properties.
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Finally, we analyse the flow quantities in the expansion region, namely, along the outflow boundary given by x = 0.
As the temperatures are lower in that region, and the shock is significantly weaker, the impact of discrepancies in
the thermodynamical properties is expected to be less significant. Slightly more differences were observed between
Trixi.jl simulations using different grid and polynomial orders in this region, therefore, more results are presented:
simulations were carried out for 2-nd, 3-rd, and 4-th order polynomials on 30× 30 and 60× 60 grids.
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Figure 14: Pressure (left) and temperature (right) along the outflow boundary, infinite harmonic oscillator model.
Solid lines correspond denote simulations conducted on a 60× 60 grid, dotted lines denote simulations conducted on
a 30× 30 grid.

Figure 14 shows the pressure and temperature in the expansion region along the line x = 0 (the surface of the cylinder
is located at y = 4.5 cm) for the infinite harmonic oscillator model of the vibrational spectrum. Solid lines correspond
to the 60 × 60 grid, dotted lines correspond to the 30 × 30 grid. We see that all simulation results agree very well,
with only the 2-nd order DG simulation on the coarse 30×30 grid deviating slightly in terms of pressure. The Trixi.jl-
based DG simulations predict a sharper shock, but use of the higher-order polynomials also leads to the presence of
irregularities (seen on the temperature profile at y = 8 cm).

Finally, Fig. 15 shows the shows the pressure and temperature along the line x = 0 for the cut-off anharmonic oscillator
model. Similarly to the infinite harmonic oscillator case, only the DG simulation using 2-nd order polynomials on a
30 × 30 grid displays any noticeable discrepancy in terms of the pressure from the other results. The higher-order
simulations also exhibit slight oscillations in the temperature; however, they were not found to affect the stability of
the simulations in general.

Therefore, it can be concluded that the developed approach for entropy-stable simulations of high-enthalpy flows of
gases with internal degrees of freedom provides accurate results, and has good properties in terms of computational
performance.

5 Conclusion

An approach to the computation of entropy-conserving fluxes for gases with arbitrary internal energies has been
developed, based on the approximation of entropy via a numerical quadrature and subsequent application of the mean
value theorem to express the jumps in entropy via jumps in the temperature. For a calorically perfect gas, the fluxes
have been shown to reduce to well-known expressions available in literature. A significant advantage of the proposed
approach is its independence on the exact expressions for the internal energy, as they are only required in the pre-
computation step, and the flow simulations only perform linear interpolation, the cost of which is independent on the
exact form of the internal energy.

The flux function has been implemented in the Trixi.jl framework and simulations of a Mach 10.5 flow over a cylinder
were performed for three different internal energy functions. Comparisons with computations carried out using the
DLR TAU solver show very good agreement in the flow-field quantities; with some discrepancies that can be attributed
to a mismatch between the thermodynamical data used in the TAU solver and that used in the present work.
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Figure 15: Pressure (left) and temperature (right) along the outflow boundary, cut-off anharmonic oscillator model.
Solid lines correspond denote simulations conducted on a 60× 60 grid, dotted lines denote simulations conducted on
a 30× 30 grid.

Further future extensions of the work include the generalization of the scheme to multi-species reacting flows, and its
application to viscous flows.
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