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Abstract. The equations of Lagrangian gas dynamics fall into the larger class of overdetermined
hyperbolic and thermodynamically compatible (HTC) systems of partial differential equations. They
satisfy an entropy inequality (second principle of thermodynamics) and conserve total energy (first
principle of thermodynamics). The aim of this work is to construct a novel thermodynamically
compatible cell-centered Lagrangian finite volume scheme on unstructured meshes. Unlike in exist-
ing schemes, we choose to directly discretize the entropy inequality, hence obtaining total energy
conservation as a consequence of the new thermodynamically compatible discretization of the other
equations. First, the governing equations are written in fluctuation form. Next, the non-compatible
centered numerical fluxes are corrected according to the approach recently introduced by Abgrall et
al., using a scalar correction factor that is defined at the nodes of the grid. This perfectly fits into
the formalism of nodal solvers which is typically adopted in cell-centered Lagrangian finite volume
methods. Semi-discrete entropy conservative and entropy stable Lagrangian schemes are devised,
and they are adequately blended together via a convex combination based on either a priori or a
posteriori detectors of discontinuous solutions. The nonlinear stability in the energy norm is rigor-
ously demonstrated and the new schemes are provably positivity preserving for density and pressure.
Furthermore, they exhibit zero numerical diffusion for isentropic flows while being still nonlinearly
stable. The new schemes are tested against classical benchmarks for Lagrangian hydrodynamics,
assessing their convergence and robustness and comparing their numerical dissipation with classical
Lagrangian finite volume methods.

Key words. thermodynamically compatible finite volume schemes, Lagrangian gas dynamics,
cell entropy inequality, nonlinear stability in the energy norm, positivity preserving, unstructured
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1. Introduction. The gas dynamics equations constitute a nonlinear hyperbolic
system of conservation laws that evolve mass, momentum and total energy. As dis-
cussed in [30], the solutions might exhibit discontinuities and shock waves at finite
time, which necessitate the introduction of weak solutions. The physically meaning-
ful solution is then identified relying on an admissibility criterion known as entropy
condition. This permits to reject nonphysical solutions by enforcing consistency with
the second law of Thermodynamics, thus ensuring entropy conservation for smooth
flows and entropy production, which transfers kinetic energy into internal energy,
in the case of discontinuous flow fields. These systems are said to be hyperbolic
thermodynamically compatible (HTC). It is worth recalling that the connection with
thermodynamic compatibility was first presented in [23] and later in [20], noticing that
the gas dynamics equations belong to the more general framework of symmetrizable
hyperbolic systems [19].

To numerically solve the hydrodynamics system, the updated Lagrangian form is
considered in this work. The Lagrangian approach allows strong shocks and expan-
sions to be properly modeled for compressible fluid flows due to the embedded mesh
motion, and material interfaces or contact waves can be accurately tracked since zero
mass flux occurs across the boundaries of the control volumes. This peculiar repre-
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sentation is characterized by a frame moving with the material velocity. The first
Lagrangian numerical method dates back to the 50s [45], where a staggered grid was
employed for the kinematic variables, hence requiring an artificial viscosity term to
be tuned in order to deal with shock waves. An alternative approach is given by
Godunov-type finite volume (FV) methods, in which the integral form of the con-
servation laws is discretized on a collocated grid. As such, numerical fluxes have
to be computed at the cell interfaces by means of Riemann solvers [24]. Mimicking
the thermodynamic compatibility at the discrete level is not trivial. Staggered grid
Lagrangian methods discretize the internal energy equation, hence ensuring entropy
conservation for smooth flows up to the order of the numerical method. However,
entropy dissipation must be added for discontinuous solutions via an artificial vis-
cosity that needs to be properly adjusted so that thermodynamic compatibility is
fulfilled in multiple space dimensions. On the other hand, Godunov-type schemes are
compliant with an entropy inequality within each cell, even in the case of isentropic
flows, hence yielding severe inaccuracy for strong rarefaction waves [3]. The design
of thermodynamically compatible finite volume schemes has been investigated in the
Eulerian framework in [42], where the total energy equation is discretized and the
entropy equation (or inequality) is enforced by designing specific numerical fluxes at
the interfaces. Following this seminal idea, entropy-compatible schemes have been
developed in the Eulerian setting, see for instance [40, 18, 43, 26, 21, 25, 15].

Very few contributions can be found in the literature concerning the construction
of Lagrangian methods that are compliant with the second law of thermodynamics
[9, 37]. Therefore, the aim of this work is to design a new Lagrangian finite volume
scheme that is provably thermodynamically compatible. However, unlike most of the
existing numerical methods for hyperbolic systems, we do not discretize the total
energy equation, but we directly discretize the entropy inequality and instead obtain
total energy conservation as a consequence of the novel compatible discretization,
thus admitting a discrete extra conservation law to the governing equations. This
approach has first been proposed in [12, 13, 11] for turbulent shallow water flows
[28], the GPR model of continuum mechanics [39] and the MHD equations, which
both also fall into the wider class of hyperbolic and thermodynamically compatible
(HTC) systems. A general framework for the construction of schemes that satisfy
additional extra conservation laws has been forwarded in [1], and this technique has
been recently also used in [2] in the context of finite volume and discontinuous Galerkin
methods. Following the ideas of Abgrall, in this work we will compute a node-based
scalar corrector factor that makes the scheme compatible with thermodynamics in
the Lagrangian setting, demonstrating that total energy is retrieved as an additional
conservation law. To design entropy stable schemes, we propose to blend the new
thermodynamically compatible methods with the EUCCLHYD scheme [33], rewritten
here in fluctuation form and for the entropy inequality. The production term is then
exactly quantified, and the positivity preservation of density and pressure can be
proven. We stress that in our framework the entropy production is directly controlled
by the scheme, since here the entropy inequality is directly solved for the first time
in the Lagrangian context, which is a radically different concept compared to most of
the existing entropy compatible numerical methods. We will focus on the design of
semi-discrete schemes, thus keeping the time continuous while correcting the spatial
fluxes to obtain thermodynamic compatibility.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the governing
equations, starting from the energy equation and passing to the entropy inequality.
Section 3 is devoted to the construction of the new hyperbolic thermodynamically
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compatible (HTC) Lagrangian scheme, which introduces both semi-discrete entropy
conservative and entropy stable schemes, including the blending procedure. Nonlinear
stability in the energy norm as well as positivity of thermodynamics quantities are
rigorously demonstrated. Next, in Section 4 we present some numerical results for
a suite of benchmarks for Lagrangian hydrodynamics. Finally, conclusions and an
outlook to future investigations are drawn in Section 5.

2. The Euler equations of Lagrangian hydrodynamics. Let x ∈ Rd be
the spatial position vector in d = 2 space dimensions, and let t ∈ R+ be the time
coordinate. The Euler equations of hydrodynamics can be written in the updated
Lagrangian form using the material derivative d

dt as follows:

ρ
dτ

dt
−∇ · v = 0,(2.1a)

ρ
dv

dt
+∇p = 0,(2.1b)

ρ
dE

dt
+∇ · (pv) = 0.(2.1c)

Here, ρ is the fluid density and τ = 1/ρ is the specific volume, v ∈ Rd is the velocity
vector, p denotes the fluid pressure and E = ε + 1

2v
2 is the specific total energy.

Furthermore, in the Lagrangian framework, the system is supplemented with the
trajectory equation for the fluid particles, that is

(2.2)
dx

dt
= v, x(0) = X,

where X is the Lagrangian coordinate defined at time t = 0 corresponding to the
Eulerian coordinate x for t > 0. The system is closed by an equation of state (EOS)
that provides the specific internal energy ε in terms of the specific volume τ and
specific entropy S, hence ε = ε(τ, S). In addition, ε(τ, S) being convex implies that
S(τ, ε) is concave, thus dealing with the physical entropy. To enforce thermodynamic
stability [38, 22], the specific internal energy is assumed to be convex with respect to
τ and S. Consequently, if the specific internal energy is a thermodynamic potential,
the pressure p and the temperature θ can be determined by the complete equation of
state

(2.3) p(τ, S) = −
(
∂ε

∂τ

)
S

, θ(τ, S) =

(
∂ε

∂S

)
τ

,

where the absolute temperature is assumed to be strictly positive (θ > 0). Thanks to
the convexity of the EOS we define the isentropic sound speed a as

(2.4)
a2

τ2
= −∂p

∂τ
=

∂2ε

∂τ2
> 0.

The ideal gas EOS fulfills these assumptions, and it simply writes

(2.5) ε =
eS/cv

τγ−1 (γ − 1)
,

with γ = cp/cv being the polytropic index of the gas given as the ratio between the
specific heat at constant pressure and volume, respectively. The Lagrangian hydro-
dynamics equations (2.1) have the following set of real eigenvalues:

(2.6) λ = (−a,0, a), a =
√
γ p τ ,
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with a being the isentropic speed of sound. The convexity of ε implies that the specific
total energy E is also convex. The Gibbs relation stems from the EOS:

dE =
∂E

∂τ
dτ +

∂E

∂v
dv +

∂E

∂S
dS

= −p dτ + v dv + θ dS = w · du, w =
∂E

∂u
= (−p,v, θ)⊤.(2.7)

where u = (τ,v, E)⊤ denotes the vector of conserved variables, while w is the vector
of dual or Godunov variables [23] of the energy potential. Similarly, from the Gibbs
relation (2.7) one has

(2.8) dS =
1

θ
(pdτ − v dv + dE) = w∗ · du, w∗ =

∂S

∂u
=

1

θ
(p,−v, 1)⊤,

with w∗ being the vector of dual variables of the entropy potential. Assuming that
the flow variables are smooth, the governing equations (2.1) admit one additional
conservation law for entropy, that is derived by dot-multiplying the Lagrangian hy-
drodynamics system with the dual variables w∗ defined by (2.8):

(2.9) ρ
dS

dt
+

1

θ
(−p∇ · v − v · ∇p+∇ · (pv)) = 0.

Therefore, entropy is conserved under the condition

(2.10) − p∇ · v − v · ∇p+∇ · (pv) = 0,

which is trivial if smooth flows are considered because this is the algebraic identity
of the product rule. In case of discontinuous flows, entropy production takes place
in order to discriminate the physical admissible solution characterized by an entropy
increase, hence leading to an entropy inequality. Differently from most of the existing
solvers for Lagrangian hydrodynamics [36, 34, 32, 17, 14, 41, 10], we aim at directly
solving the entropy inequality instead of the energy equation, hence obtaining the
energy equation as a consequence of the discrete form of the following conservation
laws:

ρ
dτ

dt
−∇ · v = 0,(2.11a)

ρ
dv

dt
+∇p = 0,(2.11b)

ρ
dS

dt
= Π ≥ 0,(2.11c)

with Π being a suitable entropy production term that must be non-negative to ob-
tain physically admissible solutions. By dot-multiplying the above equations (2.11a)-
(2.11c) with the dual variables w defined in (2.7), we retrieve the energy equation

ρ
dE

dt
+ p∇ · v + v · ∇p = θΠ,

ρ
dE

dt
+∇ · (pv) = θ

(
Π− 1

θ
(p∇ · v + v · ∇p−∇ · (pv))

)
,(2.12)

which exactly corresponds to (2.1c) if Π = (p∇ · v + v · ∇p−∇ · (pv)) /θ, thus for
smooth solutions we retrieve the entropy preserving condition (2.10). Therefore, the
relation (2.10) also ensures that energy is conserved under the assumption of smooth
solutions. In the next section, we design a numerical method that can preserve this
thermodynamic compatibility also at the discrete level and also in the presence of
discontinuities.
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3. Numerical method. The Euclidean space Ω(t) with boundary ∂Ω(t) in d =
2 space dimensions is discretized with a set of non-overlapping triangular control
volumes ωc(t) of volume |ωc(t)|. Notice that the geometry related quantities are time

Fig. 1. Notation for the cell ωc (left), definition of the dual cell ωp (middle) and notation for
the boundary cell located on ∂Ω.

dependent due to the mesh motion, while the topology of the grid remains unchanged.
A generic vertex of the mesh is denoted by p, while the sub-cell ωpc refers to the portion
of cell ωc attached to one of its vertex p, as depicted in Figure 1. The set of vertexes
belonging to cell ωc is referred to with P(c), while the set of cells sharing node p is
indicated with C(p). The sub-cell ωpc is defined by connecting the vertex with position
xp, the cell barycenter of coordinates xbc = 1/(d + 1)

∑
p∈P(c) xp, and the left and

right midpoints of the edges impinging on node p, namely p−
1
2 and p+

1
2 , respectively.

The half lengths of these edges are given by l−pc =
∣∣∣xp − x

− 1
2

p

∣∣∣ and l+pc =
∣∣∣xp − x

+ 1
2

p

∣∣∣,
and the corner normal is computed as

(3.1) lpcnpc = l+pcn
+
pc + l−pcn

−
pc.

By construction the corner vectors satisfy the fundamental geometrical identity

(3.2)
∑

p∈P(c)

lpcnpc = 0,

which is a consequence of the Gauss theorem. At the aid of Figure 1, we introduce
the dual cell ωp given by the union of all sub-cells sharing a generic node p:

(3.3) ωp =
⋃

c∈C(p)

ωpc.

Notice that the outward pointing corner vectors of ωp are simply the cell corner vectors
lpcnpc with opposite sign for all c ∈ C(p), thus the following identity holds

(3.4)
∑

c∈C(p)

−lpcnpc = 0.

The time coordinate t is defined in the interval [0; tf ] and is approximated by a
sequence of discrete points tn such that

(3.5) tn+1 = tn +∆t,

where the time step ∆t is computed according to a CFL stability condition as

(3.6) ∆t ≤ CFL min
c

|ωc|
ac

.
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3.1. Semi-discrete entropy conservative Lagrangian schemes (ECL).
We first design a cell-centered finite volume scheme that is exactly entropy conserva-
tive, thus we set Π = 0 in the entropy inequality (2.11c). Let mc = |ωc(t)|/τc(t) be
the mass of the cell, which remains constant in the Lagrangian framework, and let
the mass averaged value of a generic quantity ϕ(x, t) be defined as

(3.7) ϕc =
1

mc

∫
ωc(t)

ρϕ dx.

By integrating system (2.11) over the cell ωc(t) and using the Reynolds transport
formula, the semi-discrete finite volume scheme in fluctuation form reads

mc
dτc
dt

−
∑

p∈P(c)

lpcnpc · (vp − vc) = 0,(3.8a)

mc
dvc

dt
+

∑
p∈P(c)

lpcnpc (p̃p − pc) = 0,(3.8b)

mc
dSc

dt
= 0.(3.8c)

The motion of the computational grid is governed by the trajectory equation (2.2)
that is discretized at each node of the mesh as

(3.9)
dxp

dt
= vp, xp(0) = X(0).

To rigorously ensure the geometric conservation law (GCL), the flux approximation
of the continuity equation (3.8a) must provide a time rate of change of the cell volume
that is fully compatible with the mesh displacement given by (3.9). This comes from
the fact that ∂|ωc|/∂xp = lpcnpc and thus (3.8a) corresponds to d|ωc|/dt [8]. In other
words, the volume of the cell given by τ−1

c must be equal to the volume of the cell
computed from the vertex coordinates. Therefore, the node velocity in (3.8a) and
(3.9) must be the same, and one is not allowed to modify this requirement, which is
the compliance with the GCL. However, we can correct the nodal pressure flux p̃p to
be the sought thermodynamically compatible numerical flux. Following the general
framework of entropy conservative schemes proposed by Abgrall in [1], we assume
that the entropy conservative numerical flux writes

(3.10) lpcnpc p̃p = lpcnpc pp + ∥lpcnpc∥αp (vc − vp),

with pp an averaged node pressure that is not necessarily thermodynamically compat-
ible and αp a scalar nodal correction factor that multiplies the jump in the thermody-
namic dual variables and that eventually corrects the flux pp to ensure thermodynamic
consistency. Therefore, the semi-discrete entropy conservative scheme is given by

mc
dτc
dt

−
∑

p∈P(c)

lpcnpc · (vp − vc) = 0,(3.11a)

mc
dvc

dt
+

∑
p∈P(c)

lpcnpc (pp − pc) + ∥lpcnpc∥αp (vc − vp) = 0,(3.11b)

mc
dSc

dt
= 0.(3.11c)
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First, we need to determine the non-compatible fluxes vp and pp invoking con-
servation principles. A consistent condition implies that the sum of the fluctuations
around a node must be equal to the sum of the fluxes across the faces defining the
dual cell ωp, hence we require
(3.12)∑
c∈C(p)

lpcnpc (pp − pc) + αp

∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥(vc − vp) = −
∑

c∈C(p)

lpcnpc pc =

∫
∂ωp(t)

p · nds,

where the change of sign is due to the opposite corner vectors defined on the dual
cell according to (3.4). By canceling the terms appearing on both sides of (3.12)
and recalling the discrete Gauss theorem on the dual cell (3.4), we obtain the nodal
velocity which satisfies conservation. Although the nodal pressure pp is in principle
without any constraints, we use the same definition of the conservative velocity flux,
thus we obtain

(3.13) vp =

∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥vc∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥
, pp =

∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥ pc∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥
.

Next, we need to provide thermodynamic compatibility by imposing the condition
(2.10) around a node p, thus we compute the dot product of the discrete dual variables
(2.7) with the fluxes of the semi-discrete scheme (3.11):∑

c∈C(p)

lpcnpc · (pc (vp − vc) + vc (pp − pc)) + αp

∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥vc · (vc − vp)

= −
∑

c∈C(p)

lpcnpc · pc vc =

∫
∂ωp(t)

pv · nds.(3.14)

The term multiplied by the scalar factor αp can be conveniently rearranged in qua-
dratic form as follows:
(3.15)∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥ (vc −vp)
2 =

∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥vc (vc −vp)−vp

∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥ (vc − vp)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

,

where the last term on the right hand side is zero due to the definition of the nodal
fluxes (3.13). Inserting the above expression (3.15) into the thermodynamically com-
patible condition (3.14), allows the scalar correction factor αp to be computed:
(3.16)

αp =

∑
c∈C(p)

lpcnpc · (pc vc − vp pc − pp vc)∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥ (vc − vp)2
=

|ωp| (−∇p ·(pv) + vp ·∇pp+ pp∇p ·v)∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥ (vc − vp)2

where ∇p· and ∇p are the discrete divergence and gradient operators defined on
the dual cell [37]. It is interesting to notice that the condition (2.10) can also be
interpreted as a consistency condition on the dual cell (similar to (3.12)) imposed on
the contraction of the fluctuations with the dual variables w, that indeed must be
equal to the energy flux ∇ · (pv). In the case of vanishing denominator in (3.16),
that is when its numerical value is lower than 10−20, the correction factor is set to
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αp = 0. Notice that the thermodynamically compatible scheme (3.11) exhibits no
numerical dissipation since the fluxes (3.13) are given by geometry weighted averages
that can be seen as purely central fluxes. Nevertheless, the semi-discrete scheme (3.11)
is nonlinearly stable in the energy norm, as we will prove later.

Theorem 3.1. Assuming impermeable boundary conditions
∫
∂Ω

v · n ds = 0, the

semi-discrete scheme (3.11) with nodal fluxes defined by (3.13) and the correction
factor given by (3.16) is nonlinearly stable in the energy norm in the sense that we
have

(3.17)

∫
Ω

dE

dt
dx = 0.

Proof. Mimicking the procedure at the continuous level yielding (2.12), let us
compute the semi-discrete energy conservation law by contracting the semi-discrete
scheme (3.11) with the dual variables w given by (2.7):

mc
dEc

dt
=

∑
p∈P(c)

lpcnpc · (pc (vc − vp) + vc (pc − pp))

−
∑

p∈P(c)

∥lpcnpc∥αp vc · (vc − vp).(3.18)

The above equation can now be summed over all the cells which discretize the com-
putational domain, yielding∑

c

mc
dE

dt
=

∑
c

∑
p∈P(c)

lpcnpc · (pc (vc − vp) + vc (pc − pp))

−
∑
c

∑
p∈P(c)

∥lpcnpc∥αp vc · (vc − vp)

=
∑
p

∑
c∈C(p)

lpcnpc · (pc (vc − vp) + vc (pc − pp))

−
∑
p

∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥αp vc · (vc − vp) = 0,(3.19)

where we have switched the summation over all the cells and all the nodes of each
cell with the summation over all the nodes and all the cells surrounding each node.
Notice that the right hand side of the above equation is exactly the right hand side of
the thermodynamic compatibility condition (3.14), which together with the definition
of αp (3.16) leads to the last equality, hence retrieving the sought nonlinear stability
in the energy norm (3.17).

3.2. Boundary conditions. In the Lagrangian framework one has to deal with
two types of boundary conditions, imposing either the pressure or the normal com-
ponent of the velocity. Let p be a node lying on the boundary of the domain ∂Ω, as
depicted in Figure 1. The corner vector on the boundary is given by

(3.20) lpbnpb = l+pbn
+
pb + l−pbn

−
pb,

where the outward normals l+pbn
+
pb and l−pbn

−
pb are referred to the boundary sides im-

pinging on node p. These normals are essentials to satisfy the discrete Gauss theorem
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also for a boundary node, and they are indeed linked to the corner vectors with the
following relation:

(3.21)
∑

c∈C(p)

lpcnpc = lpbnpb.

Particular care must be devoted to design the boundary conditions in such a way that
the GCL property of the scheme is not spoiled. Here, we consider pressure and wall
boundaries.

Pressure boundary condition. For a boundary node the consistent condition (3.12)
would write
(3.22)

−
∑

c∈C(p)

lpcnpc (pc − pp) + αp

∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥(vc − vp) = −
∑

c∈C(p)

lpcnpc pc + lpbnpb pb,

where pb is the prescribed nodal pressure. We recall that the definition of pp is not
constrained under any conservation requirement, thus the choice made in (3.13) can
be modified. In order to maintain the same definition of vp in (3.13), which ensures
conservation, we impose the following boundary pressure:

(3.23) pp = pb.

Inserting the above definition into (3.22) and using the geometry identity (3.21), we
retrieve the same conservation condition on the velocity given by (3.13). The thermo-
dynamic compatibility condition (3.14) and thus the computation of the correction
factor αp (3.16) remain unchanged.

Wall boundary condition. In order to prescribe the zero normal velocity at a
boundary node, let us decompose the velocity vector of a boundary cell into the normal
and tangential contributions with respect to the boundary corner vector (3.20):

(3.24) vc := v⊥
c + v∥

c = (vc · lpbnpb) lpbnpb +

(
vc −

vc · lpbnpb

∥lpbnpb∥
lpbnpb

)
.

Now, since the normal contribution is prescribed as boundary condition, we only have
the freedom to determine the tangential velocity vector, relying on the consistency
condition (3.12), thus we obtain

−
∑

c∈C(p)

lpcnpc (pc − pp) + αp

∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥
(
(v⊥

c + v∥
c )− vp

)
= −

∑
c∈C(p)

lpcnpc pc + lpbnpb pb.(3.25)

The boundary nodal pressure can be arbitrarily chosen because we are imposing a
velocity boundary condition, therefore we simply set pb = pp. For wall boundaries ob-
viously v⊥

c = 0 holds, hence the velocity vector that is compatible with the prescribed
boundary condition and satisfies conservation is eventually given by

(3.26) vp =

∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥v∥
c∑

c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥
.
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This new definition of the node velocity must be taken into account also in the ther-
modynamically compatible correction (3.14), that now becomes∑

c∈C(p)

lpcnpc · pc vc =
∑

c∈C(p)

lpcnpc · (pc (vc − vp) + vc (pc − pp))

− αp

∑
c∈C(p)

∥lpcnpc∥ (v∥
c − vp)

2,(3.27)

from which we derive the correction factor αp that is also consistent with the pre-
scribed wall boundary condition.

3.3. Semi-discrete entropy stable Lagrangian schemes (ESL). If the flow
exhibits discontinuities like shock waves, the entropy inequality (2.11c) permits to
define the physically admissible solution characterized by an entropy increase. In
this case we need to explicitly consider the entropy production term Π in our new
scheme, which directly solves the entropy inequality. The production term must
exactly account for the numerical dissipation introduced in the scheme, hence we
need to: i) supplement the scheme with suitable numerical diffusion and, ii) quantify
the amount of numerical viscosity to obtain a thermodynamically compatible entropy
stable scheme.

The dissipative scheme is based on the EUCCLHYD finite volume method [33, 34],
which is here rewritten in fluctuation form for the governing equations (2.11):

mc
dτc
dt

−
∑

p∈P(c)

lpcnpc · (v∗
p − vc) = 0,(3.28a)

mc
dvc

dt
+

∑
p∈P(c)

lpcnpc (p
∗
pc − pc) = 0,(3.28b)

mc
dSc

dt
=

∑
p∈P(c)

Πpc ≥ 0.(3.28c)

where lpcnpc · v∗
p and lpcnpcp

∗
p are the consistent numerical flux functions for the

continuity and the momentum equations, respectively. In order to satisfy an entropy
inequality within the cell ωc, the expression of the pressure flux, also known as the
sub-cell force [35], is given by

(3.29) lpcnpcp
∗
pc = lpcnpcpc −Mpc(v

∗
p − vc),

with the symmetric and positive definite corner viscosity matrix [35]

(3.30) Mpc =
ac
τc

(
l−pc (n

−
pc ⊗ n−

pc) + l+pc (n
+
pc ⊗ n+

pc)
)
.

The node velocity v∗
p is determined such that momentum conservation is ensured.

Similar to the entropy conservative scheme, we apply the consistency condition (3.12)
on the dual cell ωp to the semi-discrete scheme (3.28), thus obtaining

(3.31)
∑

c∈C(p)

lpcnpc(p
∗
pc − pc) = −

∑
c∈C(p)

lpcnpcpc =

∫
∂ωp(t)

p · n ds,

which requires that the sum of the sub-cell forces around a node vanishes. It is worth
noticing that exactly the same relation is obtained in [33] by invoking conservation
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principles of energy and momentum over the whole computational domain. Inserting
the definition of the sub-cell force (3.29) into the above equation yields a linear system
for the nodal velocity:

(3.32) Mpv
∗
p =

∑
c∈C(p)

lpcnpcpc +Mpcvc, Mp =
∑

c∈C(p)

Mpc,

which is typically referred to as nodal solver. To comply with the GCL, the nodes of
the grid are moved according to (2.2) using the velocity v∗

p. In order to quantify the
production term in (3.28c), we dot-multiply the semi-discrete finite volume scheme
(3.28) by the vector of dual variables w defined in (2.7), hence obtaining

(3.33) Πpc =
1

θc
(vc − v∗

p)Mpc (vc − v∗
p) ≥ 0,

which is the non-negative entropy production term needed in eqn. (3.28c) of the
scheme. It is non-negative since the temperature θc ≥ 0 is assumed to be non-negative
and because the matrix Mpc is symmetric positive definite. Hence, our new scheme
satisfies the entropy inequality by construction, which is a unique feature of the novel
cell-centered Lagrangian scheme introduced in this paper.

Theorem 3.2. Assuming impermeable wall boundary conditions
∫
∂Ω

v · nds = 0,

the semi-discrete scheme (3.28) with nodal fluxes defined by (3.29) and (3.32) is non-
linearly stable in the energy norm in the sense that we have

(3.34)

∫
Ω

dE

dt
dx = 0.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1, we proceed by computing the semi-
discrete energy conservation law as the dot-product of the semi-discrete scheme (3.28)
with the dual variables w given by (2.7):

mc
dEc

dt
= −

∑
p∈P(c)

pc lpcnpc · (v∗
p − vc) +

∑
p∈P(c)

(vc − v∗
p)Mpc (vc − v∗

p)

−
∑

p∈P(c)

vc · lpcnpcpc − vc ·Mpc(v
∗
p − vc)− vc · lpcnpcpc.(3.35)

After some algebra and using the geometrical identity (3.2), the above equation sim-
plifies to

mc
dEc

dt
= −

∑
p∈P(c)

pc lpcnpc · v∗
p −

∑
p∈P(c)

v∗
pMpc (vc − v∗

p).(3.36)

Let us now sum the local energy equation (3.36) over all the cells paving the compu-
tational domain, hence obtaining∑

c

mc
dEc

dt
=

∑
c

∑
p∈P(c)

−pc lpcnpc · v∗
p − v∗

pMpc (vc − v∗
p)

= −
∑
p

v∗
p

∑
c∈C(p)

pc lpcnpc −Mpc (v
∗
p − vc) = 0,(3.37)
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where we have switched the summation between cells and nodes since we are dealing
with finite summations. Notice that the term on the right hand side of the energy
balance (3.37) is the sub-cell force definition (3.29), whose summation over all the
cells surrounding a node is exactly zero because of the conservation property (3.31)
which the semi-discrete scheme (3.28) relies on. Therefore, we retrieve the nonlinear
stability (3.34) at the discrete level.

3.4. Adaptive semi-discrete ECL/ESL schemes. Because of the non-linearity
of the governing equations, the flow can dynamically face situations of discontinuities
and/or smooth solutions, that must be properly handled by an adaptive switching
in space and time between the entropy conservative and entropy stable scheme. Let
F(u) = (∇ · v,−∇p,Π)⊤ be the spatial fluxes of the hydrodynamics system (2.11),
and let FC

h and FS
h represent its entropy conservative and entropy stable spatial dis-

cretization according to (3.11) and (3.28), respectively. The semi-discrete schemes
(3.11) and (3.28) are then hybridized at each time step with a convex combination of
the form

(3.38) mc
duc

dt
= (1− βp) ·FC

h + βp ·FS
h ,

where βp is the blending factor. The design of the blending factor is out of the scope
of this work, therefore we simply set

(3.39) βp =

{
1 for discontinuous flows
0 for smooth flows

.

To detect discontinuities in the solution, we use either the a priori technique designed
in [4], which is based on the measure of the discrete divergence of the velocity field,
or the a posteriori MOOD strategy [16, 7, 6], that identifies the troubled cells relying
on a set of physical and numerical admissibility criteria.

Theorem 3.3. Assuming a convex equations of state ε = ε(τ, S), well prepared
initial data in the sense that τc(t = 0) > 0 and Sc(t = 0) ≥ 0 and assuming positive
cell volumes |ωc(t)| > 0 for all times t ≥ 0, the semi-discrete scheme (3.38) is positivity
preserving for pressure, density and temperature, that is

(3.40) ρc(t) > 0, pc(t) ≥ 0, θc(t) ≥ 0.

Proof. The adaptive scheme (3.38) is a convex combination of the semi-discrete
schemes (3.11) and (3.28). Since the Lagrangian element mass mc = |ωc(0)|/τc(0) > 0
is strictly positive and constant in time and since the volumes are assumed to be
positive, |ωc(t)| > 0, the density ρc(t) = mc/|ωc(0)| > 0 is necessarily positive for all
times. Since the initial entropy is non-negative and the entropy in each element is
non-decreasing due to Πpc ≥ 0 in (3.28c) and due to the absence of source terms in
(3.11c) we have Sc ≥ 0 for all times. As an immediate consequence, the pressure and
the temperature in each cell are always positive, pc ≥ 0 and θc ≥ 0 according to their
definition (2.3) and the assumed convexity of the equation of state.

4. Numerical results. We present a suite of classical numerical test cases for
Lagrangian hydrodynamics that aim at showing the correct convergence and shock
capturing properties of the novel hyperbolic and thermodynamically compatible La-
grangian scheme, which will be referred to as HTC-Lag method in the following.
Differently from most of the existing cell-centered and staggered Lagrangian numer-
ical methods that discretize the Lagrangian hydrodynamics equations in the form
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(2.1), the energy equation is obtained as a consequence of the thermodynamically
compatible discretization of the governing PDE system (2.11), since we are directly
solving the entropy inequality. Consequently, the major objective of the following test
problems is to demonstrate the capability of the HTC-Lag schemes to compute cor-
rect solutions for problems with shock waves. Depending on the test case, we either
use the a priori or the a posteriori troubled cell detector to compute the blending
factor introduced in Section 3.4. If not stated otherwise, the CFL number is set to
CFL = 0.4 and the polytropic index of the gas is assumed to be γ = 7/5. For compar-
ison, some of the results are also obtained with the classical cell-centered Lagrangian
Finite Volume method, named EUCCLHYD [33], that constitutes the main building
block for the dissipative part of our novel HTC-Lag method.

For all test cases, time integration is performed using the classical explicit fourth
order Runge-Kutta method [31], thus ensuring that the GCL and total energy con-
servation are satisfied up to sufficient accuracy at the fully-discrete level.

4.1. Numerical convergence study. To verify the accuracy of the new HTC-
Lag scheme we rely on the isentropic vortex test case proposed in [27], which is defined
in the computational domain (x, y) ∈ [0; 10]× [0; 10] with periodic boundaries every-
where. The initial condition is given in terms of a homogeneous background field
(ρ,v, p)0 that is supplemented with a set of perturbations defined in [27]. The simu-
lations are run until the final time tf = 1 on a set of refined meshes with characteristic

mesh size h = max
c

√
|Ωc|, and the convergence rates are reported in Table 1 using a

convective background velocity of the vortex v = (1, 1). No troubled cell detector is
used since the flow field is smooth. The errors are measured in L2 norm for density,
horizontal velocity and total energy density, which is obtained via a post-processing
of the state variables. One can observe that the expected first order of accuracy is
achieved.

Table 1
Numerical convergence results for the isentropic vortex problem using the HTC-Lag scheme.

The errors are measured in the L2 norm and refer to the variables ρ (density), u (horizontal velocity)
and total energy E at time tf = 1.

h ||ρ||2 O(ρ) ||u||2 O(u) ||E||2 O(E)

3.254E-01 2.707E-01 - 1.472E-01 - 3.207E-01 -

2.490E-01 2.171E-01 0.82 1.125E-01 1.00 2.544E-01 0.86

1.654E-01 1.485E-01 0.93 7.608E-02 0.96 1.719E-01 0.96

1.283E-01 1.115E-01 1.13 5.958E-02 0.96 1.368E-01 0.90

4.2. Riemann problems. The novel HTC-Lag scheme is now tested against a
set of Riemann problems (RP) with initial data given in Table 2. The left and right
state are given by (ρ, u, p)L,R, the initial discontinuity is located at xd = 0 and the
computational domain is given by (x, y) ∈ [xL;xR]× [−0.05; 0.05] and we use a two-
dimensional computational grid with characteristic mesh size of h = 1/200. Periodic
boundary conditions are set in y−direction, while the x−boundaries are treated as
no-slip walls. Despite the one-dimensional setup of these test problems, the simula-
tions are truly multidimensional on unstructured grids, since no element edges are in
principle aligned with the main flow. As such, this suite of Riemann problems also
allows to check the symmetry preservation of the HTC-Lag method. The numerical
solutions are compared with the exact solution of the Riemann problems provided
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in [44]. RP1 and RP2 are the Sod and the Lax shock tube problem, respectively,
while RP3 corresponds to the double rarefaction test case forwarded in [44]. We use
the a posteriori detector of troubled cells for RP1 and RP2, that supplements the
scheme with numerical dissipation only across the shock waves, as clearly visible in
the first panels of Figures 2-3. We also note that the results for horizontal velocity
and pressure distribution are in excellent agreement with the exact solution, hence
proving the correct entropy production by the HTC-Lag scheme across shock waves
and to properly resolve rarefaction fans without spurious entropy production. Figure
4 shows a comparison between the EUCCLHYD and the HTC-Lag scheme in terms
of specific internal energy for RP3, which consists in an isentropic expansion of the
gas. It is evident that the new methods are able to properly capture the correct be-
havior of the gas close to vacuum in the vicinity of the center of the domain. On the
other hand, the EUCCLHYD scheme suffers from a spurious entropy production in
the rarefaction, which implies a spurious heating.

Table 2
Initial states left (L) and right (R) for density, horizontal velocity and pressure for a set of

Riemann problems solved on the domain (x, y) ∈ [xL;xR]. The final time of the simulation tf is
also indicated.

RP ρL uL pL ρR uR pR tf

RP1 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.125 0.0 0.1 0.20

RP2 0.445 0.698 3.528 0.5 0.0 0.571 0.14

RP3 1.0 -2.0 0.4 1.0 2.0 0.4 0.15

4.3. Sedov problem. This problem involves a strong blast wave departing from
the origin at (0, 0)or of the computational domain (x, y) ∈ [0; 1.2]×[0; 1.2]. We set wall
boundary conditions on the left and bottom side, while transmissive pressure bound-
aries are imposed elsewhere. The domain is paved with an unstructured triangular
mesh with characteristic size of h = 0.03 yielding a total number of Nc = 3602 cells.
The fluid is initially assigned with a constant state given by (ρ,v, p)0 = (1,0, 10−6).
The energy of the explosion is totally concentrated in the cells containing the origin by
prescribing an initial pressure por = (γ−1)ρ0ε0/|ω|or, where |ω|or denotes the volume
of the cells containing the origin. According to [29], the amount of released energy is
set to ε0 = 0.244816, thus the solution consists of a diverging infinite strength shock
wave that is placed at radius r = 1 at the final time of the simulation tf = 1. The
analytical solution can be found in [29]. This test is run using both the new HTC-
Lag and the EUCCLHYD scheme, and the final density distribution is qualitatively
compared in Figure 5. Being less dissipative, the HTC-Lag scheme better captures
the shock peak and location, which is also visible from the density scatter plots. We
use the a priori detector of troubled cells that is only active across the shock wave,
as expected, thus entropy increases perfectly in correspondence of the discontinuity,
as shown in Figure 6.

4.4. Cylindrical expansion into vacuum. As last test case we solve a cylin-
drical expansion of gas into vacuum, as proposed in [37]. The computational do-
main is given by the portion of a shell defined with cylindrical coordinates (r, ϕ) ∈
[0.1; 0.1] × [0;π/2], and it is paved with a triangular grid of sizes hr = 1/100 and
hϕ = 1/30 in radial and angular direction, respectively. Wall boundaries are pre-
scribed at ϕ = 0 and ϕ = π/2, whereas we apply a free pressure (pb = 0) boundary
condition on the internal and the external frontier of the shell. No troubled cell detec-
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Fig. 2. Riemann problem RP1 at time t = 0.2. Top: detector (left) and scatter plot of density
and entropy distribution (right). Bottom: scatter plot of horizontal velocity (left) and pressure
(right)

tion is carried out for this test case, thus the HTC-Lag scheme is run with zero entropy
production until the final time tf = 0.3. Figure 7 shows the final mesh configuration
with the entropy distribution, which remains of machine accuracy throughout the en-
tire computation. We also plot the scalar correction factor αp, which is mostly active
across the density and pressure jumps, detected with the a posteriori indicator. Fi-
nally, the results are compared against those obtained with the EUCCLHYD scheme
in terms of radial velocity and specific internal energy distribution. Furthermore, a
reference solution is obtained by solving this test case on a very fine one-dimensional
mesh with 20’000 cells by a second order MUSCL-Hancock-type TVD scheme. We
observe that the classical cell-centered formulation is plagued by a spurious heating in
the vicinity of the interface with the vacuum. The new thermodynamically compati-
ble schemes can cure quite well this behavior, obtaining results which are in very good
agreement with the reference solution, even in the vicinity of the vacuum interface.

5. Conclusions. In this work a new cell-centered Lagrangian finite volume
scheme for gas dynamics has been designed that is by construction compatible with
the second law of thermodynamics and which satisfies the total energy conservation
as a consequence at the semi-discrete level. Unlike existing schemes, the novel method
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Fig. 5. Sedov problem at time t = 1. Comparison against the EUCCLHYD scheme (left) and
the HTC-Lag scheme (right). Density distribution (top) and radial scatter plot of density with the
reference solution (bottom).
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HTC-Lag scheme with EUCCLHYD scheme and reference solution for radial velocity (left) and
specific internal energy (right).

directly evolves the entropy as a primal evolution quantity while total energy conser-
vation is merely retrieved as a consequence of the new thermodynamically compatible
scheme. The new method is proven to be nonlinearly stable in the energy norm.
Moreover, we demonstrate the positivity preserving property for both density and
pressure. Entropy conservative as well as entropy stable schemes are derived, and
they are blended by a space-time adaptive technique which preserves all the ther-
modynamic properties of the original methods. Numerical convergence rates and
results for classical benchmarks in Lagrangian hydrodynamics have been run, show-
ing the advantages of the new thermodynamically compatible schemes over standard
cell-centered Lagrangian methods, especially in regions of isentropic flow.

In the future we plan to design a thermodynamically compatible Lagrangian dis-
cretization for the GPR model of continuum mechanics [39], starting from the La-
grangian finite volume scheme proposed in [5]. We also aim at investigating the
development of a more sophisticated blending factor in the adaptive scheme, in order
to provide a smoother transition between entropy conservative/stable schemes.
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[32] R. Loubère, P.-H. Maire, and P. Váchal. Staggered Lagrangian hydrodynamics based on cell-
centered Riemann solver. 10(4):940–978, 2010.

[33] R. Loubère, P.-H. Maire, and B. Rebourcet. Staggered and colocated finite volume schemes for
Lagrangian hydrodynamics. Handbook of numerical analysis, 17:319–352, 2016.

[34] P.H. Maire. A high-order cell-centered lagrangian scheme for two-dimensional compressible
fluid flows on unstructured meshes. J. Comput. Phys., 228:2391–2425, 2009.

[35] P.H. Maire. A high-order one-step sub-cell force-based discretization for cell-centered lagrangian
hydrodynamics on polygonal grids. Computers and Fluids, 46(1):341–347, 2011.

[36] P.H. Maire, R. Abgrall, J. Breil, and J. Ovadia. A cell-centered lagrangian scheme for two-
dimensional compressible flow problems. SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 29:1781–1824, 2007.

[37] P.H. Maire, I. Bertron, R. Chauvin, and B. Rebourcet. Thermodynamic consistency of cell-
centered Lagrangian schemes. Computers and Fluids, 203:104527, 2020.

[38] R. Menikoff and B. J. Plohr. The Riemann problem for fluid flow of real materials. 61(1):75 –
130, 1989.

[39] I. Peshkov and E. Romenski. A hyperbolic model for viscous Newtonian flows. Continuum
Mech. Thermodyn., 28:85–104, 2016.

[40] D. Ray, P. Chandrashekar, U. S. Fjordholm, and S. Mishra. Entropy stable scheme on two-
dimensional unstructured grids for euler equations. Communications in Computational
Physics, 19(5):1111–1140, 2016.

[41] S.K. Sambasivan, M.J. Shashkov, and D.E. Burton. A finite volume cell-centered Lagrangian
hydrodynamics approach for solids in general unstructured grids. Int. J. Numer. Methods
Fluids, 72:770–810, 2013.

[42] E. Tadmor. The numerical viscosity of entropy stable schemes for systems of conservation laws
I. Math. Comput., 49:91–103, 1987.

[43] E. Tadmor. Entropy stability theory for difference approximations of nonlinear conservation
laws and related time-dependent problems. Acta Numerica, 12:451–512, 2003.

[44] E.F. Toro. Riemann Solvers and Numerical Methods for Fluid Dynamics: a Practical Intro-
duction. Springer, 2009.

[45] J. von Neumann and R.D. Richtmyer. A method for the calculation of hydrodynamics shocks.
Journal of Applied Physics, 21:232–237, 1950.


	Introduction
	The Euler equations of Lagrangian hydrodynamics
	Numerical method
	Semi-discrete entropy conservative Lagrangian schemes (ECL)
	Boundary conditions
	Semi-discrete entropy stable Lagrangian schemes (ESL)
	Adaptive semi-discrete ECL/ESL schemes

	Numerical results
	Numerical convergence study
	Riemann problems
	Sedov problem
	Cylindrical expansion into vacuum

	Conclusions
	References

