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Abstract. In this work, we design and analyze an asymptotic preserving (AP), semi-implicit finite
volume scheme for the scaled compressible isentropic Euler system with a singular pressure law
known as the congestion pressure law. The congestion pressure law imposes a maximal density
constraint of the form 0 ≤ ϱ < 1, and the scaling introduces a small parameter ε in order to
control the stiffness of the density constraint. As ε → 0, the solutions of the compressible system
converge to solutions of the so-called free-congested Euler equations that couples compressible and
incompressible dynamics. We show that the proposed scheme is positivity preserving and energy
stable. In addition, we also show that the numerical densities satisfy a discrete variant of the
constraint. By means of extensive numerical case studies, we verify the efficacy of the scheme and
show that the scheme is able to capture the two dynamics in the limiting regime, thereby proving
the AP property.

1. Introduction

Several macroscopic models of transport involve steric restrictions which prevents the overlapping
of individual constituents within the model. Such restrictions give rise to what is known as the
congestion phenomenon, which can impose several physical restraints on the model. Examples of
such constraints would be the maximal density constraint that occurs when modelling traffic or
pedestrian flows [4, 5], constraints on the concentrations of individual components when modelling
multiphase flows [7] or the flux constraints that occur for supply chain problems [1]. In the present
work, we focus on the one-dimensional isentropic Euler system with a singular pressure law, known
as the congestion pressure law, as a hydrodynamic model of transport. The system of equations
reads

∂tϱε + ∂x(ϱεuε) = 0,(1.1a)

∂t(ϱεuε) + ∂x(ϱεu
2
ε) + ∂x(pε(ϱε)) = 0,(1.1b)

ϱε(0, ·) = ϱ0,ε, uε(0, ·) = u0,ε.(1.1c)

The symbols ϱε = ϱε(t, x) and uε = uε(t, x) stand for the density and velocity respectively. Here,
pε(ϱε) is the congestion pressure and is defined by

(1.2) pε(ϱε) = ε

(
ϱε

1− ϱε

)γ

; γ ∈ (1, 3].

The pressure law (1.2) imposes a constraint on the density of the form ϱε < 1, and the upper bound
ϱ∗ = 1 is known as the congestion density. The model (1.1)-(1.2) is known to support the formation
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Figure 1. The re-scaled pressure pε(ϱε) in (1.2) for γ = 2 and different values of ε.

of congested regions, i.e. the regions where the density is close to 1; see, e.g. [6, 10, 11, 13]. The
congestion pressure law can be viewed as the average of all the short-range repulsive forces acting
at the microscopic level. Hence, the singularity in the pressure plays the role of a barrier and as
such, does not allow any overlap between singular molecules. In order to control the strength of
these repulsive forces and the stiffness of the density constraint, we introduce a small parameter
ε > 0 as done in [10, 11, 23]. One can observe that pε(ϱε) ∼ ϱγε if ϱε ≪ 1 and pε(ϱε) → ∞ if
ϱε → 1. In addition, due to the re-scaling, the pressure is only activated in congested regions, i.e.
regions where ϱε ∼ 1, whereas it will be of order O(ε) in the low-density regions; see Figure 1 for a
plot of the pressure function pε for different values of ε. This behaviour of the pressure induces the
formation of two vastly differing dynamics, namely the dynamics in the congested region and the
free dynamics in the low-density regions.

Formally speaking, performing the limit ε → 0 of (1.1)-(1.2) leads to the following system of
equations:

∂tϱ+ ∂x(ϱu) = 0,(1.3a)

∂t(ϱu) + ∂x(ϱu
2) + ∂xπ = 0,(1.3b)

0 ≤ ϱ ≤ 1, (1− ϱ)π = 0, π ≥ 0,(1.3c)

ϱ(0, ·) = ϱ0, u(0, ·) = u0.(1.3d)

The above system is known as the free-congested one-dimensional Euler equations and was first
introduced by Bouchut et al. [7] as an asymptotic model for two phase flows; see also [6, 8, 10,
11, 23, 24] for more details. The limiting pressure π is the limit of pε(ϱε) as ε → 0, and one can
observe that if the limiting density ϱ < 1, then π = 0. Consequently, the limiting pressure is only
activated in the congested regions where ϱ = 1 and hence, an exclusion constraint of the form
(1− ϱ)π = 0 is part of the system (1.3a)-(1.3d). If ϱ < 1, we obtain the weakly hyperbolic system
of equations of compressible, presureless dynamics and if ϱ = 1, we obtain the mixed hyperbolic-
elliptic incompressible Euler system. Therefore, the limit system (1.3a)-(1.3d) is a hybrid system,
coupling the free dynamics in the regions where ϱ < 1, with the congested, incompressible dynamics
in the congested regions of ϱ = 1. Furthermore, since the original system (1.1a)-(1.1c) is purely
hyperbolic in nature, the limit ε → 0 is a singular limit as the system (1.3a)-(1.3d) is no longer
hyperbolic.
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The existence of solutions, both weak and classical, for the system (1.1a)-(1.1c) with the pressure
law given by (1.2) is still an open problem for the multi-dimensional case. In the one-dimensional
setting, Bianchini and Perrin [6] showed the existence of smooth solutions to the system (1.1a)-
(1.1c) written in Lagrangian co-ordinates, namely the p-system. They also perform the singular
limit ε→ 0 and show that the smooth solutions to the p-system will converge to a weak solution of
the Lagrangian variant of (1.3a)-(1.3d). However, for the viscous counterpart, namely the Navier-
Stokes equations with congestion pressure, the existence of strong solutions in one dimension and
their asymptotic limit was rigorously shown by Bresch et al. [8]. Further, Perrin and Zatorska [24]
proved the existence of weak solutions and also performed the limit ε→ 0 in the multi-dimensional
case, wherein the congestion constraint was dependent on space, i.e. ϱ∗ = ϱ∗(x). In [12], the authors
studied a more general case wherein the congestion density was allowed to vary with space and time,
i.e. ϱ∗ = ϱ∗(t, x), and satisfied a transport equation. With this transport equation now a part of
the system, the authors show the existence of weak solutions and further perform the singular limit
ε→ 0.

As the limit ε → 0 is singular in nature, one needs to design a sufficiently robust numerical
scheme that is able to accurately approximate the solutions of (1.1)-(1.2) uniformly in ε > 0. The
scheme should also be able to capture the regime changes which occur when ε → 0. In addition
to these, as the limit system (1.3) couples compressible and incompressible dynamics together, the
scheme should be able to automatically capture the shift between these dynamics when ε ∼ 0. This
is challenging because there is no apriori information available as to how the phase transitions will
occur along the boundary that separates a low density region and a congested region. A generic yet
powerful framework which encompasses all the above required qualities is provided by the so-called
asymptotic preserving (AP) methodology, which is proven to be an efficient platform in order to
design numerical schemes that accurately capture singular limits; see, e.g [2, 10, 14, 19, 20] and
the references therein for further details. Briefly, a scheme is said to be AP if the scheme reduces
to a consistent and stable approximation of the limiting equations when the singular perturbation
parameter, in this case ε, goes to 0, and if the stability constraints on the scheme are independent
of ε.

In the context of Euler equations with the congestion pressure law, Degond et al. [10] devised
two different numerical schemes based on the local Lax-Friedrichs fluxes for the one-dimensional
case, and verified the asymptotic properties of the scheme via various case studies. Also, Degond
et al. [11] considered the variable congestion dependent on space and time, i.e. ϱ∗ = ϱ∗(t, x) which
satisfies a transport equation, and constructed first and second order finite volume schemes. For
the viscous counterpart, Perrin and Saleh [23] presented two staggered schemes, a fully implicit
scheme and a pressure correction scheme, for the multidimensional Navier-Stokes equations with
congestion pressure law. Both schemes are shown to be energy stable, i.e. the solutions generated
by both schemes satisfy a discrete variant of the energy balance. In addition, they are also able
to prove that the numerical densities generated by the schemes are bounded above by a constant
C < 1, meaning the density constraint is respected at the discrete level.

In the present work, we focus on designing a semi-implicit, AP, energy stable and a structure-
preserving staggered finite volume scheme for the Euler equations with the congestion pressure
law. The key to achieving energy stability and the positivity of density is the introduction of a
shifted velocity in the convective fluxes of the mass and momenta, proportional to the stiff pressure
gradient. In addition, we show that the numerical densities generated by the scheme are strictly
less than 1. Further, the AP property of the scheme is verified via extensive numerical case studies
involving the congested as well as the low-density regimes.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we recall a few a priori energy
estimates satisfied by smooth solutions of system (1.1) and further, also introduce the notion of
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velocity stabilization. The introduction of the finite volume scheme and its stability analysis is
detailed in Section 3. The numerical results are presented in Section 4 and we conclude the paper
with some remarks in Section 5.

2. A priori Energy Estimates and Velocity Stabilization

In this section, we recall the a priori energy estimates that are satisfied by classical solutions of
(1.1). In addition, we also introduce the concept of velocity stabilization, and show how it will help
us achieve energy stability at the discrete level. To this end, we begin by defining the so-called
pressure potential or the Helmholtz potential hγ , associated to the pressure pε, such that

(2.1) zh′γ(z)− hγ(z) = pε(z),

for 0 ≤ z < 1. One can easily infer that

h′′γ(z) =
p′ε(z)

z
> 0

for any 0 < z < 1. Hence, z 7→ hγ(z) is a convex function.
In addition, we also suppose that the initial data (ϱ0,ε, u0,ε) to (1.1) satisfy

0 ≤ ϱ0,ε < 1, ϱ0,ε :=
1

|Ω|

∫
Ω
ϱ0,ε dx ≤ ϱ < 1,∫

Ω

[
1

2
ϱ0,ε(u0,ε)

2 + hγ(ϱ0,ε)

]
dx ≤ C

(2.2)

uniformly in ε, where |Ω| denotes the Lebesgue measure of Ω and ϱ, C > 0 are constants independent
of ε.

2.1. A priori energy estimates. We now recall the a priori energy estimates satisfied by smooth
solutions of (1.1).

Proposition 2.1 (A priori energy estimates). The smooth solutions of (1.1) satisfy

(1) a renormalization identity:

(2.3) ∂t(hγ(ϱε)) + ∂x(hγ(ϱε)uε) + pε(ϱε)∂xuε = 0;

(2) a kinetic energy identity:

(2.4) ∂t

(
1

2
ϱε(uε)

2

)
+ ∂x

(
1

2
ϱε(uε)

2uε

)
+ ∂x(pε(ϱε))uε = 0;

(3) a total energy identity:

(2.5) ∂tEε + ∂x((Eε + pε(ϱε))uε) = 0,

where Eε =
1
2ϱε(uε)

2 + hγ(ϱε) is the total energy.

The existence of smooth, global in-time solutions to the Lagrangian variant of the Euler system
(1.1) was shown in [6] for ε > 0 fixed. In addition, the authors of [6] also illustrate the existence of
global entropy weak solutions of (1.1). In what follows, we define global entropy weak solutions of
(1.1) and recall the existence result from [6].

Definition 2.2 (Entropy weak solutions). Let (ϱ0,ε, q0,ε) ∈ (L∞(R))2, where q0,ε = ϱ0,εu0,ε denotes
the momentum, satisfy

(2.6) 0 ≤ ϱ0,ε ≤ 1− Cε
1

γ−1 , q0,ε ≤ (1− Cε
1

γ−1 )ϱ0,ε

a.e. on R, where C > 0 is a constant independent of ε.
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A pair (ϱε, qε), with ϱε(0, ·) = ϱ0,ε and qε(0, ·) = q0,ε, is a global entropy weak solution of (1.1)-
(1.2) if the following hold:

• (ϱε, qε) ∈ (L∞((0,∞)× R))2. Further, there exists a constant Aε > 0 such that

0 ≤ ϱε ≤ Aε < 1, |qε| ≤ Aεϱε

a.e. in (0,∞)× R;
• The mass balance (1.1a) and the momentum balance (1.1b) are satisfied in the weak sense,
i.e. for all φ,ψ ∈ C∞

c ((0,∞)× R),∫ ∞

0

∫
R
ϱε∂tφdxdt+

∫ ∞

0

∫
R
qε∂xφdxdt = −

∫
R
ϱ0,εφ(0, x) dx;(2.7a) ∫ ∞

0

∫
R
qε∂tψ dxdt+

∫ ∞

0

∫
R

(
q2ε
ϱε

+ pε(ϱε)

)
∂xψ dxdt = −

∫
R
q0,εψ(0, x) dx;(2.7b)

• The entropy/energy inequality is satisfied, i.e. for all φ ∈ C∞
c ((0,∞)× R),

(2.8) −
∫ ∞

0

∫
R

(
1

2

q2ε
ϱε

+ hγ(ϱε)

)
∂tφdxdt−

∫ ∞

0

∫
R

[(
1

2

q2ε
ϱε

+ hγ(ϱε) + pε(ϱε)

)
qε
ϱε

]
∂xφdxdt ≤ 0.

Theorem 2.3 (Existence of global weak solutions). Consider the isentropic Euler system (1.1) with
the pressure law given by (1.2). Let (ϱ0,ε, q0,ε) ∈ (L∞(R))2 satisfy (2.6). Then, there exists a global
entropy weak solution (ϱε, qε) to (1.1)-(1.2) in the sense of Definition 2.2. Further, the following
inequality holds:

(2.9) 0 ≤ ϱε ≤ 1− Cε
1

γ−1

a.e. in (0,∞)× R, where C > 0 is a constant independent of ε.

Remark 2.4. In accordance with Theorem 2.3, the existence of weak solutions to system (1.1)-(1.2)
is only known globally, i.e. on (0,∞)×R. As we are interested in designing a finite volume scheme,
however, we work on (0, T )×Ω, where T > 0 and Ω is an open, bounded subset of R. Hence, from
here on, we assume the existence of weak solutions to (1.1)-(1.2) in (0, T )× Ω.

2.2. Velocity stabilization. We consider the following modified system.

∂tϱε + ∂x(ϱε(uε − δuε)) = 0,(2.10a)

∂t(ϱεuε) + ∂x(ϱεuε(uε − δuε)) + ∂xpε(ϱε) = 0,(2.10b)

where δu is a shift in the velocity, which denotes the stabilization term.
Analogous to Proposition 2.1, we can establish the following a priori estimates for the modified

system (2.10).

Proposition 2.5 (A priori estimates of the modified system). Let ũε = uε − δuε. The smooth
solutions of (2.10) satisfy:

(1) a renormalization identity:

(2.11) ∂t(hγ(ϱε)) + ∂x(hγ(ϱε)ũε) + pε(ϱε)∂xũε = 0;

(2) a kinetic energy identity:

(2.12) ∂t

(
1

2
ϱε(uε)

2

)
+ ∂x

(
1

2
ϱε(uε)

2ũε

)
+ ∂x(pε(ϱε))ũε = −δuε∂xpε(ϱε);

(3) a total energy identity:

(2.13) ∂tEε + ∂x((Eε + pε(ϱε))ũε) = −δuε∂xpε(ϱε).
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If we set δuε = η∂xpε(ϱε), where η > 0 is a constant, in (2.13), one observes that we obtain

∂tEε + ∂x((Eε + pε(ϱε))ũε) = −η(∂xpε(ϱε))2 ≤ 0.

Thus, we see that the introduction of an appropriately chosen shifted velocity indeed yields the
energy inequality (2.8).

3. Finite Volume Scheme

3.1. One-dimensional Finite Volume Scheme. We want to numerically approximate the ve-
locity stabilized Euler system (2.10) on (0, T )×Ω. As Ω ⊂ R is open and bounded, we suppose that
Ω = (a, b) for convenience. We consider a discretization 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tn < · · · < tN = T of the
time interval [0, T ] and let ∆t = tn+1− tn for n = 0, 1, . . . , N −1 be the constant time-step. For the
space discretization, we consider a one-dimensional MAC discretization (M, E), where the primal
grid M contains the control volumes Ki = [xi− 1

2
, xi+ 1

2
] such that Ω = ∪M

i=1Ki. Here, x 1
2
= a and

xM+ 1
2
= b. Here E is the collection of all endpoints of the control volumes. For i = 1, . . . ,M−1 and

to each endpoint xi+ 1
2
∈ E , we associate a dual cell Di+ 1

2
= [xi, xi+1], where xi =

1
2(xi− 1

2
+ xi+ 1

2
).

We also set D 1
2
= [x 1

2
, x1] and DM+ 1

2
= [xM , xM+ 1

2
]. To simplify the presentation, we suppose

that the space-step ∆x = xi+ 1
2
− xi− 1

2
= xi+1 − xi is constant. The discrete density along with

discrete pressure are approximated over the cell centres xi of the primal cells Ki. The velocities are
approximated at the centres of the dual cells Di+ 1

2
associated to the endpoints xi+ 1

2
. The unknowns

are thus the density ϱi for i = 1, . . . ,M , and the velocities ui+ 1
2
for i = 0, . . . ,M . We refer to Figure

2 for a representation of the MAC grid as well as the arrangement of the variables.

· · ·
· · ·

· · ·
· · ·

x 1
2

xM+ 1
2

xM− 1
2x1

x 3
2 xi

xi− 1
2

xi+ 1
2 xM

ϱ1 ϱi ϱMui− 1
2

ui+ 1
2

u 1
2

u 3
2

uM− 1
2

uM+ 1
2

Figure 2. Arrangement of the variables in one-dimensional grid

We initialize the scheme by setting

(3.1) ϱ0i =
1

∆x

∫
Ki

ϱ0,ε dx, u0
i+ 1

2

=
1

∆x

∫
D

i+1
2

u0,ε dx.

As a consequence of (2.2), note that 0 ≤ ϱ0i < 1. For the sake of simplicity, we omit the dependence
of the discrete variables on ε throughout. Additionally, we also impose the boundary conditions to
be periodic throughout.

The fully discrete, semi-implicit scheme for 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1 reads:

1

∆t
(ϱn+1

i − ϱni ) +
1

∆x

(
Fn+1
i+ 1

2

− Fn+1
i− 1

2

)
= 0,(3.2a)

1

∆t
(ϱn+1

i+ 1
2

un+1
i+ 1

2

− ϱn
i+ 1

2

un
i+ 1

2

) +
1

∆x
(Fn+1

i+1 u
n
i+1 − Fn+1

i uni ) + ðEpn+1
i+ 1

2

= 0.(3.2b)

The mass flux across the endpoints of the primal cells is defined as

(3.3) Fn+1
i+ 1

2

= ϱn+1
i ũn,+

i+ 1
2

+ ϱn+1
i+1 ũ

n,−
i+ 1

2

,
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where ũn
i+ 1

2

= un
i+ 1

2

−δun+1
i+ 1

2

denotes the stabilized velocity. In accordance with the stability analysis

done before, cf. (2.13), we set

(3.4) δun+1
i+ 1

2

= η∆tðEpn+1
i+ 1

2

,

where η > 0 is to be determined later. Further, the positive and negative parts of the stabilized
velocity read

ũn,+
i+ 1

2

= max{0, un
i+ 1

2

} −min{0, δun+1
i+ 1

2

} ≥ 0,(3.5)

ũn,−
i+ 1

2

= min{0, un
i+ 1

2

} −max{0, δun+1
i+ 1

2

} ≤ 0.(3.6)

The momentum convection flux is constructed using the mass flux and we define Fn+1
i = 1

2(F
n+1
i+ 1

2

+

Fn+1
i− 1

2

). The associated upwind velocity reads

(3.7) uni =

u
n
i− 1

2

, if Fn+1
i ≥ 0,

un
i+ 1

2

, otherwise.

The discrete density at the dual cell centers, ϱn
i+ 1

2

, is defined as the average across its neighboring

primal cells, i.e. ϱn
i+ 1

2

= 1
2(ϱ

n
i + ϱni+1). One can observe that the dual density ϱn

i+ 1
2

will satisfy the

following discrete dual mass balance, which can be obtained by considering the mass balance (3.2a)
for indices i and i+ 1, and then averaging the two.

(3.8)
1

∆t
(ϱn+1

i+ 1
2

− ϱn
i+ 1

2

) +
1

∆x
(Fn+1

i+1 − Fn+1
i ) = 0.

Finally, the operator ðE denotes a discretization of the space derivative on the dual cells for
functions that are defined on the primal cells. Namely, we define

(3.9) ðEpn+1
i+ 1

2

=


0, if i = 0,M,

1

∆x
(pn+1

i+1 − pn+1
i ), otherwise.

In addition, for functions that are defined on the dual cells, we define a discretization of the space
derivative on the primal cells denoted by ðM and we define it as

(3.10) ðMwn
i =

1

∆x
(wn

i+ 1
2

− wn
i− 1

2

).

One can observe that the following gradient-divergence duality relation holds:

(3.11)

M∑
i=1

∆xpn+1
i ðMwn

i +

M∑
i=0

∆xwn
i+ 1

2

ðEpn+1
i+ 1

2

= 0.

Utilizing the dual mass update (3.8) in the discrete momentum balance (3.2b), one obtains the
following discrete velocity update:

(3.12)
ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

∆t
(un+1

i+ 1
2

− un
i+ 1

2

) +
1

∆x
[Fn+1,−

i+1 (un
i+ 3

2

− un
i+ 1

2

)− Fn+1,+
i (un

i− 1
2

− un
i+ 1

2

)] + ðEpn+1
i+ 1

2

= 0.

Here, Fn+1,+
i , Fn+1,−

i+1 denote the standard positive and negative parts of a real number, i.e. r± =
1
2(r ± |r|) so that r+ ≥ 0 and r− ≤ 0.
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3.1.1. Energy stability of the scheme. We now aim to prove the discrete variants of the identities
(2.11)-(2.13). To that end, let Jq, rK denote the interval [min{q, r},max{q, r}] for any q, r ∈ R. As
done in the continuous setting, we suppose that the total energy of the system at the discrete level
remains bounded initially, i.e. there exists a constant C > 0 independent of ε such that

(3.13)
M∑
i=1

∆xhγ(ϱ
0
i ) +

M∑
i=0

∆x
1

2
ϱ0
i+ 1

2

(u0
i+ 1

2

)2 ≤ C.

Proposition 3.1 (Discrete energy identities). The solutions (ϱn, un)0≤n≤N−1 generated by the
scheme (3.2) will satisfy

(1) a discrete renormalization identity:

(3.14)
1

∆t
(hγ(ϱ

n+1
i )− hγ(ϱ

n
i )) +

1

∆x
(Qn+1

i+ 1
2

−Qn+1
i− 1

2

) + pn+1
i ðMũni +Rn+1

i = 0,

where Qn+1
i+ 1

2

= hγ(ϱ
n+1
i )ũn,+

i+ 1
2

+ hγ(ϱ
n+1
i+1 )ũ

n,−
i+ 1

2

. The remainder term Rn+1
i is given as

Rn+1
i =

1

2∆t
(ϱn+1

i − ϱni )
2h′′γ(ϱ

n+ 1
2

i ) +
1

2∆x
(ϱn+1

i+1 − ϱn+1
i )2h′′γ(ϱ̃

n+1
i+ 1

2

)(−ũn,−
i+ 1

2

)

+
1

2∆x
(ϱn+1

i − ϱn+1
i−1 )

2h′′γ(ϱ̃
n+1
i− 1

2

)ũn,+
i− 1

2

,

(3.15)

where ϱ
n+ 1

2
i ∈ Jϱni , ϱ

n+1
i K, ϱ̃n+1

i+ 1
2

∈ Jϱn+1
i , ϱn+1

i+1 K and ϱ̃n+1
i− 1

2

∈ Jϱn+1
i−1 , ϱ

n+1
i K;

(2) a kinetic energy identity:

1

∆t

(
1

2
ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

(un+1
i+ 1

2

)2 − 1

2
ϱn
i+ 1

2

(un
i+ 1

2

)2
)
+

1

∆x

(
Fn+1
i+1

(uni+1)
2

2
− Fn+1

i

(uni )
2

2

)
+ũn

i+ 1
2

ðEpn+1
i+ 1

2

+ Sn+1
i+ 1

2

= −δun+1
i+ 1

2

ðEpn+1
i+ 1

2

,

(3.16)

where the remainder term Sn+1
i+ 1

2

is given by

Sn+1
i+ 1

2

= − 1

2∆t
ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

(un+1
i+ 1

2

− un
i+ 1

2

)2 − 1

2∆x
Fn+1,−
i+1 (un

i+ 3
2

− un
i+ 1

2

)2 +
1

2∆x
Fn+1,+
i (un

i− 1
2

− un
i+ 1

2

)2.

(3.17)

Proof. The renormalization identity (3.14) can be obtained by multiplying the discrete mass balance
(3.2a) with h′γ(ϱ

n+1
i ) and employing the Taylor expansions in time and space. The kinetic energy

identity (3.16) is obtained by multiplying the velocity balance (3.12) with un
i+ 1

2

, using the identity

(q − r)r = 1
2(q

2 − r2 − (q − r)2) and using the dual mass balance (3.8) to simplify. For further
details, see the appendix of [3]. □

Utilizing the above established identities, we can now show the energy stability of the scheme.

Theorem 3.2 (Energy stability). Assume that the following conditions hold for each 0 ≤ i ≤M :

(1) η − 3

2ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

> 0;

(2)
∆t

∆x
≤
ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

3
min

{
−1

Fn+1,−
i+1

,
1

Fn+1,+
i

}
.
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Then, for each 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1, the following local in-time energy inequality holds:

(3.18)
M∑
i=1

∆xhγ(ϱ
n+1
i ) +

M∑
i=0

∆x
1

2
ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

(un+1
i+ 1

2

)2 ≤
M∑
i=1

∆xhγ(ϱ
n
i ) +

M∑
i=0

∆x
1

2
ϱn
i+ 1

2

(un
i+ 1

2

)2.

Proof. Multiply (3.14) with ∆x, sum over i = 1 to i = M and multiply (3.16) by ∆x, sum over
i = 0 to i =M , and add the resulting expressions to obtain

M∑
i=1

∆x

∆t

(
hγ(ϱ

n+1
i )− hγ(ϱ

n
i )
)
+

M∑
i=0

∆x

∆t

(
1

2
ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

(un+1
i+ 1

2

)2 − 1

2
ϱn
i+ 1

2

(un
i+ 1

2

)2
)

≤ −η∆t
M∑
i=0

∆x(ðEpn+1
i+ 1

2

)2 −
M∑
i=1

∆xRn+1
i −

M∑
i=0

∆xSn+1
i+ 1

2

.

(3.19)

Here, we have used the conservativity of the mass flux, along with the duality relation (3.11) in

order to simplify the resulting expression. Note that
∑M

i=0∆xR
n+1
i ≥ 0 unconditionally because

of the convexity of hγ . Next, in order to estimate the term
∑M

n=0∆xS
n+1
i+ 1

2

, we use the identity

(p+ q + r)2 ≤ 3(p2 + q2 + r2) in the velocity balance (3.12) to obtain

ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

2∆t
(un+1

i+ 1
2

− un
i+ 1

2

)2 ≤ 3∆t

2ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

(
1

∆x2
(un

i+ 3
2

− un
i+ 1

2

)2(Fn+1,−
i+1 )2

+
1

∆x2
(un

i− 1
2

− un
i+ 1

2

)2(Fn+1,+
i )2 + (ðEpn+1

i+ 1
2

)2
)
.

(3.20)

Then, we can combine (3.17) with (3.20) and utilize it in (3.19) in order to yield the following
expression:

M∑
i=1

∆x

∆t

(
hγ(ϱ

n+1
i )− hγ(ϱ

n
i )
)
+

M∑
i=0

∆x

∆t

(
1

2
ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

(un+1
i+ 1

2

)2 − 1

2
ϱn
i+ 1

2

(un
i+ 1

2

)2
)

≤
M∑
i=0

∆x

(
Fn+1,−
i+1

2∆x
(un

i+ 3
2

− un
i+ 1

2

)2
(

3

ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

∆t

∆x
Fn+1,−
i+1 + 1

))

+

M∑
i=0

∆x

(
Fn+1,+
i

2∆x
(un

i+ 1
2

− un
i− 1

2

)2
(

3

ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

∆t

∆x
Fn+1,+
i − 1

))

+∆t
M∑
i=0

∆x

(
3

2ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

− η

)
(ðEpn+1

i+ 1
2

)2.

(3.21)

Now, under the assumptions (1) and (2), the right-hand side of (3.21) remains non-positive. Mul-
tiplying by ∆t and rearranging the resulting expression gives us the desired inequality (3.18). □

We now state a global energy estimate, which can be proved using the inequality (3.21).

Theorem 3.3 (Global energy estimate). Assume that the conditions (1) and (2) stated in Theorem
(3.2) hold. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of ε such that for any 1 ≤ n ≤ N , the
following global energy estimate holds:

(3.22)

M∑
i=1

∆xhγ(ϱ
n
i ) +

M∑
i=0

∆x
1

2
ϱn
i+ 1

2

(un
i+ 1

2

)2 +

n−1∑
r=0

∆t2
M∑
i=0

∆x

(
η − 3

2ϱr+1
i+ 1

2

)
(ðEpr+1

i+ 1
2

)2 ≤ C.
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Proof. As a consequence of (3.21) and the assumptions made, we see that for each 0 ≤ r ≤ N − 1,
the following inequality holds

M∑
i=1

∆x

∆t

(
hγ(ϱ

r+1
i )− hγ(ϱ

r
i )
)
+

M∑
i=0

∆x

∆t

(
1

2
ϱr+1
i+ 1

2

(ur+1
i+ 1

2

)2 − 1

2
ϱr
i+ 1

2

(ur
i+ 1

2

)2
)

+∆t
M∑
i=0

∆x

(
η − 3

2ϱr+1
i+ 1

2

)
(ðEpr+1

i+ 1
2

)2 ≤ 0.

(3.23)

Multiplying throughout by ∆t, summing over r = 0 to r = n−1 and utilizing (3.13) yields (3.22). □

The time-step condition required for stability is not only implicit in nature, but it involves the
flux as well. Hence, it cannot be implemented in a straightforward manner. However, as done in
[9, Proposition 3.2], we can derive a sufficient time-step condition which is easier to implement in
practice; see also [2, 3, 16, 17].

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that the time step ∆t > 0 satisfies

(3.24)
∆t

∆x

(
|un

i+ 1
2

|+
√
η(pn+1

i+1 − pn+1
i )

)
≤ max

{
1,

1

8

min{ϱni , ϱni+1}
max{ϱn+1

i , ϱn+1
i+1 }

}
.

Then, ∆t also satisfies the condition (1) given in Theorem 3.2.

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as detailed in [9, Proposition 3.2] and we defer to it for the
same. □

Remark 3.5. Note that the sufficient condition (3.24) is still implicit in nature. Therefore, we
implement it in an explicit manner in our computations.

Remark 3.6. It is easy to observe that the condition (3.24) implies the time-step ∆t satsifies

∆t

∆x

(
|Fn+1

i+1 |+ |Fn+1
i |

)
≤ 1

4
ϱn
i+ 1

2

.

Hence, we can observe that

ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

− 3

4
ϱn
i+ 1

2

≥ ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

− ϱn
i+ 1

2

+
∆t

∆x

(
|Fn+1

i+1 |+ |Fn+1
i |

)
≥ 0.

where the last inequality follows because of the dual mass balance (3.8). Therefore, we obtain that

(3.25)
2

ϱn
i+ 1

2

≥ 3

2ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

.

Now, in accordance with the stability analysis, cf. Theorem 3.2, η should satisfy η > 3
2ϱn+1

i+1
2

. Hence,

if we choose η > 2
ϱn
i+1

2

, the necessary condition will be satisfied and thus, we can also obtain η

explicitly.
Furthermore, we can make a theoretical choice for η independent of ε in the following manner,

provided the initial density remains bounded below uniformly with respect to ε. From (3.25), we
can inductively obtain that for each 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1,

2

(
4

3

)n 1

ϱ0
i+ 1

2

≥ 3

2ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

.
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If ϱ0 > 0 is constant independent of ε such that ϱ0,ε ≥ ϱ0 > 0, then we can obtain

(3.26) 2

(
4

3

)N−1 1

ϱ0
≥ 3

2ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

.

Therefore, we can choose η as

η > 2

(
4

3

)N−1 1

ϱ0
≥ 3

2ϱn+1
i+ 1

2

,

and this this choice ensures that η is independent of ε (but not independent of the discretization)
and further satisfies the required stability condition. Therefore, on a fixed mesh, we can choose η
such that it is a constant independent of ε. In addition, (3.26) along with the global energy estimate
(3.22) yields the following L2-estimate which is uniform in ε for the stabilization term (3.4) for each
0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1

(3.27)
M∑
i=0

∆x(δun+1
i+ 1

2

)2 ≤ Cη2.

3.1.2. Density bound and control of pressure. The upcoming lemma shows that the numerical den-
sities generated by the scheme are strictly bounded above, away from 1. The proof of this result
can be directly adapted to the current setting from [23, Lemma 4.6]. The proof utilizes the fact
that the free energy hγ is now bounded above uniformly in ε as a consequence of (3.22). For the
sake of brevity, we just state the result and refer to the aforementioned reference for a proof.

Lemma 3.7 (Bound on the discrete density). Suppose γ ∈ (1, 3]. Then, for ε and ∆x sufficiently
small, there exists a constant CM > 0 which is independent of ε but dependent on the mesh, such
that

(3.28) ϱni ≤ 1− CMε
1

γ−1 , for each 1 ≤ i ≤M and 1 ≤ n ≤ N.

Proof. See [23, Lemma 4.6]. □

Remark 3.8. The density bound stated in the above lemma is precisely the discrete variant of (2.9),
which is satisfied by weak solutions of system (1.1)-(1.2).

Given that the numerical densities are strictly less than 1 due to (3.28), the discrete pressure
gradient appearing in the mass balance (3.2a) as part of the mass flux is now well-defined, cf. (3.3)
and (3.4). Further, because of the presence of the stabilization term, the mass balance (3.2a) is
non-linear in nature. However, once the updated density ϱn+1

i is obtained, the momentum balance

(3.2b) can be solved explicitly to yield un+1
i+ 1

2

. As such, we only need to show the existence of ϱn+1
i

from the mass balance, given (ϱni , u
n
i+ 1

2

). Using the tools of topological degree theory in finite

dimensions, cf. [15, 22], the existence of a solution to the non-linear mass balance can be shown in
an analogous manner as given in [2, 18]. For the sake of completeness, we just state the result and
defer to [2, Theorem 4.2]

Theorem 3.9 (Existence of a solution to the scheme). Suppose the given initial state (ϱni , u
n
i+ 1

2

) is

such that ϱni > 0 on Ω. Then, there exists a solution ϱn+1
i of (3.2a) such that ϱn+1

i > 0 on Ω. In
particular, if ϱ0i > 0, then ϱni > 0 for each 1 ≤ n ≤ N .

A control over the pressure term, which is uniform in ε, can now be established using a one
dimensional Bogovskii-type estimate as done in [8].
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Lemma 3.10 (Pressure estimate). Suppose there exists a constant ϱ0 > 0 independent of ε such

that ϱ0,ε ≥ ϱ0 > 0 uniformly for ε > 0. Then, for each 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1, we have

(3.29)
M∑
i=1

∆xpn+1
i ≤ CM,

where CM > 0 is a constant independent of ε.

Proof. Let φn+1
1
2

= 0 and for 1 ≤ i ≤ M , let φn+1
i+ 1

2

=
∑i

j=1∆x(ϱ
n+1
j − ϱn+1), where ϱn+1 =

1
|Ω|

∑M
i=1∆xϱ

n+1
i denotes the average value of ϱn+1. The bound on the density guarantees that

φn+1 is bounded uniformly with respect to ε. Multiplying the momentum balance (3.2b) with
∆xφn+1

i+ 1
2

and summing over i yields

−
M∑
i=0

∆xφn+1
i+ 1

2

ðEpn+1
i+ 1

2

=
M∑
i=0

∆xφn+1
i+ 1

2

(
1

∆t
(ϱn+1

i+ 1
2

un+1
i+ 1

2

− ϱn
i+ 1

2

un
i+ 1

2

)

)

+

M∑
i=0

∆xφn+1
i+ 1

2

(
1

∆x
(Fn+1

i+1 u
n
i+1 − Fn+1

i uni )

)
.

(3.30)

Now, as a consequence of the density bound (3.28) and the energy estimate (3.22), one can obtain
a control on the L2-norm of the discrete velocity un independent of ε for each 1 ≤ n ≤ N . As a
consequence, the first term on the right-hand side is bounded uniformly with respect to ε. Further,
note that Fn+1

i ≤ 1
2(ũ

n
i+ 1

2

+ ũn
i− 1

2

) due to (3.28). Now, ũn
i+ 1

2

= un
i+ 1

2

− δun+1
i+ 1

2

is also bounded in

the L2-norm thanks to the estimate (3.27) and the aforementioned estimate on the velocity. As a
consequence, even the second term on the right-hand side is bounded independent of ε. Finally,
using (3.11), we obtain

(3.31)

∣∣∣∣∣
M∑
i=1

∆xpn+1
i ðMφn+1

i

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣
M∑
i=1

∆xpn+1
i (ϱn+1

i − ϱn+1)

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∫

Ω
pn+1(ϱn+1 − ϱn+1) dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CM,

where CM > 0 is a constant independent of ε but dependent on the mesh. Next, the integral on
the left-hand side above is split over two domains, Ω1 = {ϱn+1 ≤ 1+ϱ

2 } and Ω2 = {ϱn+1 > 1+ϱ
2 },

where ϱ < 1 is given in (2.2). On Ω1, as the density is far from the singular value 1, the pressure
is uniformly bounded with respect to ε due to the density bound and hence, the corresponding
integral is also controlled. Finally, we have

CM ≥
∣∣∣∣∫

Ω2

pn+1(ϱn+1 − ϱn+1) dx

∣∣∣∣ ≥ (
1 + ϱ

2
− ϱn+1

)∫
Ω2

pn+1 dx

≥ 1− ϱ

2

∫
Ω2

pn+1 dx,

(3.32)

wherein the last inequality follows due to the conservation of mass implied by the mass balance
(3.2a). As ϱ < 1, we obtain that the pressure is uniformly bounded in L1(Ω) which completes the
proof. □
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3.2. Two-dimensional finite volume scheme. In two dimensions, the Euler system with the
congestion pressure law (1.2) reads:

∂tϱε + ∂x(ϱεuε) + ∂y(ϱεvε) = 0,(3.33a)

∂t(ϱεuε) + ∂x(ϱε(uε)
2) + ∂y(ϱεuεvε) + ∂x(pε(ϱε)) = 0,(3.33b)

∂t(ϱεvε) + ∂x(ϱεuεvε) + ∂y(ϱε(vε)
2) + ∂y(pε(ϱε)) = 0,(3.33c)

ϱε(0, ·) = ϱ0,ε, (uε, vε)(0, ·) = (u0,ε, v0,ε).(3.33d)

for (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × Ω, where Ω ⊂ R2 is an open and bounded set. Here, ϱε is the density of the
fluid and uε and vε denote the x and y−components of the fluid velocity respectively. The pressure
pε(ϱε) is given by (1.2).

Analogous to the one-dimensional case, we introduce the shifted velocities ũε = uε − δuε and
ṽε = vε − δvε. Here, δuε = η∂xpε(ϱε) and δvε = η∂ypε(ϱε) where η > 0. We consider the following
velocity stabilized system:

∂tϱε + ∂x(ϱεũε) + ∂y(ϱεṽε) = 0,(3.34a)

∂t(ϱεuε) + ∂x(ϱεũεuε) + ∂y(ϱεũεvε) + ∂x(pε(ϱε)) = 0,(3.34b)

∂t(ϱεvε) + ∂x(ϱεṽεuε) + ∂y(ϱεṽεvε) + ∂y(pε(ϱε)) = 0.(3.34c)

As the existence of weak solutions to (3.33) is unknown, we simply design a finite volume scheme
in order to simulate the solutions without performing the subsequent analysis as done in the one-
dimensional case.

For the simplicity of exposition, let Ω = (a, b) × (c, d). As before, let 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · <
tn < · · · < tN = T be a time discretization of (0, T ) with ∆t = tn+1 − tn being the constant
time-step. We consider a two-dimensional MAC discretization (M, E) of Ω, wherein M denotes the
collection of all primal cells of the form Ki,j = [xi− 1

2
, xi+ 1

2
] × [yj− 1

2
, yj+ 1

2
] such that Ω =

⋃
i,j Ki,j .

Denote by E = E(1) ∪ E(2), the collection of all edges σi+ 1
2
,j = {xi+ 1

2
} × [yj− 1

2
, yj+ 1

2
] ∈ E(1) and

σi,j+ 1
2
= [xi− 1

2
, xi+ 1

2
]× {yj+ 1

2
} ∈ E(2). Note that E(k) is the collection of all edges perpendicular to

the k-th standard basis vector e(k), k = 1, 2. The cell center of Ki,j is denoted by (xi, yj), where

xi =
1
2(xi− 1

2
+ xi+ 1

2
) and yj =

1
2(yj− 1

2
+ yj+ 1

2
). To each edge σi+ 1

2
,j ∈ E(1), we associate a dual cell

Di+ 1
2
,j = [xi, xi+1]× [yj− 1

2
, yj+ 1

2
] and analogously, for σi,j+ 1

2
∈ E(2), we set Di,j+ 1

2
= [xi− 1

2
, xi+ 1

2
]×

[yj , yj+1]. For the sake of simplicity, we suppose that the space steps ∆x = xi+ 1
2
−xi− 1

2
= xi+1−xi

and ∆y = yj+ 1
2
− yj− 1

2
= yj+1 − yj are constants. Because of the MAC discretization, the density

and the pressure are approximated at the cell centres of the primal cells Ki,j , while the velocities
are approximated at the centres of the dual cells. In particular, the x-component of the velocity, uε,
is approximated on the dual cells Di+ 1

2
,j associated to σi+ 1

2
,j and the y-component of the velocity,

vε, is approximated on the dual cells Di,j+ 1
2
associated to σi,j+ 1

2
∈ E(2). The unknowns are thus the

density ϱi,j , the x-component of the velocity ui+ 1
2
,j , and the y-component of the velocity vi,j+ 1

2
. We

refer to Figure 3 for a pictorial representation of the grid as well as the arrangement of the variables
for a two-dimensional MAC discretization.
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yj− 1
2

yj

yj+ 1
2

xi− 1
2

xi xi+ 1
2

×
vi,j+ 1

2

ϱi,j

×
vi,j− 1

2

×
ui− 1

2
,j

×
ui+ 1

2
,j

Figure 3. Arrangement of the variables for a two-dimensional MAC discretization.

We initialize the scheme by setting

ϱ0i,j =
1

∆x∆y

∫
Ki,j

ϱ0,ε dx dy,

u0
i+ 1

2
,j
=

1

∆x∆y

∫
D

i+1
2 ,j

u0,ε dx dy, v0
i,j+ 1

2

=
1

∆x∆y

∫
D

i,j+1
2

v0,ε dx dy.

As done in the one-dimensional case, we introduce a semi-implicit in time finite volume scheme
to approximate (3.34), and the scheme reads:

1

∆t
(ϱn+1

i,j − ϱni,j) +
1

∆x
(Fn+1

i+ 1
2
,j
− Fn+1

i− 1
2
,j
) +

1

∆y
(Gn+1

i,j+ 1
2

−Gn+1
i,j− 1

2

) = 0,(3.35a)

1

∆t
(ϱn+1

i+ 1
2
,j
un+1
i+ 1

2
,j
− ϱn

i+ 1
2
,j
un
i+ 1

2
,j
) +

1

∆x
(Fn+1

i+1,ju
n
i+1,j − Fn+1

i,j uni,j)

+
1

∆y
(Gn+1

i+ 1
2
,j+ 1

2

un
i+ 1

2
,j+ 1

2

−Gn+1
i+ 1

2
,j− 1

2

un
i+ 1

2
,j− 1

2

) + ðxpn+1
i+ 1

2
,j
= 0,(3.35b)

1

∆t
(ϱn+1

i,j+ 1
2

vn+1
i,j+ 1

2

− ϱn
i,j+ 1

2

vn
i,j+ 1

2

) +
1

∆x
(Fn+1

i+ 1
2
,j+ 1

2

vn
i+ 1

2
,j+ 1

2

− Fn+1
i− 1

2
,j+ 1

2

vn
i− 1

2
,j+ 1

2

)

1

∆y
(Gn+1

i,j+1v
n
i,j+1 −Gn+1

i,j vni,j) + ðypn+1
i,j+ 1

2

= 0.(3.35c)

The mass fluxes are defined as

Fn+1
i+ 1

2
,j
= ϱn+1

i,j ũn+1,+

i+ 1
2
,j

+ ϱn+1
i+1,j ũ

n+1,−
i+ 1

2
,j
,(3.36a)

Gn+1
i,j+ 1

2

= ϱn+1
i,j ṽn+1,+

i,j+ 1
2

+ ϱn+1
i,j+1ṽ

n+1,−
i,j+ 1

2

,(3.36b)

where ũn+1
i+ 1

2
,j
= un

i+ 1
2
,j
− δun+1

i+ 1
2
,j
, ṽn+1

i,j+ 1
2

= vn
i,j+ 1

2

− δvn+1
i,j+ 1

2

. Analogous to the one-dimensional case,

we set

(3.37) δun+1
i+ 1

2
,j
= η∆tðxpn+1

i+ 1
2
,j
, δvn+1

i,j+ 1
2

= η∆tðypn+1
i,j+ 1

2

.
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The positive and negative halves of the shifted velocities appearing in the mass flux are defined
as

ũn+1,+

i+ 1
2
,j

= max{un
i+ 1

2
,j
, 0} −min{δun+1

i+ 1
2
,j
, 0}, ũn+1,−

i+ 1
2
,j

= min{un
i+ 1

2
,j
, 0} −max{δun+1

i+ 1
2
,j
, 0},(3.38a)

ṽn+1,+

i,j+ 1
2

= max{vn
i,j+ 1

2

, 0} −min{δvn+1
i,j+ 1

2

, 0}, ṽn+1,−
i,j+ 1

2

= min{vn
i,j+ 1

2

, 0} −max{δvn+1
i,j+ 1

2

, 0}.(3.38b)

The fluxes and the upwind velocities appearing in the x-momentum balance (3.35b) are defined
as

Fn+1
i,j =

1

2
(Fn+1

i+ 1
2
,j
+ Fn+1

i− 1
2
,j
), Gn+1

i+ 1
2
,j+ 1

2

=
1

2
(Gn+1

i,j+ 1
2

+Gn+1
i+1,j+ 1

2

),(3.39a)

uni,j =

u
n
i+ 1

2
,j
, if Fn+1

i,j ≥ 0,

un
i− 1

2
,j
, otherwise.

, un
i+ 1

2
,j+ 1

2

=

u
n
i+ 1

2
,j
, if Gn+1

i+ 1
2
,j+ 1

2

≥ 0,

un
i+ 1

2
,j+1

, otherwise.
(3.39b)

Analogously, the fluxes and upwind velocities appearing the the y-momentum balance (3.35c) are
defined as

Gn+1
i,j =

1

2
(Gn+1

i,j+ 1
2

+Gn+1
i,j− 1

2

), Fn+1
i+ 1

2
,j+ 1

2

=
1

2
(Fn+1

i+ 1
2
,j
+ Fn+1

i+ 1
2
,j+1

),(3.40a)

vni,j =

v
n
i,j+ 1

2

, if Gn+1
i,j ≥ 0,

vn
i,j− 1

2

, otherwise.
, vn

i+ 1
2
,j+ 1

2

=

v
n
i,j+ 1

2

, if Fn+1
i+ 1

2
,j+ 1

2

≥ 0,

vn
i+1,j+ 1

2

, otherwise.
(3.40b)

The interface densities ϱn
i+ 1

2
,j
, ϱn

i,j+ 1
2

appearing in (3.35b) and (3.35c) respectively are defined as

(3.41) ϱn
i+ 1

2
,j
=

1

2
(ϱni,j + ϱni+1,j), ϱn

i,j+ 1
2

=
1

2
(ϱni,j + ϱni,j+1).

Finally, the discrete pressure derivative terms read

(3.42) ðxpn+1
i+ 1

2
,j
=

1

∆x
(pn+1

i+1,j − pn+1
i,j ), ðypn+1

i,j+ 1
2

=
1

∆y
(pn+1

i,j+1 − pn+1
i,j ).

Remark 3.11. In order to make sure that the scheme is stable, we choose the time step ∆t and the
parameter η for the two-dimensional scheme in accordance with the choices presented in [2].

4. Numerical Results

In the experiments that follow, we only consider periodic boundary conditions and set γ = 2,
cf. (1.2), for each case study. Further, we let q = ϱu denote the momentum in one-dimension
and let qx = ϱu, qy = ϱv denote the x, y-components of the momentum in two-dimensions. For
one-dimensional case studies, M will denote the number of mesh points and for two-dimensional
problems, we consider an Mx ×My grid, where Mx denotes the number of cells in the x-direction
and My denotes the number of cells in the y−direction. In addition, we consider the mesh to be
uniform.

Example 1. We consider the following Riemann problem from [10] on the domain [0, 1]:

(4.1) (ϱ0,ε(x), q0,ε(x)) =

{
(0.7, 0.8), if x ∈ [0, 0.5),

(0.7,−0.8), if x ∈ (0.5, 1].

The main aim of this experiment is to showcase the ability of the scheme to preserve the maximal
density bound and capture the formation of congestion. The exact solution emanating from the given
initial data corresponds to two symmetric shocks moving in opposite directions with a congested
intermediate state. We set M = 200 and run the simulation for a final time of t = 0.05 and
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present the results in Figure 4 for ε = 10−2, 10−4. As we can see, the scheme is able to capture
the propagation of shockwave quite accurately, given the correspondence with the exact solution in
both the cases of ε = 10−2, 10−4.

(a) ε = 10−2 (b) ε = 10−4

Figure 4. Comparison of the numerical solutions versus the exact solutions with
initial data (4.1) for different values of ε. Density (top) and momentum (bottom).

Example 2. We once again consider a Riemann problem from [10] on the domain [0, 1]. The goal
of this problem is to illustrate the positivity preserving property of the present scheme. The initial
data reads:

(4.2) (ϱ0,ε(x), q0,ε(x)) =

{
(0.7,−0.8), if x ∈ [0, 0.5),

(0.7, 0.8), if x ∈ (0.5, 1].

The exact solution emanating from the given initial data corresponds to two symmetric rarefaction
waves moving away from each other, which gives rise to the formation of a vacuum state in between.
We setM = 200 and run the simulation for a final time of t = 0.05 and present the results in Figure
5 for ε = 10−4. As we can see, the vacuum state is approximated quite well and further, we did not
observe any instability during the computations, thus verifying that the scheme is indeed positivity
preserving.

Example 3. We consider the following Riemann initial data from [25] for the presureless Euler
system, for which the exact solution is available. The goal of this experiment is to show that as
ε → 0, the numerical solutions converge to the exact solution of the presureless system and thus,
verifying the AP property of the scheme. Further, we also want to ensure that the scheme is able
to maintain positivity of density in the limit ε→ 0.
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Figure 5. Comparison of the numerical solutions versus the exact solutions with
initial data (4.2) for ε = 10−4. Density (left) and momentum (right).

We consider the domain [−0.5, 0.5] and the initial data reads

(4.3) ϱ0,ε(x) = 0.5, u0,ε(x) =

{−0.5, if x < 0,

0.4, if x > 0.

The exact solution for the presureless system emanating from the above initial data is given by

(4.4) (ϱ(t, x), u(t, x)) =


(0.5,−0.5), if x < −0.5t,

(0,undefined), if − 0.5t < x < 0.4t,

(0.5, 0.4), if x > 0.4t.

We set t = 0.2,M = 200 and consider ε = 10−k, k = 4, 5, 6, 7. From Figure 6, we can observe that
the scheme is able to approximate the vacuum state even when ε ∼ 0, given the correspondence of
the numerical solutions versus the exact solution. Furthermore, the pressure profiles presented in
Figure 7 allow us to conclude that the numerical solutions are indeed converging towards a solution
of the pressureless Euler system.

Figure 6. Example 3: density(left) and velocity(right) for different values of ε.
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Figure 7. Example 3: the pressure pε(ϱε) for different values of ε.

Example 4. We consider the following initial data on [−1, 1] from [25] for the presureless Euler
system. The initial data is as follows.

(4.5) ϱ0,ε(x) = 0.5, u0,ε(x) =


−0.5, if x < −0.5,

0.4, if − 0.5 < x < 0,

0.4− x, if 0 < x < 0.8,

−0.4, if x > 0.8.

The above initial data gives rise to a solution of the presureless system that involves the formation
of vacuum, discontinuities as well as the formation of congested regions where density is maximal.
As such, the goal of this problem is two-fold, first to ensure that the scheme is able to capture such
complex configurations involving vacuum, discontinuities and congestion, and further ensure that
the scheme is able to approximate the solutions appropriately as ε → 0 in order to verify the AP
property of the scheme.

The explicit formula for the exact solution corresponding to the above initial data (4.5) for t < 1
is given by

(4.6) (ϱ(t, x), u(t, x)) =



(0.5,−0.5), if x < −0.5− 0.5t,

(0, undefined), if − 0.5− 0.5t < x < −0.5 + 0.4t,

(0.5, 0.4), if − 0.5 + 0.4t < x < 0.4t,(
0.5

1− t
,
0.4− x

1− t

)
, if 0.4t < x < 0.8− 0.4t,

(0.5,−0.4), if x > 0.8− 0.4t.

If t < 0.5, ϱ(t, x) < 1 for any x ∈ [−1, 1]. Hence, we run our computations for a final time of
t = 0.49 and consider ε = 10−k, k = 4, 5, 6, 7 and M = 200. From Figure 8, we can clearly see that
as ε decreases, we observe an extremely good correspondence between the numerical density and
velocity and their respective exact solutions. In addition, we see that the positivity of the density
is still maintained despite ε ∼ 0, showcasing the schemes ability to maintain positivity of density
even in extreme conditions. From Figure 9, we note that the pressure pε(ϱε) is only activated in the
region where the density is nearly 1. Furthermore, it is only of order 10−3 and is decreasing to 0 as
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ε is decreasing, which clearly indicates the convergence of the numerical solutions to the solution of
the presureless system.

Figure 8. Example 4: density(left) and velocity(right) for different values of ε.

Figure 9. Example 4: the pressure pε(ϱε) for different values of ε

Example 5. We consider the following two-dimensional test case from [10] which illustrates the
collision of two congested domains. We suppose that Ω = [0, 1]× [0, 1]. The initial data is as follows:

ϱ0,ε(x, y) = 0.8XA∪B(x, y) + 0.6XΩ\(A∪B)(x, y),(4.7)

qx0,ε(x, y) = XA(x, y)−XB(x, y), qy0,ε(x, y) = 0.(4.8)

Here, A,B ⊆ Ω are the initial regions of congestion given by

A =

[
1

6
,
5

12

]
×
[
1

3
,
7

12

]
, B =

[
7

12
,
5

6

]
×
[
5

12
,
2

3

]
and XC denotes the indicator function of C ⊆ Ω.

We choose ε = 10−4 and set Mx = My = 200. In Figure 10, we present the pseudocolor plots
of the density that have the momentum vector fields superimposed onto them for different times.
The collision of the moving domains causes the formation of a congested region as observed when
t = 0.05 and t = 0.1. Further, the collision also causes the formation of two oppositely moving
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corridors, which can be clearly seen because of the superimposed quiver plots of the momentum at
t = 0.2.

Figure 10. Example 5: momentum vector fields superimposed on top of the density
pseudocolor plots for different times

Example 6. We consider the following two-dimensional problem from [21] for the presureless Euler
system which illustrates the formation of a vacuum corridor. The domain is Ω = [−40, 40]×[−40, 40].
Let A = {(x, y) ∈ Ω: x2 + y2 < 25} and B = {(x, y) ∈ Ω: (x+ 31)2 + y2 < 52}. The initial data is
as follows:

ϱ0,ε(x) = 0.2XA(x) + 0.2XB(x) + 0.8XΩ\(A∪B)(x),(4.9)

qx0,ε(x) = 2XB(x), qy0,ε(x) = 0.(4.10)

The setup is as follows, the smaller cloud of mass on the left, i.e. the mass in the region B, is given
a rightward velocity while the larger mass occupying region A is at rest initially. We set ε = 10−6,
and let Mx = My = 200. We perform a long-time simulation and present the pseudocolor plots of
the density at six different times, namely t = 0, 1, 2, 5, 10, 12, in Figure 11. At t = 1, we observe
the two masses colliding has lead to the formation of a congested region right where the impact has
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occurred. As time increases, we can clearly see that the propagation of this congested region (given
in dark brown color in the pseudocolor plots) causes the formation of a vacuum corridor (given in
white color in the pseudocolor plots), which in turn causes congested regions to develop along the
boundary of said corridor.

Remark 4.1. In comparison to [21], we introduce a background density in (4.9) in order to make sure
that the solver gets initialized properly, as initializing with the background being vacuum causes
the solver to break down. However, we remark that the value of the background density does not
affect outcome of the numerical experiment in any capacity.

Example 7. This test case is to illustrate the behaviour of the scheme in the incompressible regime.
We consider the initial data from [14] and modify it to our purpose. The domain is Ω = [0, 1]× [0, 1]
and the initial data reads

ϱ0,ε(x, y) = 1− εe−(x2+y2), qx0,ε(x, y) = sin(2π(x− y)) + ε2 sin(2π(x+ y)),(4.11)

qy0,ε(x, y) = sin(2π(x− y)) + ε2 cos(2π(x+ y)).(4.12)

In comparison to [14], we have modified the initial density so that it is strictly less than 1 for each
ε > 0, and also to ensure that ϱ0,ε → 1 as ε → 0. We set ε = 10−6 and also set Mx = My = 200.
We consider a final time of t = 0.02 and present the results in Figure 12. In Figure 12a, we present
the deviation of density from 1, i.e. 1 − ϱε, and we can observe that it is near 0. In addition, we
also report that the L1-norm of 1− ϱε is ≈ 10−7. Further, in Figures 12b and 12c, we present the
x and y-velocity profiles respectively and we can see that they agree with the results presented in
[14]. Thus, we can conclude that the present scheme is able to capture the solutions even in the
incompressible regime.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we have considered the isentropic Euler system with the congestion pressure law
and have designed and analyzed a finite volume scheme for the same. The choice of the pressure
law imposes a constraint on the density of the form 0 ≤ ϱ < 1, with the pressure law also containing
a small parameter ε in order to adjust the stiffness of this density constraint. The proposed scheme
is semi-implicit in time and upwind in space, and it possesses key properties such as positivity of
density, energy stability and further, we have also proven that the numerical densities generated by
the scheme satisfy the constraint at the discrete level. We achieve the energy stability by introducing
an appropriate velocity shift in the convective fluxes of the mass and momentum balances. By means
of numerical case studies, the scheme is shown to be robust enough to approximate the solutions
accurately for every ε > 0. In addition, the AP property of the scheme is verified using specific
numerical experiments, which showcases the ability of the scheme to appropriately capture the
dynamics of the limit system when ε ∼ 0.
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