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Abstract

We analyze the conservation properties of various discretizations of the system of compressible Eu-
ler equations for shock-free flows, with special focus on the treatment of the energy equation and
on the induced discrete equations for other thermodynamic quantities. The analysis is conducted
both theoretically and numerically and considers two important factors characterizing the various
formulations, namely the choice of the energy equation and the splitting used in the discretization
of the convective terms. The energy equations analyzed are total and internal energy, total en-
thalpy, pressure, speed of sound and entropy. In all the cases examined the discretization of the
convective terms is made with locally conservative and kinetic-energy preserving schemes. Some
important relations between the various formulations are highlighted and the performances of the
various schemes are assessed by considering two widely used test cases. Together with some popular
formulations from the literature, also new and potentially useful ones are analyzed.
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1. Introduction

The compressible Navier-Stokes equations are written as the balance equations for mass, mo-
mentum and an ‘energy’ variable specifying the thermodynamic state of the system, as total or
internal energy, or entropy. The choice of the ‘energy’ variable is usually made depending on some
physical or mathematical requirement and, assumed sufficient smoothness of the flow, the various
formulations are usually seen as equivalent, since one can pass from one equation to another through
the usual rules of calculus and the equation of state.

It is well known that, when turning to discrete formulations, this equivalence is typically lost,
since the classical rules of calculus, which are required to pass from one set of equations to another,
cannot be applied, in general, at a discrete level [1, 2]. As an example, the product and chain rules
do not hold in general for finite-difference operators [3], which implies that the steps required to pass
from the equations for the ‘primary’ variables (i.e. the balance equations directly discretized) to that
for the secondary or ‘induced’ ones cannot be reproduced at a discrete level. This circumstance can
have strong effects on the quality of the discrete solutions, since the derived, or induced, quantities
evolve satisfying discrete equations that are, in general, different from the discretized versions of
the continuous equations.

The effects of this discrepancy are evident when considering some symmetries of the continuous
system, which are typically lost in the discrete formulation, if discretization is not properly done.
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The most evident case is that of the conservation properties induced by the divergence structure
of the convective terms in the system of non-viscous equations. In compressible flow equations the
convective term is expressed as the divergence of a flux vector. Integration of each equation on the
whole domain and application of the Gauss divergence theorem easily shows that the convective
mechanisms do not influence the evolution of the integrated balanced quantities over the entire
domain, apart from boundary terms. The reproduction of this property at a discrete level is
usually considered an important quality of the discretization procedure.

In the case of primary variables, for which the evolution equations are directly discretized, the
divergence structure of the convective terms can be discretely enforced by using a Finite Volume
(FV) approach, which is based on the direct specification of the flux at cell boundaries. In this
case the convective term is expressed as difference of fluxes at adjacent nodes, which is the discrete
local representation of the divergence structure. We will term a discretization of this type a ‘locally
conservative’ discretization. The global conservation of the quantity on the whole domain follows
by virtue of the telescoping property. In the case of a Finite Difference (FD) discretization, the
divergence operator is approximated through a suitable derivative matrix, and the local conservation
form is not evident a priori. This is especially true when an equivalent ‘advective’ form of the
convective term (i.e. an expression of the divergence of the product of two or more variables as a
sum of products obtained by applying the product rule) is directly discretized. However, if one
limits to the case of central schemes on uniform Cartesian meshes, it is known that almost all the
forms in which the convective terms can be written (e.g. divergence, advective, split. . . ) admit a
‘difference of fluxes’ expression [4, 5, 6]. The extension of this and other conservation criteria to
a wider class of derivative schemes, even on nonuniform meshes, is discussed in a recent paper by
Coppola and Veldman [7].

In the case of induced, or secondary variables, the situation is less definite. A discretization
that is locally conservative for primary variables does not guarantee that the induced ones evolve
by satisfying a discrete equation in which the convective terms can be cast as a difference of fluxes.
As an example, the direct discretization of the system of equations for mass, momentum and total
energy through a locally conservative formulation, guarantees that these quantities are locally (and
globally) conserved, but the kinetic or internal energies, or the entropy, usually evolve satisfying
a discrete equation in which the convective terms cannot be cast as difference of fluxes, which
means that local (and global) preservation is spuriously affected by discrete convective terms, in a
potentially unbounded manner.

The case of kinetic energy is of particular importance, and it has been the subject of several
studies in past years, for both incompressible and compressible flows and for temporal and spatial
discretizations [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18]. The reason for this interest lies in the fact
that for incompressible flows (global) kinetic energy is a norm of the solution vector. A procedure
that is able to bound the global kinetic energy gives also an important nonlinear stability criterion
for the discrete equations. The extension to (smooth) compressible flows has been pursued mainly
by analogy, and has shown great increases in the robustness of the simulations. General criteria
for the preservation of global kinetic energy in compressible flows equations have been recently
derived for both FD [7] and FV [17] methods. The details of these theories will be recalled in the
subsequent Section 3. For now, it is sufficient to mention that a globally kinetic-energy preserving
(KEP) discretization involves a coordinated treatment of the convective terms in the mass and
momentum equations, without any prescription on the discretization of the energy equation.

The situation regarding the energy equation is also interesting, although less studied. It is
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clear that a locally conservative discretization of the total-energy equation guarantees that total
energy is discretely preserved, both locally and globally, by convection. If a KEP discretization
has also been adopted for mass and momentum equations, global preservation of internal energy
follows as a reward, but entropy usually evolves satisfying a discrete equation which is not in
locally (nor globally) conservative form. This means that the complete discretization satisfies the
first principle of thermodynamics, but fails to satisfy the second. The reverse is true if one starts
directly by discretizing the equation for entropy. In this case a locally conservative formulation is
able to exactly preserve the entropy balance both locally and globally, but conservation of total
(and internal) energy is usually lost. The situation in the case of a direct discretization of one of the
other variables (e.g. internal energy, pressure, enthalpy, sound speed. . . ) is even more complicated,
since, in principle, neither total energy nor entropy are preserved by convection, if one does not
properly design the discretization details. Typically, and in absence of more suitable guidelines, the
‘energy’ equation (whichever one is considered among the mentioned ones) is discretized by using a
KEP formulation as it is done for momentum equation, which implies the exotic global preservation
by convection of quantities such as ρE2, ρe2 or ρs2, in case the equation for total or internal energy,
or entropy, respectively, is directly discretized.

In the subsequent sections we will analyze some of the most common approaches used in the
literature in past years, together with some new formulations. Each formulation is characterized
by at least two factors. The first is the choice of the ‘energy’ equation to be directly discretized
among the various possibilities mentioned. The second is the particular splitting which is used to
discretize the various equations. It is known that both factors can strongly affect the robustness
of the simulation in different test cases, and a complete study assessing the advantages and disad-
vantages of the various options has not been made yet. In all the cases considered in this paper
we will always assume that a locally conservative and KEP discretization is performed, since these
two characteristics have been widely accepted as mandatory for a robust and reliable numerical
simulation of turbulent compressible flows. The analysis will be mainly developed by using a clas-
sical FD formalism based on (central) discretization of divergence, advective and split forms, as in
[6]. Since in all cases these formulations can be shown to be locally conservative, explicit numerical
fluxes (also of high order) will be derived. The preference for the FD formalism stems from the fact
that in this framework one can directly use the quite general necessary and sufficient condition for
kinetic energy preservation developed in [6], which is valid also in the high-order case. However, all
the numerical discretizations here analyzed can be reformulated in terms of numerical fluxes and
an equivalent treatment could have been developed starting from a FV perspective.

It is worth mentioning that, in the context of FV methods, the theory of entropy variables [19, 20]
allows the specification of the conditions for Entropy Conservative (EC) numerical fluxes, which
can be enforced together with the conditions for kinetic-energy preservation to construct explicit
centered numerical fluxes which are both entropy conservative and also preserve kinetic energy for
semi-discrete FV methods [21, 22, 23, 24]. This theory, however, is based on a specification of the
fluxes which typically uses a logarithmic mean value [22], which renders problematic the possibility
of recasting the method as a classical FD scheme based on the direct discretization of divergence
and advective forms as in [6]. Moreover, the EC schemes using the logarithmic mean have some
implementation issues (they need a treatment to avoid division by zero) and a non negligible increase
in computational cost when compared to classical FD schemes [25]. Since we mainly rely on FD
formulations in this work, which already produce many different alternatives, we will not consider
this approach here, leaving its analysis and a fairer comparison with standard FD approaches for
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future work. In Sec. 3 we recall some of the most important ingredients of the locally conservative
and KEP discretizations, whereas in Sec. 4 we will analyze the different formulations for the energy
equation. In Sec. 5 numerical tests on various formulations are reported for two test cases widely
used in the literature. Concluding remarks are given in Sec. 6.

2. Problem formulation

2.1. Euler equations
The compressible Euler equations can be written as

∂ρ

∂t
= −∂ρuα

∂xα
, (1)

∂ρuβ
∂t

= −
∂ρuαuβ
∂xα

− ∂p

∂xβ
, (2)

∂ρE

∂t
= −∂ρuαE

∂xα
− ∂puα

∂xα
(3)

where ρ is the density, uα is the Cartesian velocity component, p is the pressure and E the total
energy per unit mass, which is the sum of internal and kinetic energies: E = e + uαuα/2. The
ideal gas law is assumed, which implies p = ρRT and e = cvT , where T is the temperature, R the
gas constant and cv the specific heat at constant volume. The ratio of specific heats at constant
pressure and volume γ = cp/cv is assumed to be 1.4. In Eq. (1)–(3) and in what follows we will
assume the convention that Greek subscripts refer to the components of Cartesian vectors; e.g. uα
is the component of the velocity vector along the α-direction with coordinate xα (α = 1, 2, 3).
Latin subscripts as i, j or k are used to denote the values of the discretized variable on a nodal
point xi. When the Greek subscript is omitted (e.g. for quantities as u or x) it is assumed that the
relations hold for a generic value of it. In all cases, unless otherwise explicitly stated, the summation
convention over repeated Greek indices is assumed.

Equations (1)–(3) constitute a set of three partial differential equations (the second one being
vectorial) expressing the balance of mass, momentum and total energy. Together with the equation
of state, they describe the evolution of both kinematic and thermodynamic variables for an inviscid
compressible flow. In what follows, we will consider also the induced balance equations for various
quantities related to the primary variables ρ, ρuα and ρE. These equations are termed induced
because they are derived through Eqs. (1)–(3) and don’t constitute additional independent balance
equations. Examples of kinematic and/or thermodynamic quantities of interest are the kinetic
energy (per unit volume) ρκ = ρuαuα/2, the internal energy ρe, the pressure p, the total enthalpy
ρH = ρE+p, the sound speed c =

√
γRT and the entropy ρs = ρcv ln(p/ργ). The balance equations

for these quantities are easily derived by combining Eqs. (1)–(3), together with the equation of state,
and by applying the usual rules of calculus (assumed valid for smooth solutions), namely the classical
chain and product rules of differentiation, with respect to both temporal and space variables. They
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can be written as

∂ρκ

∂t
= −∂ρuακ

∂xα
− uα

∂p

∂xα
, (4)

∂ρe

∂t
= −∂ρuαe

∂xα
− p∂uα

∂xα
, (5)

∂p

∂t
= −∂puα

∂xα
− (γ − 1) p

∂uα
∂xα

, (6)

∂ρH

∂t
= −∂ρuαH

∂xα
− ∂puα

∂xα
− (γ − 1) p

∂uα
∂xα

, (7)

∂ρc

∂t
= −∂ρuαc

∂xα
− (γ − 1)

2
ρc
∂uα
∂xα

, (8)

∂ρs

∂t
= −∂ρuαs

∂xα
. (9)

On a continuous ground, Eqs. (4)–(9) are always satisfied by the variables obtained as a combi-
nation of the solutions to Eqs. (1)–(3), once a sufficient smoothness has been assumed. In principle,
any of the Eqs. (5)–(9) can be used in place of Eq. (3), to describe the evolution of the system (note
that Eq. (4), being obtained by combining only Eqs. (1) and (2), is independent of the equation for
total energy, and cannot be used in place of it). To each choice of the ‘energy’ equation corresponds
a set of ‘primary’ variables, and the values of the other ‘induced’ ones can be obtained by algebraic
manipulations and through the equation of state.

2.2. Discrete approximations
In this paper we will assume that the equations of motion are discretized with a FD method

over a uniform Cartesian mesh of width h (with a colocated approach). We will also assume that
integration is performed through a semi-discretized approach, in which a spatial discretization step
is firstly performed, and the resulting system of Ordinary Differential Equations (ODE) is integrated
in time by using a standard solver. Since we focus on the space discretization step, we will assume
that all the manipulations involving time derivatives can be carried out at the continuous level. The
effects of time integration errors will be assumed to be negligible at sufficiently small time steps.
Spatial discretization is made by using central difference schemes which, among various important
properties, assure that the discrete counterpart of the integration by parts rule (i.e. the summation
by parts (SBP) rule) holds, for periodic boundary conditions [26]. Of course, SBP operators can
be derived also for non-periodic boundary conditions. In this case, all the reasonings which are
based on the SBP rule hold in the general case. In the derivation of the various properties of the
discrete equations, manipulation of spatial terms will be done by using only algebraic relations and
the SBP rule, whereas the product and chain rules of derivative will not be allowed, since they are
not valid, in general, for discrete operators. Under these assumptions, all the equations derived
from the primary ones will be valid at discrete level.

To distinguish between continuous and discrete operators, we use the symbol δ for discrete
derivatives, in contrast to the usual symbol ∂ for partial derivatives. According to the previous
discussion, for discrete operators we will assume all the usual algebraic operations valid for deriva-
tive operators, including the SBP rule, but the product rule will not be allowed. The result of
manipulations with δ operators will hold also on a continuous ground, but the opposite, of course,
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is not true. To be concrete, the δ/δx operator is typically a central (explicit) derivative scheme on
uniform mesh, of the form δφi/δx =

∑L
k=1 ak (φi+k − φi−k) /h, for which the classical product rule

δρφ/δx = ρδφ/δx+φδρ/δx does not hold. However, for such operators the SBP rule with periodic
boundary conditions ∑

i

ρi
δφi
δx

h = −
∑
i

φi
δρi
δx
h

is easily shown to hold [1, 2, 27].
Discrete convective terms will be analyzed in their property to be globally or locally conser-

vative. A globally conservative discretization is such that the sum over the grid points of the
discretized formula is zero for periodic or homogeneous boundary conditions. Locally conservative
discretization, on the other hand, are such that each individual discretization can be expressed as
difference of fluxes at adjacent nodes. Of course, local conservation implies global conservation.
The opposite implication is also true (although less trivial) for a wide class of approximations of
the convective terms appearing in Eq. (1)-(9), as it is shown in the recent paper by Coppola and
Veldman [7].

3. Kinetic-energy preserving formulations

3.1. Discrete evolution of the generalized kinetic energy
Equations. (1)–(9) have the general structure:

∂ρφ

∂t
= −Rρφ = −Cρφ − Pρφ (10)

where Cρφ is the convective term, in the form of the divergence of a convective flux, and Pρφ is
a pressure term. The symbols R, C,P will be used here to denote both the individual spatial
terms at the right hand sides of Eqs. (1)-(9), or their spatial discretizations, as in the Eq. (12),
(13) and (17) below, the correct interpretation emerging from the context. Under the assumptions
mentioned in Sec. 2.2, by manipulating Eq. (1) and (10) the induced discrete evolution equation
for the generalized kinetic energy ρφ2/2 can be written as [1, 6, 17] (see also Sec. 4.1)

∂ρφ2/2

∂t
= −

(
φCρφ −

φ2

2
M
)
− φPρφ, (11)

whereM is a special symbol we use to denote Cρ. The case φ = uα gives the induced equation for
the classical kinetic energy per unit volume ρu2α/2.

The condition that the generalized kinetic energy is preserved (locally or globally) by convec-
tive terms amounts to the requirement that the term Cρφ2/2 = φCρφ − (φ2/2)M is in (local or
global) conservation form. We explicitly note that our definition of (generalized) kinetic-energy
preserving discretization refers to the convective term in the discrete equation for ρφ2/2, which
puts requirements only on Cρφ andM. The discretization of the pressure term in the equation for
ρφ (which influences the term φPρφ in Eq. (11)) is left outside the definition of KEP discretization.
This could introduce some indeterminacy in the notion of KEP discretization, as any consistent
convection term Cρφ could be split into a KEP contribution plus some additional term to be in-
cluded into the pressure term without altering its consistency (for a discussion on a related topic
see [28]). However, we implicitly assume that the pressure term is a straightforward discretization
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of its continuous counterpart. In all the applications we present in this work the pressure term in
the momentum equation is a simple central discretization of the gradient of p.

The analysis reported in [6] shows that by using suitable discretizations for the terms M and
Cρφ, the convective term Cρφ2/2 comes automatically in conservation form. In fact, a one-parameter
family of locally-conservative and kinetic-energy preserving forms is possible.

This family can be easily written by defining the divergence and advective forms for the con-
vective term in the mass equation as:

MD =
δρuα
δxα

, MA = ρ
δuα
δxα

+ uα
δρ

δxα
(12)

and by using the following expressions for the convective terms in the momentum equation [6]:

CDρφ =
δρuαφ

δxα
, Cφρφ = φ

δρuα
δxα

+ρuα
δφ

δxα
, Cuρφ = uα

δρφ

δxα
+ρφ

δuα
δxα

, Cρρφ = ρ
δuαφ

δxα
+φuα

δρ

δxα
. (13)

By combining these expressions, the Feiereisen et al. [29] and Coppola et al. [6] forms are defined
as

CFρφ =
CDρφ + Cφρφ

2
, CCρφ =

Cuρφ + Cρρφ
2

. (14)

With these definitions one can easily show that the one-parameter family of forms

M = ξMD + (1− ξ)MA , (15)

Cρφ = ξCFρφ + (1− ξ)CCρφ (16)

is kinetic-energy preserving. This means that, whatever the value of ξ is, the discrete termsM and
Cρφ defined by Eqs. (15) and (16) induce a conservative structure for the term Cρφ2/2 when central
schemes on uniform meshes are used. This result has been recently extended to arbitrary (i.e. non
central) schemes on non-uniform (Cartesian) meshes in [7].

The cases ξ = 0 and ξ = 1 give the classical Feiereisen form and the newly derived form described
in [6]. The case ξ = 1/2 furnishes the form investigated by Kennedy and Gruber [30], which was
shown to be energy preserving by Pirozzoli [4] and which is here denoted as the Kennedy-Gruber-
Pirozzoli (KGP) form.

3.2. Global conservation
Global conservation is easily shown by substituting Eqs. (12) and (13) into Eq. (14) and

Eqs. (15)-(16). The convective term for the kinetic energy Cρφ2/2 in Eq. (11) eventually reads

Cρφ2/2 =
ξ

2

(
φ
δρφuα
δxα

+ ρφuα
δφ

δxα

)
+

1− ξ
2

(
uαφ

δρφ

δxα
+ ρφ

δuαφ

δxα

)
. (17)

Summation over the entire domain and application of the SBP property easily shows that for
homogeneous or periodic boundary conditions the sums within the parentheses individually vanish,
showing global conservation independently of the value of ξ; the validity of the SBP rule is crucial
in showing global preservation of generalized kinetic energy.

Note that the right hand side of Eq. (17) can be expressed in matrix-vector notation by defining
the grid vectors ρ, u and φ, gathering the individual mesh values ρi, ui and φi, and the global
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derivative matrix D containing the weights of the derivative formula ak. With this notation the
term Cρφ2/2 is a vector expressed by

ξ

2
(ΦDRUφ + ΦURDφ) +

1− ξ
2

(ΦUDRφ + ΦRDUφ) . (18)

where Φ = diag(φ), U = diag(u) and R = diag(ρ). Integration in space over the uniform mesh
is equivalent, in this notation, to the sum of the components of the vector, expressed through the
quadratic form

φT
[
ξ

2
(DRU + URD) +

1− ξ
2

(UDR + RDU)

]
φ. (19)

Skew symmetry of the matrix within square brackets is a necessary and sufficient condition for
global conservation of generalized kinetic energy [11, 6, 1, 17] and is equivalent to the Requirement
3.1 mentioned in the recent paper by Veldman [31]. This property is guaranteed by the skew-
symmetry of the derivative matrix D, which is the matrix-vector version of the SBP property in
our context.

It is interesting to note that, although a variable coefficient ξ(x) could have been admitted
for the definition of consistent and locally-conservative approximations of mass and momentum
convective terms, in Eq. (15) and (16) a constant value of ξ is assumed on the whole domain, since a
variable coefficient ξ(x) would have invalidated the proof of global preservation of generalized kinetic
energy based on Eq. (17) and (18)–(19). In what follows we will see that a locally conservative
approximation depending on a variable coefficient, which also preserves the generalized kinetic
energy, can be constructed in the framework of a FV formulation of the termsM and Cρφ.

3.3. Local conservation
To show local conservation we can here use the fact that all the forms in Eqs. (12)–(14) have

a locally conservative expression when central schemes are used, i.e. at a generic node xi they can
be written as the difference of numerical fluxes (F̂i+1/2 − F̂i+1/2)/h. As shown in [4] and [6], the
numerical flux F̂i+1/2 has the general form

F̂i+1/2 = 2
L∑
k=1

ak

k−1∑
m=0

I (ρ, u, φ)i−m,k , (20)

where ak are the coefficients of a central and explicit differentiation formula and I (ρ, u, φ)i,k is a suit-
able interpolation operator. The list of the interpolation operators associated with the forms (12)-
(13) is [6]:

MD −→ I(ρ, u)i,k = ρui+k/2 =
(ρu)i + (ρu)i+k

2
,

MA −→ I(ρ, u)i,k = (ρ, u)
i+k/2

=
ρiui+k + ρi+kui

2
,

CDρφ −→ I(ρ, u, φ)i,k = ρuφ
i+k/2

=
(ρuφ)i + (ρuφ)i+k

2
,

Cφρφ −→ I(ρ, u, φ)i,k = (ρu, φ)
i+k/2

=
(ρu)i φi+k + (ρu)i+k φi

2
,

Cuρφ −→ I(ρ, u, φ)i,k = (ρφ, u)
i+k/2

=
(ρφ)i ui+k + (ρφ)i+k ui

2
,

Cρρφ −→ I(ρ, u, φ)i,k = (φu, ρ)
i+k/2

=
(φu)i ρi+k + (φu)i+k ρi

2
,

(21)

8



from these relations the interpolations associated to CF , CC and CKGP are easily obtained:

CFρφ −→ I(ρ, u, φ)i,k = φ
i+k/2

ρui+k/2 =

(
φi + φi+k

2

)
(ρu)i + (ρu)i+k

2
,

CCρφ −→ I(ρ, u, φ)i,k = φ
i+k/2

(ρ, u)
i+k/2

=

(
φi + φi+k

2

)
ρiui+k + ρi+kui

2
,

CKGPρφ −→ I(ρ, u, φ)i,k = φ
i+k/2

ρi+k/2ui+k/2 =

(
φi + φi+k

2

)(
ρi + ρi+k

2

)(
ui + ui+k

2

)
.

(22)
For the sake of clarity, but without loss of generality, from now on we work on the simpler second-

order case, for which L = 1, a1 = 1/2, φi+1/2
= (φi+1 +φi)/2 and (ρ, u)

i+1/2
= (ρiui+1 +ρi+1ui)/2.

To further simplify notation we will drop the superscript i+1/2 from the definition of second-order
interpolation operators, when no ambiguity can occur (i.e. φ

i+1/2
= φ ). The extension of the

results here derived to the higher-order case is reported in Appendix A.
In the second-order case, each individual interpolation operator I(ρ, u, φ)i,1 coincides with the

numerical flux F̂i+1/2 and Eqs. (15) and (16) can be written as

M = ξJρuK + (1− ξ)J(ρ, u)K = Jmi+1/2K , (23)

Cρφ = ξJφρuK + (1− ξ)Jφ (ρ, u)K = Jφmi+1/2K (24)

where J·K is the difference operator: Jmi+1/2K =
(
mi+1/2 −mi−1/2

)
/h and the mass flux mi+1/2 is

given by
mi+1/2 = ξ ρu+ (1− ξ) (ρ, u). (25)

Equations (23)-(24) can be seen as the FV formulation of the convective terms M and Cρφ,
whereas mi+1/2 in Eq. (25) is the most general one-parameter symmetric bilinear approximation of
the mass flux ρu over a two-point stencil {xi, xi+1} (cfr. [7]). Note that the approximation of the
convective term Cρφ is obtained through the flux F̂i+1/2 = φmi+1/2. This special form of the flux is
a direct consequence of the fact that we started from a KEP approximation of Cρφ and is consistent
with the necessary and sufficient condition for second-order KEP fluxes [32, 17]. The symmetric
interpolation φ appearing in Eq. (24) is not strictly associated to the uniform mesh, but survives
also in KEP approximations on arbitrary (even non Cartesian) meshes.

By combining Eq. (23)-(24), the discrete convective term for the generalized kinetic energy can
now be written as:

Cρφ2/2 =

(
φiCρφ −

φ2i
2
M
)

= φi

r
φ
i+1/2

mi+1/2

z
− φ2i

2

q
mi+1/2

y

=
1

h

(
φiφ

i+1/2
mi+1/2 − φiφ

i−1/2
mi−1/2 −

φ2i
2

(
mi+1/2 −mi−1/2

))
=

1

h

(
φiφi+1

2
mi+1/2 −

φi−1φi
2

mi−1/2

)
=

s
φiφi+1

2
mi+1/2

{
(26)

which shows that the convective term of the discrete equation for the generalized kinetic energy
can be written in locally conservative form with local flux

Fρφ2/2 =
1

2
φiφi+1mi+1/2. (27)
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This result is a particular case of the equivalence between global and local conservative formulations
which has been derived in a more general framework in [7].

3.4. Discrete kinetic-energy evolution equation
Since the above derivation shows that the generalized kinetic energy discretely evolves according

to a locally conservative formulation of the convective term, one is left with the question of which
finite-difference formulation is associated to the fluxes (27). To investigate this aspect, we rewrite
the flux Fρφ2/2 by using Eq. (25) which gives

Fρφ2/2 =
φiφi+1

2

(
ξ ρu+ (1− ξ)(ρ, u)

)
=
ξ

2
(φiφi+1 ρu) +

1− ξ
2

(
φiφi+1 (ρ, u)

)
=
ξ

2

(
(ρuφ)i φi+1 + (ρuφ)i+1 φi

2

)
+

1− ξ
2

(
(ρφ)i (uφ)i+1 + (ρφ)i+1 (uφ)i

2

)
=
ξ

2
(ρuφ, φ) +

1− ξ
2

(ρφ, uφ). (28)

This manipulation shows, from a different perspective, the obvious result that the flux (27) corre-
sponds to a finite-difference discretization of the convective term in the generalized kinetic-energy
equation which is built according to Eq. (17), which is one of the possible splittings of the derivative
of the quadruple product ρuφφ. In principle, one could directly discretize the equation for the gen-
eralized kinetic energy in place of the equation for ρφ. If the discretization of the convective term
in the equation for ρφ2/2 is made according to Eq. (17), the discrete equation for ρφ (which is now
an induced equation) has a convective term which is equivalent to Eq. (24). The two formulations
(i.e. the direct discretization of ρφ through Eq. (24), with the consequent induced discrete evolu-
tion of ρφ2/2 according to Eq. (17), or the direct discretization of ρφ2/2 according to Eq. (17)) are
equivalent under the assumption of exact time integration.

This derivation can be used also as a general guideline to design a discretization procedure for
the convective term of an arbitrary (non negative) quantity ψ which induces a locally conservative
discrete evolution for a quantity φ ∝

√
ψ. We will see an application of this procedure in Sec. 4.2.

As a final remark, we note that, since in the FV formulation (23)–(25) the parameter ξ is inside
the mass flux mi+1/2, the construction of the termsM and Cρφ can be now conducted by allowing a
pointwise specification of the parameter ξ, without spoiling the local conservation of kinetic energy.
In fact, the derivation made above can be rephrased by directly assuming a local ‘weight’ ξi inside
the definition of the mass flux: mi+1/2 = ξi ρu+(1−ξi)(ρ, u) and by definingM and Cρφ as usual as
M =

q
mi+1/2

y
and Cρφ =

q
φmi+1/2

y
. This specification does not affect the local conservation of

linear invariants and of the generalized kinetic energy, adding a great number of degrees of freedom
which can be optimized, also in an adaptive way, to achieve different targets.

4. Analysis of induced discrete equations

Having established the conditions for KEP formulations, we now move on to the analysis of the
induced discrete equations associated with a certain choice for the ‘energy’ variable ρφ. We will
always assume that all the convective terms of the various equations are discretized by using locally
conservative formulations. Moreover, we will assume that a KEP formulation from Eqs. (15)-(16)
has been used for mass and momentum equations.

10



4.1. General framework
To better investigate the relations among the various discrete formulations, we introduce a

function G(ρ, uα, φ) representing an ‘induced’ variable whose balance is obtained by combining the
equations for the ‘primary’ variables ρ, ρuα and ρφ. To derive the discrete evolution equation for
G, we assume exact temporal integration and use the chain rule for temporal derivatives

∂G(ρ, uα, φ)

∂t
= Gρ

∂ρ

∂t
+Guα

∂uα
∂t

+Gφ
∂φ

∂t
, (29)

which can be written in terms of the right hand sides of the equations for ρ, ρuα and ρφ and finally
furnishes:

∂G

∂t
= −

(
Gρ −

uα
ρ
Guα −

φ

ρ
Gφ

)
M− Guα

ρ
Rρuα −

Gφ
ρ
Rρφ. (30)

Since this equation has been obtained by using algebraic relations and by manipulating only tem-
poral derivatives, it holds also at a discrete level (for exact time integration) and gives the induced
discrete evolution equation for any quantity G as a function of the discrete spatial terms of the
balance equations for the primary quantities ρ, ρuα and ρφ.

As a simple example of the application of this formula, we consider again the case of the kinetic
energy, which is a function of ρ and uα: G(ρ, uα) = ρu2α/2. In this case one has Gρ = u2α/2,
Guα = ρuα and Gφ = 0 and application of Eq. (30) directly gives

∂ρu2α/2

∂t
= −

(
uαRρuα −

u2α
2
M
)

(31)

which is Eq. (11) in the case φ = uα. Note that Eq. (31) is valid in both the cases in which a
summation convention over the repeated index α is assumed or not, which means that in a KEP
formulation from Eq. (15)–(16) the kinetic energy is preserved by convection separately for each
contribution ρu2α/2.

Application of Eq. (30) to arbitrary quantities G as functions of the various ‘energy’ variables
φ is detailed in the next subsections.

4.2. Total-energy equation
The most commonly adopted choice for the energy equation is the Eq. (3) for total energy ρE.

It has been widely used in the past for compressible simulations and various formulations have
been analyzed in the literature. Among the various contributions, we mention here Jameson [32],
Pirozzoli [4], Subbareddy and Candler [10], Kennedy and Gruber [30] and Kuya et al. [33]. The
divergence structure of both convective and pressure terms easily shows that total energy is globally
conserved (for homogeneous or periodic boundary conditions) and that the local variation inside a
cell is driven only by boundary terms. This property can be reproduced at discrete level by using any
of the locally conservative discretizations for the convective and pressure terms. The case in which
the divergence terms CDρE and PDρE (see Eq.(32) below) are used is the simplest, and gives a locally
conservative expression for the total-energy equation that guarantees that discrete total energy is
preserved both globally and locally. However, for the discretization of the convective term any linear
combination of the forms in Eq. (13) is fine for local conservation of total energy, independently on
the choice of the discretization of the mass and momentum fluxes. It is customary, in absence of
additional indications, to use a generalized kinetic-energy preserving discretization of the type in
Eq. (16) also for the convective terms in the total-energy equation (i.e. by assuming φ = E). In

11



this case the convective flux is given (in the second-order case) by CρE = JEmi+1/2K, where mi+1/2

is given by Eq. (25) and is the same mass flux adopted in the continuity and momentum equations.
This choice does not affect the local conservation of ρE, but gives the additional property that the
quantity ρE2 is preserved by convection. Experience shows that this additional structural property
has beneficial effects on the robustness of the simulation and, among the various possible KEP forms,
the KGP form (ξ = 1/2) has shown the best performances [4, 6]. However, a KEP formulation for
the ‘energy’ equation is not necessarily the best option, as we will see in the subsequent sections.

The employment of central schemes gives a locally conservative structure also for both the
divergence and the advective forms of the pressure term:

PDρE =
δpuα
δxα

, PAρE = p
δuα
δxα

+ uα
δp

δxα
. (32)

Although the use of the divergence form PDρE seems the most natural choice, in principle one can
use any (convex) linear combination of the divergence and advective forms, without affecting local
and global conservation of ρE. This means that the pressure term can be split as

PρE = χ
δρuα
δxα

+ (1− χ)

(
p
δuα
δxα

+ uα
δp

δxα

)
(33)

with the corresponding finite volume formulation having flux χpu + (1− χ) (p, u). Moreover, the
pressure term can be written also in terms of the scaled pressure p̂ = p/ρ. In this case it has the
form of the convective term ∂ρuαp̂/∂xα and any of the forms in Eq. (13) (or any linear combination
of them) can be used. When for the scaled pressure the same splitting used for ρE is adopted, the
pressure can be included in the convective term for total energy, obtaining a single convective term
for the enthalpy H = E + p̂. This is the choice made by Jameson [32] and Pirozzoli [4]. However,
there is no a priori reason to consider a KEP splitting for ∂ρuαp̂/∂xα, and different options could
be more advantageous.

4.2.1. Internal-energy equation
The internal-energy equation has been used in many contributions as a ‘primary’ energy vari-

able in place of the equation for total energy, especially for LES studies, since the discretization
of the internal-energy equation requires only modeling the SGS heat-flux term [34]. Among the
various studies employing different formulations of the internal energy equation, we mention here
Moin et al. [35], Blaisdell et al. [36] and Spyropoulos and Blaisdell [34]. A recent paper by Veld-
man [31] analyzes the compatibility relations that the discrete terms have to satisfy to design a
supraconservative formulation when using the internal energy equation.

The discrete induced equation for internal energy is obtained by using G(ρ, uα, E) = ρe =
ρE − ρuαuα/2, which gives the partial derivatives Gρ = E − uαuα/2, Guα = −ρuα and GE = ρ.
Eq. (30) gives:

∂ρe

∂t
= −

CρE − (uαCρuα − uαuα
2
M
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Cρκ


︸ ︷︷ ︸

Cρe

−

PρE − uαPρuα︸ ︷︷ ︸
Pρκ


︸ ︷︷ ︸

Pρe

, (34)
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which could have been derived also by subtracting Eq. (31) to the discrete equation for total energy.
Equation (34) shows that the discrete evolution of the internal energy is driven by a convective term
Cρe obtained as the difference between the convective term in the total-energy equation and that in
the induced equation for kinetic energy. When the equation for total energy is directly discretized
(together with mass and momentum equations), the terms CρE , Cρuα ,M,PρE and Pρuα in Eq. (34)
are fixed by the discretization details, whereas Cρe, Cρκ and Pρe are the induced discretizations in the
implicit evolution equation for ρe. Since we assumed that the equation for mass and momentum
are discretized with a KEP scheme and the convective term in the discrete equation for ρE is
in locally-conservative form, both the terms CρE and Cρκ are locally conservative, which implies
that the convective term in the equation for ρe is automatically in locally conservative form. To
be concrete, if FρE is the total-energy flux (which is fixed by the discretization; explicitly in the
case of FV, or implicitly in the case of FD), the convective term in the total-energy equation can
be written as CρE = JFρEK. In Sec. 3.3 we saw that Cρκ is in locally-conservative form when
a KEP discretization for momentum is adopted. In particular, for a second-order discretization,
it is expressed as Cρκ =

q
uiui+1mi+1/2/2

y
. The convective term for the induced internal-energy

equation can be hence written as:

Cρe =
r
FρE −

uiui+1

2
mi+1/2

z
, (35)

showing that ρe is preserved by convection both locally and globally. In the particular case in which
the equation for ρE is also discretized with a KEP scheme, the most general form of FρE is, for
second order discretizations, FρE = Emi+1/2 (with mi+1/2 the same mass flux used for mass and
momentum equations), which implies

Cρe =
r(
E − uiui+1

2

)
mi+1/2

z
. (36)

Equation (36) shows that the convective term in the induced equation for the internal energy is in
locally conservative form, but not in KEP form, since in general the difference E−uiui+1/2 cannot
be cast as the arithmetic average e, which is the necessary and sufficient condition for second-order
KEP fluxes [17]. This means that ρe is locally conserved, but ρe2 is not.

Equation (34) shows the relation between the discrete convective and pressure terms in total
and internal energies equations. To better comment on this relation we enrich our notation by
denoting with bold characters the convective terms that are directly discretized (e.g. M,Cρuα ,CρE
or PρE), whereas the convective terms in the induced discrete equations are denoted with the usual
symbols (e.g. Cρκ or Cρe). With this notation we can express the induced convective and pressure
terms for the internal energy as functions of the directly discretized terms in mass, momentum and
total energy with the relations:

Cρe = CρE −
(
uαCρuα −

uαuα
2

M
)

= CρE − Cρκ
Pρe = PρE − uαPρuα .

(37)

However, it is evident that these relations are valid independently of which equation is directly
discretized, and can be inverted in order to express CρE and PρE as functions of the convective
and pressure terms for mass, momentum and internal energy. This inversion is useful if one wants
to express the induced evolution of total energy when the internal-energy equation is directly
discretized. In fact, a direct discretization of mass, momentum and internal energy equations
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settles these three quantities as ‘primary’ variables, whereas total energy is a secondary variable,
whose evolution is determined by an induced discrete equation. The evolution equation for the
total energy in this case is governed by convective and pressure terms which are given by:

CρE = Cρe +
(
uαCρuα −

uαuα
2

M
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Cρκ

(38)

PρE = Pρe + uαPρuα . (39)

Again, Eq. (38)-(39) shows that when the internal energy is directly discretized with a locally
conservative formulation, the convective term in the induced total-energy equation is also in locally
conservative form, but its discretization is not in KEP form. In this case, the equations analogous
to Eq. (35) and (36) are

CρE =
r
Fρe +

uiui+1

2
mi+1/2

z
(40)

CρE =
r(
e+

uiui+1

2

)
mi+1/2

z
. (41)

Note that the requirement that Cρe is in the KEP form with local flux Fρe = emi+1/2 (cfr.
Eq. (41)) can be expressed as the fact that the discrete convective operator for ρe is the same
as the convective operator for momentum, which is Cρuα = Juαmi+1/2K. This is an expression of
the Requirement 3.3 stated by Veldman [31], which is a sufficient, but not necessary, condition for
global conservation of total energy.

The pressure term in Eq. (39) is expressed as the sum of the pressure terms in the internal-
energy equation pδu/δx and the term uPρu = uδp/δx. This term is in locally conservative form if,
and only if, it constitutes an advective form for the derivative of the product pu, which means that
the two derivative matrices acting on u and p satisfy the relation

Dp = −DTu (42)

which is always satisfied in our case, since we use the same (skew-symmetric) derivative operator
in Pρe and Pρu. The condition in Eq. (42) coincides with the Requirement 3.2 in the paper by
Veldman [31] (cfr. Eq. (3.6) in [31]).

As a final remark, we explicitly note that, assuming exact time integration, it is actually im-
material which equation is directly discretized, since only the specification of the discrete terms
C and P matters. As an example, one could directly discretize the internal-energy equation with
convective fluxes given by Eq. (35) and the pressure term given by Pρe = PρE − uαPρuα . In this
case, given a KEP discretization for mass and momentum equations with the same mass flux, the
numerical results will be identical (for exact time integration) to a discretization of the ρE equation
with convective flux FρE and pressure term PρE .

In the literature it is often encountered the case in which a certain formulation is expressed as a
direct discretization of the total-energy equation with some complex expression for the convective
terms or fluxes. In many cases this happens because most of the existing codes are written by using a
direct discretization of the total-energy equation. In this case, new ideas are more straightforwardly
implemented by specifying the fluxes for the total energy, even if they could be more neatly expressed
as fluxes for other thermodynamic variables. This is the case, for example, of the entropy-preserving
scheme by Honein and Moin [37], who report a complex discrete equation for total energy emulating
a direct discretization of the entropy equation with a Feiereisen form (Eq. (19) in [37]. See also
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next Sec. 4.2.5). In some other cases the convective fluxes in the total-energy equation are specified
according to some physical or mathematical requirement, and the equivalence of the resulting
formulation with others involving different variables is not evident at first sight. An example of
this situation is given by the family of KEEP schemes discussed by Kuya et al. [33]. This class
of schemes are constructed by specifying convective and pressure terms according to the so-called
Analytical relations, which dictate the form of the fluxes for the convective and pressure terms in
the total-energy equation which can be expressed, in our notation, as (compare to Eqs. (15), (21),
(33), (41) and (50) of [33]):

mi+1/2 = ρ u

Fρu = umi+1/2

FρE = Fρe + Fρκ
PρE = J(p, u)K = Pρe + Pρκ

(43)

with
Fρe = emi+1/2, Fρκ =

uiui+1

2
mi+1/2, Pρe = p

δu

δx
, Pρκ = u

δp

δx
. (44)

According to the discussion presented in the first part of this section, this formulation is equivalent
(for exact time integration) to a direct discretization of the internal energy equation with a KEP
scheme employing the KGP (ξ = 1/2) form. This class of schemes has shown to be quite robust
and with good properties of entropy conservation for the inviscid Taylor-Green flow, although they
are not strictly conservative of entropy, as it is shown in Sec. 4.2.5. These results were confirmed
also in [6], where the equivalent scheme, formulated in terms of internal energy, is analyzed as the
KGP(ρe) formulation.

4.2.2. Pressure equation
The relation p = (γ − 1) ρe, which is valid for a perfect gas, shows that the discrete induced

equation for the pressure p follows immediately from Eq. (34). The discrete convective and pressure
terms in the pressure equation are simply proportional to Cρe and Pρe and the induced discrete
equation for p inherits all the properties of the discrete equation for ρe.

The pressure equation has been occasionally used in previous works as the primary energy
variable, the most notable example being the classical paper by Feiereisen et al. [29]. When the
pressure equation is directly discretized, the discrete properties of the induced equations for the
other ‘energy’ variables are similar to that obtained in the case in which the internal energy is di-
rectly discretized. The main difference between the two formulations (pressure and internal energy)
is that, since the convective term in the pressure equation is constituted by the derivative of the
product between p and u, the possible splittings which can be adopted are similar to that of the
continuity equation, i.e. the divergence CDp = δpu/δx or advective CAp = pδu/δx + uδp/δx forms.
These forms correspond to the two particular splittings in the internal energy equation CDρe and Cuρe,
in which the internal energy flux (ρue) is split as the product of ρe and u and not, as it is usual,
as the product of the mass flux ρu and e. A splitting obtained by only using the forms CDρe and Cuρe
cannot be KEP, which means that it cannot preserve ρe2. However, since it corresponds to a locally
conservative discretization for the convective term in the pressure equation, it possesses some in-
teresting properties, the most interesting one being the so-called Pressure Equilibrium Preservation
(PEP) property, which has been the subject of recent studies by several authors [38], [39], [24].

A PEP formulation is a discrete formulation of the balance equations that is able to preserve
the equilibrium of velocity and pressure when they are constant at the initial time. In fact, in this

15



particular case the evolution equation for the pressure (Eq. (6)) and the equation for the velocity
u:

∂u

∂t
= −u∂u

∂x
− 1

ρ

∂p

∂x
(45)

predict that the initial constant state remains constant during the evolution, as the right hand sides
of Eq. (6) and (45) are both zero for constant u and p. A formulation that is able to reproduce this
property at discrete level is termed PEP.

To investigate this class of discretizations we write the induced discrete version of Eq. (45) by
using Eq. (30) with G(u) = u,Gρ = Gφ = 0 and Gu = 1, which gives

∂u

∂t
=
u

ρ
M− Cρu

ρ
− Pρu

ρ
. (46)

Assuming u and ρ constant, the discrete reproduction of the PEP property requires that the right
hand side of Eq. (46) is zero. It is readily seen that a direct discretization of the pressure term
Pρu = δp/δx is zero for spatially constant p. This implies that a necessary condition for PEP is
that for constant u one has

uM = Cρu. (47)

Eq. (47) is automatically satisfied by any KEP formulation, since in this case one has Cρu =
Jumi+1/2K, which implies Eq. (47) for constant u. Note that a condition similar to Eq. (47) has
been derived by Ranocha [24] in the framework of FV methods.

In addition to Eq. (47) a PEP formulation should also discretely satisfy ∂p/∂t = 0 for constant
u and p, which implies

Cp + Pp = 0 (48)

for constant u and p. This condition has to be checked case by case depending on the energy
variable discretized and on the formulation adopted. Any direct discretization of the pressure
equation satisfies Eq. (48), since in this case one has

Cp = χ
δpu

δx
+ (1− χ)

(
p
δu

δx
+ u

δp

δx

)
(49)

Pp = (γ − 1) p
δu

δx
(50)

which are readily seen to be individually zero for constant u and p. Starting from the discretization
of the internal energy equation, one has Cp = (γ − 1) Cρe and the condition (48) is satisfied when
the splitting of the term ∂ρue/∂x is made by averaging only CDρe and Cuρe:

Cρe = χ

(
δρue

δx

)
+ (1− χ)

(
u
δρe

δx
+ ρe

δu

δx

)
(51)

which corresponds to Eq. (49). This last splitting has been adopted by Shima et al. [38], who used
the value χ = 1/2.

A direct discretization of the total energy equation gives induced Cp and Pp terms:

Cp = (γ − 1) (CρE − Cρκ) (52)
Pp = (γ − 1) (PρE − uPρu) . (53)
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A straightforward discretization of the term ∂p/∂x in the momentum equation typically leads to
Pρu = 0 for constant p. In this case plugging Eq. (52) and (53) into Eq. (48) requires

CρE − Cρκ + PρE = 0 (54)

for constant u and p. This condition can be satisfied in several ways. As an example, one can
split the term CρE in its contributions due to internal and kinetic energies: CρE = CρeρE + CρκρE . For
constant u and p any discretization of the term CρκρE from the family of forms in Eq. (13) reduces
to (u3/2)δρ/δx, as the induced discrete term Cρκ in Eq. (34) does. Equation (54) hence dictates
CρeρE + PρE = 0. Since the convective term for ρe can be reduced to a convective term for p by
using the relation ρe = p/(γ − 1), one is left with the condition that the discretization of the term
(γ/(γ − 1))∂pu/∂x should reduce to zero for constant u and p, which is a condition satisfied by
any linear combination of the forms in Eq. (32). In a recent paper [39] Singh and Chandrashekar
proposed a new KEP scheme, which is also PEP, based on this approach, for which they use a KGP
form for CρκρE and an arithmetic average of the forms in Eq. (32) for the pressure term coming from
CρeρE and PρE .

4.2.3. Total enthalpy equation
Total enthalpy ρH is the sum of total energy ρE and pressure p. Its discrete evolution equation

can be hence obtained by simply summing the discrete equations for ρE and p. The convective and
pressure terms for the total enthalpy, expressed as functions of the discrete terms in the equation
for total energy, are given by

CρH = CρE + (γ − 1) (CρE − Cρκ) (55)
PρH = PρE + (γ − 1) (PρE − uαPuα) (56)

from which one can easily conclude that for KEP discretization of momentum equations and locally
conservative discretizations of the total-energy equation, the convective term in the total-enthalpy
equation is in locally conservative form, with flux given by

FρH = γFρE − (γ − 1)
uiui+1

2
mi+1/2. (57)

When starting from a direct discretization of the internal-energy equation, by substituting Eq. (38)
into Eq. (55)–(57) one has

CρH = γCρe + Cρκ (58)
PρH = γPρe + uαPuα (59)

FρH = γFρe +
uiui+1

2
mi+1/2. (60)

As usual, Eq. (55)-(57) or (58)-(60) can be inverted to obtain the convective term (or its local
flux) of the induced total-energy or internal-energy equations when the total-enthalpy equation is
directly discretized as a primary variable. The relations

CρE =
1

γ
CρH +

(
γ − 1

γ

)
Cρκ (61)

Cρe =
1

γ
(CρH−Cρκ) (62)
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show that when discretizing the total-enthalpy equation with a locally conservative formulation,
also internal and total energies are preserved by convection (provided a KEP formulation is adopted
for momentum). The pressure terms are analogously given by

PρE =
1

γ
PρH +

(
γ − 1

γ

)
uPρu (63)

Pρe =
1

γ
(PρH−uPρu) . (64)

Note that, since

PρH =
δpu

δx
− (γ − 1) p

δu

δx
, (65)

a straightforward discretization of the non-conservative term in Eq. (65) with a discrete derivative
related to that in momentum equation by Eq. (42) guarantees that the term PρE from Eq. (63) is
in locally conservative form.

As for the case of the total energy, the term ∂pu/∂x contained in PρH can be expressed by
using the scaled pressure p̂ as ∂uρp̂/∂x, for which a triple product splitting can be used. As for
the Jameson-Pirozzoli formulation, it can be discretized by using the same splitting of CρH , which
means that the conservative part of the pressure term PρH can be included into the convective
term for ρH to have a single convective term for the quantity ρH + p. Alternatively, the pressure
component of the convective term ρH = ρE + p can be separately discretized together with the
conservative part of PρH .

4.2.4. Sound speed equation
The discrete evolution equation for the sound speed ρc can be derived from the equation for

ρe by using Eq. (30) applied to the relation ρc = G(ρe). In the case of a perfect gas one has
c2 = eγ(γ − 1) and Eq. (30) furnishes

∂ρc

∂t
= − c

2
M− γ(γ − 1)

2c
(Cρe + Pρe) . (66)

Equation (66) expresses the fact that a direct discretization of the equation for ρe induces convective
and pressure terms in the discrete equation for ρc given by

Cρc =
γ(γ − 1)

2c
Cρe +

c

2
M (67)

Pρc =
γ(γ − 1)

2c
Pρe. (68)

Of course, the expression of Cρc and Pρc as functions of the discrete terms in the total energy equa-
tion, which are relevant when the equation for ρE is directly discretized, is obtained by substituting
Eq. (38) and (39) into Eq. (67)–(68).

Equations (67)–(68) (and their counterpart for ρE) show that when the internal (or total) energy
is directly discretized, the induced sound-speed convection term is, in general, not in conservative
form, indicating that the discrete evolution of ρc can be affected by spurious production from the
discrete convective terms. However, inversion of Eq. (67) and (68) gives:

Cρe =
2

γ(γ − 1)

(
cCρc −

c2

2
M
)

(69)

Pρe =
2c

γ(γ − 1)
Pρc (70)

18



from which one can note that the convective term for the internal-energy equation, corresponding
with a discretization of the sound-speed equation, has the basic structure of that of a generalized
kinetic energy (cfr. Eq. (11)). This shows that a KEP discretization of the sound-speed equation
induces a locally conservative discretization for ρe with local flux √eiei+1mi+1/2, which in turn
implies a conservative induced discretization also of ρE, when a KEP scheme is used also for mass
and momentum. This observation was already made by Kok [40], who used the sound speed as
the primary energy variable to derive a conservative approximation for both ρe and ρE. In his
paper, Kok uses a Feiereisen splitting for the sound-speed convection term. In the Numerical
Results Section we show how the use of a KGP splitting can greatly improve the robustness and
the conservation properties of this formulation.

The discussion made in Sec. 3.1 suggests that a direct discretization of the ρe equation according
to the splitting in Eq. (17) (with φ =

√
2e) induces a locally conservative (and KEP) discretization

of the sound-speed convective term, which can be equivalently expressed by saying that a splitting of
the Cρe term made according to Eq. (17) furnishes a locally conservative form to Cρc from Eq. (67),
with local flux Fρc = cmi+1/2. When discretizing the internal energy equation, the splitting in
Eq. (17) can be used in place of a classical KEP splitting (preserving ρe2) in order to preserve ρc
(proportional to ρ

√
e). Total energy is of course also globally and locally conserved, with local flux

FρE =
(√

eiei+1 +
uiui+1

2

)
mi+1/2. (71)

4.2.5. Entropy equation
The discrete equation for the entropy ρs as a function of ρe is obtained by considering G(ρ, e) =

cv ln (p/ργ), for which one has Gρ = s+ cv(1− γ), Ge = cvρ/e. Eq. (30) gives:

∂ρs

∂t
= − (s− γcv)M−

cv
e

(Cρe + Pρe) . (72)

The relation expressing the convective term of the entropy equation as a function of the discrete
terms in internal and total energy is:

Cρs = (s− γcv)M+
cv
e

(Cρe + Pρe) , (73)

Cρs = (s− γcv)M+
cv
e

(CρE − Cρκ + PρE − uPρu) . (74)

To investigate if entropy is preserved by convection, one should consider if the term Cρs in Eq. (74)
or (73) is in local (or global) conservation form. This check is problematic in general and one
has to adopt the approach to consider the various forms of Cρs for individual discretizations. A
careful analysis of the various discrete equations shows that in all the discretizations we have
illustrated in the previous sections entropy is not strictly conserved, because of the terms sM and
cv(Cρe + Pρe)/e, which cannot be cast, in general, as difference of fluxes. This circumstance is also
confirmed by the numerical tests in Sec. 5. Note that this approach is basically equivalent to the
classical entropy theory developed by Tadmor [19, 20] in the context of FV discretizations of systems
of conservation laws admitting an entropy function. In fact, in the case of compressible Euler
equations the mathematical entropy is given by η = −ρs and Tadmor’s theory gives conditions for
the existence of numerical fluxes for its induced discrete equation, starting from a FV discretization
of mass, momentum and total energy. These conditions must be equivalent to the ones ensuring
the locally conservative structure of the convective term Cρs we are seeking.
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The dual approach in which the entropy equation is directly discretized has been pursued by
Honein and Moin [37]. In this case the entropy is a primary variable of the discretized system and
its exact preservation is a direct consequence of the conservative structure of the discretization.
To investigate the conservation properties of this approach, equations (73)-(74) can be inverted, as
usual, to express the convective and pressure terms in the induced discrete equations for ρe and ρE
when the entropy equation is directly discretized

Cρe + Pρe =
e

cv
Cρs −

e

cv
(s− γcv)M (75)

CρE + PρE =
e

cv
Cρs −

e

cv
(s− γcv)M + Cρκ + uPρu. (76)

When substituting the Feiereisen form (ξ = 1) into mass, momentum and entropy equations one
has

M =
δρuα
δxα

,

Cρκ =
1

2

(
uβ
δρuβuα
δxα

+ ρuβuα
δuβ
δxα

)
,

Cρs =
1

2

(
δρuαs

δxα
+ ρuα

δs

δxα
+ s

δρuα
δxα

)
,

Pρuα =
δp

δxα
.

(77)

and Eq. (75) and (76) reduce to the nonviscous version of the equations (18) and (19) reported by
Honein and Moin [37]. The application of a KGP splitting to this formulation has been investigated
in [6] with reference to the inviscid TGV flow and will be reconsidered here.
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ŝM

+
R
ρ
k

P
ρ
E

P
ρ
E

P
ρ
e

+
P
ρ
k

1

γ
−

1
P
p

+
P
ρ
k

1 γ
P
ρ
H

+
γ
−

1

γ
P
ρ
k
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êŝ
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ŝM

+
R
ρ
k

P
ρ
H

γ
P
ρ
E
−

(γ
−

1)
P
ρ
k

γ
P
ρ
e

+
P
ρ
k

γ

γ
−

1
P
p

+
P
ρ
k

P
ρ
H

ĉP
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P
ρ
H
−

1 ĉ
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5. Numerical results

In this section, two and three-dimensional tests are used to study and compare the performance
of the various discretizations of the compressible Euler equations obtained using different ‘energy’
equations and forms of the convective term.

Starting with the discretization of the total energy, three classical formulations have been chosen:
(ρE) is the standard one in which the total energy equation is directly discretized with a KEP
splitting of the convective term and a divergence form for the pressure term; (ρE)JP is the Jameson-
Pirozzoli variant [32, 4] in which the total enthalpy appears in the convective term by the inclusion
of the scaled pressure term; (ρE)PEP is the PEP scheme proposed by Singh and Chandrashekar [39]
and described in Section 4.2.2. In all cases the convective fluxes are discretized by using a KGP
splitting.

For the internal energy equation, (ρe) is the KEP scheme using the KGP form for the convective
term, which is equivalent, for exact time integration, to the KEEP schemes proposed by Kuya et
al. [33]. The formulation (ρe)PEP, is the PEP formulation used by Shima et al. [38], in which the
convective term in the internal energy equation is split according to Eq. (51) with χ = 1/2. The
formulation (ρe)div is the analogous PEP scheme obtained by using χ = 1. The speed of sound
equation has been studied for the KEP forms F, C and KGP; they are denoted as (ρc)F, (ρc)C and
(ρc)KGP, respectively. The formulation (ρc)F is equivalent to the one originally proposed by Kok
[40]. In the same way, the three cases for the entropy equation are (ρs)C, (ρs)F and (ρs)KGP.

As regards the formulations based on the enthalpy equation, (ρH) is the standard case in which
the KGP splitting is used for the convective term. The pressure terms ∂pu/∂x and (γ − 1)p∂u/∂x
are discretized by using standard central formulations. In addition to this case, two other scheme
are analyzed in analogy with the Jameson-Pirozzoli variant for the total energy. By including the
divergence part of the pressure term in the convective term for ρuH we have the form (ρH)H+p̂;
bringing the pressure term in H outside of the convective term, on the other hand, results in the
form (ρH)E .

In Table 1 a summary of the different discretization options and of the corresponding induced
terms for the ‘energy’ equation is reported, whereas Table 2 reports the corresponding (second
order) fluxes and conservation properties. In all the simulations mass and momentum equations
are discretized with a KEP formulation belonging to the family of forms in Eq. (15)-(16). The
parameter ξ is selected in such a way that the mass flux used in continuity and momentum equations
is the same as that in the energy equation.

The properties of the schemes have been analyzed through the study of the discrete evolution of
the invariants. The ∼ sign over the generic variable f indicates that it has been integrated over the
spatial domain; the brackets denotes that it has been normalized with respect to its initial value
f̃0:

〈f̃〉 =
f̃ − f̃0
f̃0

. (78)

5.1. Vortex advection
The two-dimensional isentropic Euler vortex problem is an exact solution of the inviscid com-

pressible flow equations and is a commonly used test for the evaluation of the accuracy of numerical
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Flux Preserved variable

Ref. C P ρE ρe ρc ρH ρs PEP

(ρE) e.g. [10] JmEK JpuK X X × X × ×

(ρE)JP [32, 4] JmEK Jρ u p̂K X X × X × ×

(ρE)PEP [39] Jρe u+mκK Ju pK X X × X × X

(ρe) [33, 6] JmeK p δuδx X X × X × ×

(ρe)PEP [38] Jρe uK p δuδx X X × X × X

(ρe)div new JρueK p δuδx X X × X × X

(ρc)F [40] JmF cK γ−1
2 ρc δuδx X X X X × ×

(ρc)C new JmC cK γ−1
2 ρc δuδx X X X X × ×

(ρc)KGP new JmKGP cK γ−1
2 ρc δuδx X X X X × ×

(ρH) new JmHK JpuK− (γ − 1)p δuδx X X × X × ×

(ρH)H+p new JmHK Jρ up̂K− (γ − 1)p δuδx X X × X × ×

(ρH)E new JmE + puK JpuK− (γ − 1)p δuδx X X × X × ×

(ρs)F [37] JmF sK — × × × × X ×

(ρs)C [6] JmC sK — × × × × X ×

(ρs)KGP [6] JmKGP sK — × × × × X ×

Table 2: Fluxes and conservation properties of the various formulations considered. Continuity and mo-
mentum equations have convective and pressure termsM = JmK, Cρu = JmuK and Pρu = δp/δx
(m is the mass flux); they are discretized with a KEP form, implying that mass, momentum and
kinetic energy are always preserved. With the F form, the mass flux m is discretized as mF = ρu;
for the C form it is mC = (ρ, u); the KGP form results in mKGP = ρ u. When unspecified, the
KGP form is implied. X: variable preserved locally and globally, ×: variable not preserved.
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Figure 1: Time evolution of linear invariants for a simulation of an isentropic vortex with a 40× 40 mesh
using different ‘energy’ equations: from top to bottom they are internal energy, sound speed,
and entropy equations. The invariants are, from left to right, the density, momentum and total
energy integrals. Eighth-order central schemes are employed for spatial derivatives.

methods [39, 40, 41, 18]. The initial conditions for the test are

u(x, y)

u∞
= 1− Mv

M∞

y − y0
rv

e(1−r̂
2)/2 (79)

v(x, y)

u∞
=

Mv

M∞

x− x0
rv

e(1−r̂
2)/2 (80)

T (x, y)

T∞
=

(
p(x, y)

p∞

)(γ−1)/γ
=

(
ρ(x, y)

ρ∞

)γ−1
= 1− γ − 1

2
M2
v e

1−r̂2 (81)
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Figure 2: Time evolution of integral quantities for a simulation of an isentropic vortex with a 40×40 mesh
using different discretizations of the total energy, internal energy, and enthalpy equations, which
are shown in this order from top to bottom. From left to right, it is depicted to evolution of
entropy, internal energy and kinetic energy integrals. Eight-order central schemes are employed
for spatial derivatives.

in which r̂ = r/rv. A normalized value for the pressure is derived from the density as p = ργ/(γM2
∞).

The square domain of unitary side is discretized with a 40× 40 uniform Cartesian grid and bound-
ary conditions are periodic in both directions. The vortex, whose center has initially coordinates
(x0, y0) = (0.5, 0.5), has a strength Mv = 0.5 and a core radius rv = 1/15. The mean flow
Mach number is M∞ = 0.5 and the characteristic values of velocity, density, and temperature
are u∞ = 1, ρ∞ = 1, T∞ = 720Mvrv. Time integration is performed using a standard explicit
fourth-order Runge–Kutta (RK4) scheme; spatial derivatives are computed using eighth-order cen-
tral schemes. The Courant number of the tests, set to CFL = 0.01, corresponds to a time step size
∆t = 1.8× 10−4.
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Figure 3: Time evolution of integral quantities for a simulation of an isentropic vortex with a 40×40 mesh
using different discretizations of the sound speed and entropy equations, which are shown in this
order from top to bottom. From left to right, it is depicted to evolution of entropy, internal energy
and kinetic energy integrals. Eighth-order central schemes are employed for spatial derivatives.

In this test, the integral values of variables such as ρ, ρu, ρE, ρe, ρk, ρs should remain constant
throughout the simulation, since the motion of the vortex is that of a simple translation. The ability
of the various formulations to preserve primary invariants is illustrated, for few selected cases, in
Figure 1. In this and all other figures of the current section the quantities are sampled in time and
displayed every 40 ∆t. In agreement with the theory, all methods were able to numerically preserve
ρ̃ and ρ̃u up to machine precision, since primary invariants are preserved by all the formulations
used. With the only exception of the schemes discretizing the entropy equation, ρ̃E was also always
preserved, as predicted by our analysis (cfr. Table 2). The choice of the convective term splitting
for the entropy equation is of great importance, with the KGP splitting being the one that better
limits the spurious total energy production in the long run (cfr. Figure 1(i)).

Considering the other invariants of the test case, a small error is present in the conservation of
ρ̃e and ρ̃k, with a flow between the two energies likely due to discretization errors. The discrete
evolution of the global invariants for the different methods is reported in Figures 2 and 3. Due
to the isentropic nature of the flow, the integral value of entropy stays constant and exactly equal
to zero throughout the simulation when the entropy equation is discretized directly, irrespective of
the convective term splitting. All other methods commit an error on entropy preservation, but its
magnitude greatly depends on the chosen ‘energy’ equation and on the specific formulation.

Figure 3(a) shows the improvement on entropy preservation that can be achieved by using a
different convective term splitting of the sound speed equation over the F form proposed by Kok
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Figure 4: Comparison of conservation properties of schemes based on different ‘energy’ equations for the
isentropic vortex case with a 40× 40 mesh and eighth-order accurate spatial discretization. On
top, (a)-(c), internal energy and sound speed schemes are compared; at the bottom, (d)-(e), the
comparison is between total energy and enthalpy schemes. From left to right, it is shown the
evolution of the entropy, internal energy and kinetic energy integrals.

[40]. Among the formulations correctly preserving total energy, the ones using internal energy and
sound speed equations showed better performances on entropy preservation. These are directly
compared in Figure 4(a)-(c).

The new formulations based on the enthalpy equation display a behaviour similar to the ones
based on total energy. They are compared in Figure 4(d)-(f). From this figure, the use of Jameson-
Pirozzoli approach seems to have a negative impact (higher entropy production) in both the cases in
which total energy or total enthalpy are used, in contrast to the usually reported increase of robust-
ness for this type of formulation. Longer simulations, however, showed that eventually the entropy
error using (ρE) discretization becomes larger that the one produced by (ρE)JP and (ρE)PEP. This
happens at times 11 and 12 respectively. The simulation using (ρE) diverges at around time 19,
confirming the increased robustness of (ρE)JP which reaches time 29. (ρE)PEP has an even longer
blow-up time of 33. A similar behaviour was found for the cases discretizing enthalpy, with blow-up
times for (ρH)E , (ρH), (ρH)H+p̂ of 22, 26, and 31 respectively.

A robustness analysis was also executed for all cases on longer simulations with an end time
T = 50 and CFL = 0.01, 0.1 and 0.5, for which fourth-order derivation schemes are employed and
the domain is discretized with a 30× 30 mesh. As shown in Figure 5, the lower accuracy results in
a degraded solution, but the schemes display similar conservation properties. The blow-up times
for the various formulations are reported in Table 3. The use of Jameson-Pirozzoli approach and
the PEP formulation resulted in an incresed robustness; however no formulation using total energy
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Blow-up times
CFL = 0.01 CFL = 0.1 CFL = 0.5

(ρE) 26 28 33
(ρE)JP 32 34 41
(ρE)PEP 46 44 –

(ρe) – – –
(ρe)PEP – – –
(ρe)div 26 26 34

(ρc)F 30 29 35
(ρc)C 20 19 22
(ρc)KGP – – –

(ρH) 31 31 37
(ρH)H+p̂ 47 42 –
(ρH)E 21 22 28

(ρs)F 47 44 –
(ρs)C 35 34 –
(ρs)KGP – – –

Table 3: Blow-up times for the isentropic vortex test using different discretizations of the ‘energy’ equation.
Fourth-order accurate central schemes are employed for spatial derivatives; Courant numbers are
CFL = 0.01, CFL = 0.1 and CFL = 0.5; the Cartesian mesh is of 30×30. The symbol ‘–’ indicates
no divergence until the end of the simulation, which is T = 50.
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Figure 5: Comparison to the analytical solution of the isentropic vortex simulation after T = 5. Top figures
(a) and (b) use eighth-order discretization formulas, CFL = 0.01 and 40×40 mesh; bottom figures
(c) and (d) use fourth-order discretization formulas, CFL = 0.1 and 30× 30 mesh. On the left,
(a) and (c) show contour lines for pressure; on the right, (b) and (d) represent a velocity profile

or enthalpy equation was able to reach the end time of the simulation, except for the formulations
(ρE)PEP and (ρH)H+p̂ at the highest CFL number. Higher robustness within the integration time
at all CFL was only achieved by the schemes using the KGP form in the discretization of the
entropy, sound speed and internal energy equations and by the PEP formulation of internal energy
proposed by Shima et al. [38]. Comparing the results at CFL = 0.1 with those at 0.5, it is evident
a general increase in robustness when a larger time step is used. This is likely due to the fact that
the employed time integrator introduces a slight dissipative error. When considering CFL = 0.01,
this result is not as clear. This can be attributed to the fact that, for this value, the error due to the
temporal integrator is already very small and other effects may have a larger impact on robustness.
The effect of the temporal error, however, does not seem to change the relative robustness of the
discretization choices when comparing them to each other.

Considering the blow-up times at CFL = 0.01 for the total energy ((ρE): 19, (ρE)JP: 29,
(ρE)PEP: 33) and enthalpy( (ρH)E : 22, (ρH): 26, (ρH)H+p̂: 31) obtained using 40 × 40 mesh
and eighth-order accurate derivation schemes it is also possible to draw some conclusions about the
impact of the resolution. Blow-up times are lower when compared at the same CFL number with
the simulations using 30 × 30 mesh and fourth-order accurate derivation schemes (Table 3). This
suggests that an increased resolution can lower the blow-up time of the simulations.
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5.2. 3D Taylor-Green vortex
The inviscid Taylor-Green vortex is a classical benchmark widely used for the evaluation of

discretization schemes for turbulence simulations, as it includes the generation of small scales by
three-dimensional vortex stretching and transition to randomized flow, while allowing the evalua-
tion of the spurious entropy production due to the numerical scheme. The domain consists in a
triperiodic box of side 2π, which is discretized into a grid of 32×32×32 nodes. The initial condition
is given by

ρ(x, y, z) = 1 (82)
u(x, y, z) = sin(x) cos(y) cos(z) (83)
v(x, y, z) = − cos(x) sin(y) cos(z) (84)
w(x, y, z) = 0 (85)

p(x, y, z) = 100 +
(cos(2x) + cos(2y))(cos(2x) + 2)− 2

16
(86)

in which the pressure value is chosen to be sufficiently high to keep the flow nearly incompressible,
with a Mach number M < 0.1. The spatial derivatives are discretized through explicit fourth-order
accurate central schemes; the temporal integrator is the standard RK4. The Courant number of the
simulations, based on the initial conditions, is CFL = 0.1. Contrary to the implementation used
for the two-dimensional test, all schemes used the total energy as the primary variable, but with
the appropriate induced equation to emulate the different cases. For exact time integration the
two approaches are equivalent. In real simulations some differences could be triggered by temporal
errors, which in our tests are minimized by the small CFL number.

For the inviscid Taylor-Green flow the integral values of ρ, ρu, ρE, and ρs are expected to stay
constant; on the other hand the integral of ρe, ρk can change since their evolution is affected by
energy exchanges. The evolution of the primary invariants ρ, ρu and ρE for selected formulations
is reported in Figure 6. To display the data of this test, the quantities have been sampled every
10 ∆t. As in the previous test, all formulations conserved the values of ρ̃ and ρ̃u. This was also the
case for ρ̃E for all the methods that did not discretize the entropy equation directly. Note that in
Figure 6(d)-(f) the plots are truncated at t ' 50, due to the blow up of the simulation for the (ρc)F
formulation. The plots show that the numerical preservation of linear invariants is retained up to
the blow-up time. From Figure 6(i) it is possible to appreciate the comparatively better energy
preserving property of (ρs)KGP, with the error on the normalized integral value at time 100 being
of the order of 10−10, while it reaches 5× 10−8 for (ρs)F and 3× 10−4 for (ρs)C.

Figures 7 and 8 show the discrete evolution of other global quantities. The performance of the
various formulation on entropy preservation is consistent with what was seen from the previous
test. In Figure 8(d) the scheme (ρs)C exhibits a deviation from the expected exact conservation
of entropy. As already observed in [6], this behaviour has to be attributed to the use of the
emulated total energy equation in place of the entropy equation, which causes the deterioration of
the performances of the scheme (which, however, remains stable within the simulation time used)
affecting also the preservation of the linear invariant ρ̃s.

Among the other formulations, the best entropy preservation performances were shown by
schemes using internal energy and sound speed equations; a comparison is shown in Figure 9.
For this test, in addition to (ρe) and (ρc)KGP, the PEP formulation (ρe)PEP also managed to
have a small spurious entropy production. The (ρc)C and (ρc)F were the only two formulations to
diverge, with blow-up times of 45 and 46 respectively.
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Figure 6: Time evolution of linear invariants for the inviscid Taylor-Green vortex with a 32×32×32 mesh
using different ‘energy’ equations: from top to bottom they are internal energy, sound speed,
and entropy equations. The invariants are, from left to right, the density, momentum and total
energy integrals. Subfigure (i) shows in greater details the behaviour of the case (ρs)KGP in its
inset. Fourth-order central schemes are employed for spatial derivation.

Figure 9 also compares total energy and entropy formulations. In contrast with what was seen
for the isentropic vortex case the Jameson-Pirozzoli approach has from the beginning a positive
effect on the entropy production when using the total energy equation; on the other hand it did
non change the behaviour when using the enthalpy equation. The PEP formulation showed some
benefits as well when used on the total energy equation.

With this test case it is also possible to analyze the time evolution of thermodynamic fluctuations
and gain an insight into the reliability of the simulations. After an initial transient, these are
expected to stabilize around a constant value, as in the case of inviscid isotropic homogeneous
turbulence [37, 4, 6]. The evolution of temperature and density fluctuations, 〈ρ′〉 〈T ′〉, is displayed
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in Figure 10. An increase in the fluctuations with time is exhibited by all formulations based on total
energy or enthalpy equations. The sound speed equation is capable of reaching an asymptotically
constant level of fluctuations when used with a KGP splitting and the same result was found for the
internal energy. This was also achieved by the PEP formulation (ρe)PEP. When using the entropy
equation the C form failed to contain the increase in the fluctuations, while both the F and KGP
forms had them stabilized around a constant value.

Additional tests on the TGV case for a higher value of the initial Mach number (M ' 0.3)
were also carried out. Up to around t ' 70 the simulations basically confirm the findings of the
M ' 0.1 case, with a slightly increase of the exchanges of energy between kinetic and internal
energies, due to the pressure-work terms. For t ≥ 70 almost all the simulations show a deviation
from the lower Mach number case, basically characterized by a (potentially unbounded) increase
of the fluctuations, as it occurs for the formulation (ρs)C in Figure 10(e)-(f). This picture is in
accordance with the findings of Honein and Moin ([37], p. 542), who for a similar test case report
the same behavior and attribute it to the eventual occurrence of shocks, even after several turnover
times. Low resolution and the absence of shock capturing schemes cause the build up of instabilities
and a divergence of the fluctuations from the equilibrium value.

6. Conclusions

The discrete conservation properties of various formulations of the compressible Euler equations
have been analyzed, both theoretically and numerically. The analysis has been carried out within
a semi-discretized approach and has focused on the numerical treatment of the energy equation
within a finite-difference (or an equivalent finite-volume) framework. Two important factors have
been considered: the energy variable whose equation is directly discretized and the split form used
for convective and pressure derivatives. The theoretical analysis has been conducted by studying
the discrete evolution equations for selected thermodynamic quantities, as they are induced by
the adopted discretization for primary variables. The relations among the discrete convective and
pressure terms in the various equations have been investigated to infer general criteria under which
additional induced conservation properties can be obtained. Some of the most popular formulations
used in the literature have been considered and some new ones have been also proposed. A detailed
analysis on the locally-conservative character of the induced kinetic-energy equation shows that,
except for the case in which the entropy equation is directly discretized, all the analyzed methods
can be reformulated as an equivalent locally-conservative formulation involving the discretization
of the total energy. In all these cases entropy is not strictly preserved and a discrete evolution
equation for entropy has been derived.

Numerical tests have been conducted on two classical benchmarks widely used in the litera-
ture and all the theoretical predictions have been confirmed. Moreover, some additional robust
behaviours have been detected, giving an impression of the general performances of the various
methods with respect to induced conservation properties. Among the various options considered,
the formulations involving a direct discretization of the internal energy or entropy equations show
the most robust and accurate results in the numerical tests. In the first case both KEP formulations
(preserving ρe2) or square-root preserving formulations (preserving ρ

√
e ∝ ρc) have better conser-

vation and robustness properties when used in conjunction to the KGP splitting, as compared to
analogous discretizations involving total energy or enthalpy. The internal energy formulation has
shown better properties than the total energy analogues also when PEP schemes are used.
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In the case in which the entropy equation is directly discretized, numerical tests show that the
adoption of the KGP splitting enhances the favourable properties of the discretization, confirming
previous results from the literature. However, formulations based on locally-conservative entropy
discretizations do not induce in general a locally-conservative discretization of the total energy
equation.

The final choice that has to be made among the various alternatives presented in this paper
could depend on additional factors that have not been considered in this work. Some of them could
be of practical character, as the simple improvement of an existing code written by using a certain
set of primitive variables. Other could be more conceptual, as the modeling of the SGS terms
stemming from the filtered equations in the various approaches in a LES framework. The choice of
which induced quantity is more useful to consider and the correct way to numerically preserve in
the various applications is hence still a topic which deserves further investigation.

The proposed analysis suggests also several further developments, which could constitute future
topics of investigation. The usually adopted strategy of employing a KEP discretization for the
energy equation could be not justified, since the preservation of other derived quantities (i.e. the
square root) confers similar robustness to the formulation, allowing the reproduction of more phys-
ical mechanisms at a discrete level. Moreover, the proposed analysis indicates also the possibility
of building KEP procedures by using point-dependent formulations, with a consequent increase in
the number of degrees of freedom, which can be optimized to achieve different targets.

Appendix A.

The high-order extension of the theory exposed in Sec. 3.3 and 3.4 can be illustrated by consid-
ering the full expression for the fluxes in Eq. (20). By substituting the relations (21) into Eq. (20)
one has for the convective term in the mass equation the expression

M = ξ

t

2

L∑
k=1

ak

k−1∑
m=0

ρui−m+k/2

|

+ (1− ξ)

t

2

L∑
k=1

ak

k−1∑
m=0

(ρ, u)
i−m+k/2

|

(A.1)

from which the mass flux can be written as

Fρ = 2

L∑
k=1

ak

k−1∑
m=0

mi−m+k/2 (A.2)

where mi+k/2 = ξρu i+k/2 + (1 − ξ)(ρ, u)
i+k/2

. The convective flux for ρφ can be obtained in the
same way by substituting Eq. (22) into Eq. (20)

Fρφ = 2
L∑
k=1

ak

k−1∑
m=0

φ
i−m+k/2

mi−m+k/2. (A.3)

The higher-order generalized kinetic energy flux, analogous to Eq. (27), can be calculated starting
from the expression for the convective term of the generalized kinetic energy in Eq. (17). According
to the definitions of the interpolation operators in Eq. (21) the associated numerical flux is given
by

Fρφ2/2 = 2

L∑
k=1

ak

k−1∑
m=0

[(
ξ

2

)
(φ, ρuφ)

i−m+k/2
+

(
1− ξ

2

)
(uφ, ρφ)

i−m+k/2
]
, (A.4)
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which can be manipulated as follows:

Fρφ2/2 = 2

L∑
k=1

ak

k−1∑
m=0

[
ξ

2

(
φi−m (ρuφ)i−m+k + φi−m+k (ρuφ)i−m

2

)
+

1− ξ
2

(
(uφ)i−m (ρφ)i−m+k + (uφ)i−m+k (ρφ)i−m

2

)]
=

2

L∑
k=1

ak

k−1∑
m=0

[
φi−mφi−m+k

2

(
ξρu i−m+k/2 + (1− ξ)(ρ, u)

i−m+k/2
)]

. (A.5)

The final form of the higher-order kinetic energy flux can be expressed as

Fρφ2/2 = 2
L∑
k=1

ak

k−1∑
m=0

φi−mφi−m+k

2
mi−m+k/2. (A.6)

Note that Eq. (A.3) and (A.6) have been used also in [42] for the case in which the mass flux is
discretized with the skew-symmetric form obtained with ξ = 1/2.
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Figure 7: Time evolution of integral quantities for the inviscid Taylor-Green vortex with a 32 × 32 × 32
mesh using different discretizations of the total energy, internal energy and enthalpy equations,
which are shown in this order from top to bottom. From left to right, it is depicted to evolution
of entropy, internal energy and kinetic energy integrals. Subfigure (d) shows in greater details the
behaviour of the cases (ρe) and (ρe)PEP in its inset. Fourth-order central schemes are employed
for spatial derivation.
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Figure 8: Time evolution of integral quantities for the inviscid Taylor-Green vortex with a 32 × 32 × 32
mesh using different discretizations of the sound speed and entropy equations, which are shown
in this order from top to bottom. From left to right, it is depicted to evolution of entropy, internal
energy and kinetic energy integrals. Subfigure (a) shows in greater details the behaviour of the
case (ρc)KGP in its inset. Fourth-order central schemes are employed for spatial derivation.
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Figure 9: Comparison of conservation properties of schemes based on different ‘energy’ equations for the
Taylor-Green vortex case with a 32×32×32 mesh and fourth-order accurate spatial discretization.
On top, (a)-(c), internal energy and sound speed schemes are compared; at the bottom, (d)-(e),
the comparison is between total energy and enthalpy schemes. From left to right, it is shown
the evolution of the entropy, internal energy and kinetic energy integrals.
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Figure 10: Temperature (on the left) and density (on the right) fluctuations for the inviscid Taylor-Green
vortex using different ‘energy’ equation formulations. On top, (a)-(b), total and internal energy
schemes are compared; in the middle, (c)-(d), the comparison is between enthalpy and sound
speed schemes; at the bottom, (e)-(f), it is shown the behaviour for the enthalpy schemes.
The mesh size is of 32× 32× 32 and and fourth-order central schemes are employed for spatial
derivation.
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