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Abstract

This paper is concerned with high-order numerical methods for hyperbolic systems of bal-
ance laws. Such methods are typically based on high-order piecewise polynomial reconstruc-
tions (interpolations) of the computed discrete quantities. However, such reconstructions
(interpolations) may be oscillatory unless the reconstruction (interpolation) procedure is ap-
plied to the local characteristic variables via the local characteristic decomposition (LCD).
Another challenge in designing accurate and stable high-order schemes is related to enforc-
ing a delicate balance between the fluxes, sources, and nonconservative product terms: a
good scheme should be well-balanced (WB) in the sense that it should be capable of exactly
preserving certain (physically relevant) steady states. One of the ways to ensure that the
reconstruction (interpolation) preserves these steady states is to apply the reconstruction
(interpolation) to the equilibrium variables, which are supposed to be constant at the steady
states. To achieve this goal and to keep the reconstruction (interpolation) non-oscillatory,
we introduce a new LCD of equilibrium variables. We apply the developed technique to the
fifth-order Ai-WENO-Z interpolation implemented within the WB A-WENO framework re-
cently introduced in [S. Chu, A. Kurganov, and R. Xin, Beijing J. of Pure and Appl. Math.,
to appear], and illustrate its performance on a variety of numerical examples.

Key words: High-order reconstruction (interpolation), A-WENO schemes, well-balanced schemes,
equilibrium variables, local characteristic decomposition.

AMS subject classification: 76M20, 65M06, 35L65, 35L67.

1 Introduction

This paper is focused on the development of a new local characteristic decomposition (LCD) of
equilibrium variables for hyperbolic systems of balance laws which, in the one-dimensional (1-D)
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case, read as
Ut + F (U)x = B(U)Ux + S(U). (1.1)

Here, x is the spatial variable, t is time, U ∈ Rd is a vector of unknowns, F ,S : Rd → Rd are the
flux and source terms, and B ∈ Rd×d.

Development of high-order numerical methods for (1.1) is a challenging task for the following
two main reasons. First, solutions of (1.1) may develop discontinuities (even for infinitely smooth
initial data) and thus high-order schemes should rely on non-oscillatory high-order reconstructions
(interpolations) of the solutions out of the computed discrete quantities. To make these recon-
structions (interpolations) non-oscillatory, one typically needs to use nonlinear limiting techniques
often applied to the local characteristic variables via the LCD; see, e.g., [6, 10, 11, 14, 16–18, 22].
The LCD is applied by computing the local values of the Jacobian ∂F /∂U , locally switching to
the corresponding characteristic variables, performing the reconstruction (interpolation) to these
local variables, and then switching back to the original variables U .

Second, many (physically relevant) solutions of (1.1) are, in fact, small perturbations of certain
steady states, which are supposed to be exactly preserved by good high-order schemes—this is a
so-called well-balanced (WB) property. One of the ways to ensure that the high-order reconstruc-
tion (interpolation) preserves these steady states is to reconstruct (interpolate) the equilibrium
variables instead of the conservative ones. We note that in many cases, the equilibrium variables
can be obtained by rewriting the system (1.1) in the following form (see [12]):

Ut +M(U)E(U)x = 0, (1.2)

where
M(U)E(U)x = F (U)x −B(U )Ux − S(U), (1.3)

which vanishes at steady states. In (1.3), M ∈ Rd×d and E is the vector of equilibrium variables,
which are constant at steady states. Therefore, one may prefer to reconstruct the equilibrium
variables E instead of U since in this case, all of the reconstructed values of E will be also
constant at steady states. However, applying the LCD approach, which is based on the Jacobian
∂F /∂U and not on the equilibrium variables, may destroy the WB property of the resulting
scheme.

In this paper, we introduce a new LCD of equilibrium variables. To this end, we first rewrite
the system (1.2) in the following equivalent (for smooth solution) form:

E(U)t + C(U)E(U)x = Ĩ(U), (1.4)

where the matrix C and the source term Ĩ are specified in §3. We then compute the matrices C
at the grid points and use them to compute the local characteristic equilibrium variables, which
are reconstructed (interpolated) to obtain high-order values of E, which, in turn, give us the
corresponding high-order values of U (solving nonlinear systems of equations may be required).
We implement the new LCD technique in the framework of flux globalization based WB alternative
weighted essentially non-oscillatory (A-WENO) finite-difference schemes recently introduced in [5].
The local characteristic equilibrium variables are interpolated using the fifth-order affine-invariant
WENO-Z (Ai-WENO-Z) interpolations [7, 13, 19]. The developed A-WENO scheme is applied to
three systems of balance laws including the nozzle flow system and the one- and two-layer shallow
water equations. We conduct several numerical experiments to demonstrate the performance of
the proposed scheme.
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2 Flux Globalization Based WB A-WENO Schemes: An

Overview

In this section, we give an overview of the flux globalization based WB A-WENO schemes in-
troduced in [5] for general nonconservative systems (1.1), which can be written in an equivalent
quasi-conservative form:

Ut +K(U)x = 0,

where K(U) is a global flux

K(U) = F (U )−R(U ), R(U) =

x∫
x̂

[
B(U(ξ, t))Uξ(ξ, t) + S(U(ξ, t))

]
dξ,

and x̂ is an arbitrary number.

We first introduce a uniform mesh consisting of the cells [xj− 1
2
, xj+ 1

2
] of size xj+ 1

2
−xj− 1

2
≡ ∆x

centered at xj = (xj− 1
2
+ xj+ 1

2
)/2, j = 1, . . . , N . We assume that at a certain time level t, the

approximate solution, realized in terms of its cell centered values Uj ≈ U(xj, t), is available (in
the rest of the paper, we will suppress the time-dependence of all of the indexed quantities for the
sake of brevity). The solution is then evolved in time by solving the following system of ODEs:

dUj

dt
= −

Kj+ 1
2
−Kj− 1

2

∆x
, (2.1)

where Kj+ 1
2
are the fifth-order A-WENO numerical fluxes (see [2, 10,14,20–22]):

Kj+ 1
2
= KFV

j+ 1
2
− (∆x)2

24
(Kxx)j+ 1

2
+

7(∆x)4

5760
(Kxxxx)j+ 1

2
.

Here, KFV
j+ 1

2
is a finite-volume numerical flux (in the numerical experiments reported in §4, we

have used the second-order WB path-conservative central-upwind numerical flux introduced in
[12]), and (Kxx)j+ 1

2
and (Kxxxx)j+ 1

2
are the high-order correction terms. The numerical fluxes

KFV
j+ 1

2
= KFV

j+ 1
2
(U±

j+ 1
2

, Û±
j+ 1

2

) are computed using the one-sided interpolated values of U , and to

enforce the WB evolution, one needs to use two copies of those values denoted by U±
j+ 1

2

and Û±
j+ 1

2

;

see [5, 12] for details. The correction terms (Kxx)j+ 1
2
and (Kxxxx)j+ 1

2
are computed using the

numerical fluxes KFV
j+ 1

2
, which have been already obtained:

(Kxx)j+ 1
2
=

1

12(∆x)2

[
−KFV

j− 3
2
+ 16KFV

j− 1
2
− 30KFV

j+ 1
2
+ 16KFV

j+ 3
2
−KFV

j+ 5
2

]
,

(Kxxxx)j+ 1
2
=

1

(∆x)4

[
KFV

j− 3
2
− 4KFV

j− 1
2
+ 6KFV

j+ 1
2
− 4KFV

j+ 3
2
+KFV

j+ 5
2

]
;

see [4] for details.
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3 Local Characteristic Decomposition of Equilibrium Vari-

ables

In this section, we apply the LCD approach introduced in [6,10,11,14,16–18,22] to the Ai-WENO-Z
interpolation of the equilibrium variables.

We first need to specify C and Ĩ in (1.4). To this end, we consider two possible cases.

• If E(U) is a local quantity, then we simply multiply (1.2) by ∂E/∂U and obtain (1.4) with
C(U) = ∂E/∂UM(U) and Ĩ(U) ≡ 0

• If E(U) is a global quantity, which can be written as

E(U) = W (U) + I(U),

where W (U) is a local term and

I(U) =

x∫
x̂

G(U(ξ, t)) dξ

with x̂ being an arbitrary number, then we proceed in a different way. We first multiply (1.2)
by ∂W /∂U and then add I(U)t to both sides of the resulting equation to obtain (1.4) with
C(U) = ∂W /∂UM(U) and Ĩ(U) computed as follows:

I(U)t =

x∫
x̂

G(U(ξ, t))t dξ =

x∫
x̂

∂G

∂U

(
U(ξ, t)

)
Ut(ξ, t) dξ

= −
x∫

x̂

∂G

∂U

(
U(ξ, t)

)
M
(
U(ξ, t)

)
E
(
U(ξ, t)

)
x
dξ =: Ĩ(U).

In fact, the details on Ĩ are not important as this source term does not influence the LCD of
equilibrium variables, which is based on the matrix C only.

We then evaluate the matrix C at the grid points to obtain the constant matrices Cj := C(Uj),
which can be diagonalized using the matrices Qj and Q−1

j to obtain Λj = Q−1
j CjQj, where Λj is

a diagonal matrix containing the eigenvalues of Cj.
Next, we introduce the local characteristic equilibrium variables in the neighborhood of x = xj:

Γk = Q−1
j Ek, k = j ± 2, j ± 1, j, (3.1)

apply the fifth-order Ai-WENO-Z (or any other fifth-order WENO-type) interpolation to evaluate
the values Γ+

j− 1
2

and Γ−
j+ 1

2

, and finally obtain

E±
j∓ 1

2

= QjΓ
±
j∓ 1

2

. (3.2)

Equipped with these values, we proceed as in [5, 12] and solve the nonlinear equations (see [1,

equations (2.8) and (2.16)]) to recover the values U±
j∓ 1

2

and Û±
j∓ 1

2

needed to evaluate the numerical

fluxes KFV
j+ 1

2
.
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Remark 3.1 It should be pointed out that the presented LCD-based reconstruction algorithm is
different from the one used in, e.g., [3] as the LCD process is now performed at the cell centers
x = xj not at the cell interfaces xj+ 1

2
. The current approach has three advantages. First, no

averaged values of any quantities from cells j and j +1 are required. Second, only five—not six—
values of Γ should be computed for every j. Third, we can use only one Ai-WENO-Z interpolant
in every cell Cj to evaluate Γ+

j− 1
2

and Γ−
j+ 1

2

, while in the LCD algorithm in [3], one had to use two

Ai-WENO-Z interpolants to compute the one-sided values of Γ±
j+ 1

2

.

Next, we show the application of the introduced LCD of equilibrium variables to three partic-
ular systems of balance laws.

3.1 Application to the Nozzle Flow System

In this section, we consider the nozzle flow system, which reads as (1.1) with

U = (σρ, σρu)⊤, F (U ) = (σρu, σρu2 + σp)⊤, B(U) = 0, S(U) = (0, pσx)
⊤,

where ρ is the density, u is the velocity, p(ρ) = κργ is the pressure, κ > 0 and 1 < γ < 5
3
are

constants, and σ = σ(x) denotes the cross-section of the nozzle. The studied nozzle flow system
admits steady-state solutions satisfying M(U)E(U)x = 0 with

M(U) =

(
1 0

u σρ

)
, E(U) =

(
q

E

)
, q = σρu, E =

u2

2
+

κγ

γ − 1
ργ−1.

In order to apply the fifth-order Ai-WENO-Z interpolation to the equilibrium variables, we
first compute

Ej =
u2
j

2
+

κγ

γ − 1
(ρj)

γ−1,

where uj = qj/(σρ)j, ρj = (σρ)j/σj, and σj = σ(xj), and then evaluate the matrices

Cj =

 uj (σρ)j
κγ(ρj)

γ−1

(σρ)j
uj

 , Qj =

(
(σρ)j (σρ)j

−√
κγ(ρj)

γ−1
2

√
κγ(ρj)

γ−1
2

)
,

Q−1
j =

1

2
√
κγ(σρ)j(ρj)

γ−1
2

(√
κγ(ρj)

γ−1
2 −(σρ)j

√
κγ(ρj)

γ−1
2 (σρ)j

)
.

We now implement the LCD of the equilibrium variables followed by the fifth-order Ai-WENO-Z
interpolation giving Γ±

j∓ 1
2

and then q±
j∓ 1

2

and E±
j∓ 1

2

. After that, we apply the same fifth-order

Ai-WENO-Z interpolation to obtain the one-sided values of the cross-section of the nozzle σ±
j∓ 1

2

,

and then solve the nonlinear equations as described in [5, Equations (3.5) and (3.6)] to obtain
(σρ)±

j∓ 1
2

and (σ̂ρ)±
j∓ 1

2

.
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3.2 Application to the Saint-Venant System with Manning Friction

In this section, we consider the Saint-Venant system of shallow water equations with Manning
friction, which reads as (1.1) with

U = (h, q)⊤, F (U) =
(
q, hu2 +

1

2
gh2
)⊤

, B(U) = 0, S(U) = (0,−ghZx − ghSf )
⊤,

where h is the water depth, u is the velocity, q = hu represents the discharge, Z(x) is a function
describing the bottom topography, which can be discontinuous, g is the constant acceleration due
to gravity, Sf is the Manning friction term (see, e.g., [15]) given by Sf = n2q|q|h− 10

3 . The studied
Saint-Venant system admits steady-state solutions satisfying M(U )E(U )x = 0 with

M(U) =

(
1 0

u h

)
, E(U) =

(
q

E

)
, E =

u2

2
+ g(h+ Z) +

x∫
x̂

gSf dξ.

In order to apply the fifth-order Ai-WENO-Z interpolation to the equilibrium variables, we
first compute

Ej =
u2
j

2
+ g(hj + Zj) + Ij,

where uj = qj/hj, Zj = Z(xj), and Ij is an fifth-order approximation of the integral
∫ xj

x− 5
2

gSf dx,

in which we have set x̂ = x− 5
2
. The values Ij are computed as follows. First, we evaluate

(Sf )j = n2qj|qj|h
− 10

3
j for j = 1, . . . , N and extend these values to j = −5, . . . , 0 and j = N +

1, . . . , N + 5 using the prescribed boundary conditions (for h and q) implemented within the
ghost cell framework. We then construct the interpolating polynomial for Sf using the six points
(x−5, (Sf )−5), . . . , (x0, (Sf )0) and integrate it over the interval [x− 5

2
, x−2] to obtain

I−2 =
g∆x

46080

[
163(Sf )−5 − 1303(Sf )−4 + 6582(Sf )−3 + 19082(Sf )−2 − 1673(Sf )−1 + 189(Sf )0

]
.

We then proceed recursively: construct the interpolating polynomials for Sf using (xj−3, (Sf )j−3),
. . . , (xj+2, (Sf )j+2), integrate them over the corresponding interval [xj−1, xj], and end up with

Ij = Ij−1 +
g∆x

1440

[
11(Sf )j−3 − 93(Sf )j−2 + 802(Sf )j−1 + 802(Sf )j − 93(Sf )j+1 + 11(Sf )j+2

]
.

We then evaluate the matrices

Cj =

(
uj hj

g uj

)
, Qj =

(√
hj

√
hj

−√
g

√
g

)
, Q−1

j =
1

2
√

ghj

(√
g −

√
hj

√
g

√
hj

)
,

and implement the LCD of the equilibrium variables followed by the fifth-order Ai-WENO-Z
interpolation giving Γ±

j∓ 1
2

and then q±
j∓ 1

2

and E±
j∓ 1

2

. After that, we apply the same fifth-order

Ai-WENO-Z interpolation to obtain the one-sided values of the bottom topography Z±
j∓ 1

2

, and

then solve the nonlinear equations

E±
j+ 1

2

=

(
q±
j+ 1

2

)2
2
(
h±
j+ 1

2

)2 + g
(
h±
j+ 1

2

+ Z±
j+ 1

2

)
+ Ij+ 1

2
, (3.3)
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and

E±
j+ 1

2

=

(
q±
j+ 1

2

)2
2
(
ĥ±
j+ 1

2

)2 + g
(
ĥ±
j+ 1

2

+ Zj+ 1
2

)
+ Ij+ 1

2
, Zj+ 1

2
=

1

2

(
Z+

j+ 1
2

+ Z−
j+ 1

2

)
(3.4)

to obtain h±
j+ 1

2

and ĥ±
j+ 1

2

, respectively. Here, the integrals Ij+ 1
2
are evaluated recursively by the

fifth-order quadrature: we first set I− 5
2
= 0 and then compute

Ij+ 1
2
= Ij− 1

2
+

g∆x

5760

[
− 17(Sf )j−2 + 308(Sf )j−1 + 5178(Sf )j + 308(Sf )j+1 − 17(Sf )j+2

]
for j = −2, . . . , N + 2, where we have used the quadrature, which is obtained by constructing
the interpolating polynomials for Sf using the five points (xj−2, (Sf )j−2), . . . , (xj+2, (Sf )j+2) and
integrating them over the corresponding intervals [xj− 1

2
, xj+ 1

2
]. Notice that equations (3.3) and

(3.4) are cubic and we solve them exactly as described in [1].

3.3 Application to the Two-Layer Shallow Water System

In this section, we consider the two-layer shallow water system, which reads as (1.1) with

U = (h1, q1, h2, q2)
⊤,

F (U) =
(
q1, h1u

2
1 +

g

2
h2
1, q2, h2u

2
2 +

g

2
h2
2

)⊤
,

S(U ) = (0,−gh1Zx, 0,−gh2Zx)
⊤,

B(U) =


0 0 0 0

0 0 −gh1 0

0 0 0 0

−rgh2 0 0 0

 .

Here, h1 and h2 are the water depths in the upper and lower layers, respectively, u1 and u2 are the
corresponding velocities, q1 = h1u1 and q2 = h2u2 represent the corresponding discharges, Z(x)
and g are the same as in §3.2, and r = ρ1

ρ2
< 1 is the ratio of the constant densities ρ1 (upper layer)

and ρ2 (lower layer). The studied two-layer shallow water system admits steady-state solutions
satisfying M(U)E(U)x = 0 with

M(U) =


1 0 0 0

u1 h1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 u2 h2

 , E(U) =


q1

E1

q2

E2

 ,

E1 :=
q21
2h2

1

+ g(h1 + h2 + Z),

E2 :=
q22
2h2

2

+ g(rh1 + h2 + Z).

In order to apply the fifth-order Ai-WENO-Z interpolation to the equilibrium variables, we
first compute

(E1)j =
(q1)

2
j

2(h1)2j
+ g
[
(h1)j + (h2)j + Zj

]
,

(E2)j =
(q2)

2
j

2(h2)2j
+ g
[
r(h1)j + (h2)j + Zj

]
,
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and evaluate the matrices

Cj =


(u1)j (h1)j 0 0

g (u1)j g 0

0 0 (u2)j (h2)j

rg 0 g (u2)j

 ,

where (u1)j = (q1)j/(h1)j and (u2)j = (q2)j/(h2)j. We then compute the matrices Qj and Q−1
j

numerically and implement the LCD of the equilibrium variables followed by the fifth-order Ai-

WENO-Z interpolation giving Γ±
j∓ 1

2

and then E±
j∓ 1

2

=
(
(q1)

±
j∓ 1

2

, (E1)
±
j∓ 1

2

, (q2)
±
j∓ 1

2

, (E2)
±
j∓ 1

2

)⊤
. After

that, we apply the same fifth-order Ai-WENO-Z interpolation to obtain the one-sided values of
the bottom topography Z±

j∓ 1
2

, and then solve the nonlinear equations as described in [5, Equations

(3.11)–(3.14)] to obtain (hi)
±
j+ 1

2

and (ĥi)
±
j+ 1

2

, i = 1, 2.

4 Numerical Examples

In this section, we test the proposed fifth-order WB A-WENO scheme based on the LCD of
equilibrium variables on several numerical examples for the nozzle flow system and one- and two-
layer shallow water equations. For the sake of brevity, this scheme will be referred to as Scheme
1 and its performance will be compared with the following two schemes:

• Scheme 2: The WB A-WENO scheme from [5], in which the Ai-WENO-Z interpolation is applied
to the equilibrium variables E without any LCD;

• Scheme 3: The A-WENO scheme from [3], which can only preserve the simplest “lake-at-rest”
steady states, but use the LCD applied to the conservative variables U to reduce the spurious
oscillations.

In all of the examples, we have solved the ODE system (2.1) using the three-stage third-order
strong stability preserving (SSP) Runge-Kutta solver (see, e.g., [8,9]) with the time-step restricted
by the CFL number 0.5.

4.1 Nozzle Flow System

Example 1—Flow in Continuous Divergent Nozzle

In the first example taken from [5,12], we consider the divergent nozzle described using the smooth
cross-section

σ(x) = 0.976 + 0.748 tanh(0.8x− 4).

We first take the steady states with qeq(x) ≡ 8, Eeq(x) ≡ 21.9230562619897 and compute the
discrete values of ρeq(x) by solving the corresponding nonlinear equations; see [5, 12]. We then
obtain ueq(x) = qeq(x)/(σ(x)ρeq(x)).

Equipped with these steady states, we add a small perturbation to the density field and consider
the initial data

ρ(x, 0) = ρeq(x) +

{
10−2, x ∈ [0.5, 1.5],

0, otherwise,
q(x, 0) = σ(x)ρ(x, 0)ueq(x),
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which are prescribed in the computational domain [0, 10] subject to the free boundary conditions.
We compute the numerical solutions until the final time t = 0.8 by Schemes 1–3 on a uniform

mesh with ∆x = 1/20 and plot the differences ρ(x, 0.8) − ρeq(x) and q(x, 0.8) − qeq(x) in Figure
4.1. As one can see, Scheme 1 clearly outperforms Schemes 2 and 3 as there are no oscillations in
the results computed by Scheme 1. We also stress that in this example, Scheme 3, which is not
WB, produces the largest oscillations as we capture small perturbations of the steady state.

Figure 4.1: Example 1: The differences ρ(x, 0.8) − ρeq(x) (top row) and q(x, 0.8) − qeq(x) (bottom
row) computed by Schemes 1–3, and zoom at x ∈ [3, 8] (right column).

Example 2—Flow in Continuous Convergent Nozzle

In the second example also taken from [5, 12], we consider the convergent nozzle described using
the smooth cross-sections

σ(x) = 0.976− 0.748 tanh(0.8x− 4).

We first take the steady states with qeq(x) ≡ 8, Eeq(x) ≡ 58.3367745090349, compute the discrete
values of ρeq(x) by solving the corresponding nonlinear equations, and then obtain ueq(x) =
qeq(x)/(σ(x)ρeq(x)); see [5,12]. We then consider the initial data containing a substantially larger
perturbation than the one studied in Example 1:

ρ(x, 0) = ρeq(x) +

{
0.3, x ∈ [0.5, 1.5],

0, otherwise,
q(x, 0) = σ(x)ρ(x, 0)ueq(x).

As in Example 1, the computational domain is [0, 10] and the free boundary conditions are imposed.
We compute the numerical solutions until the final time t = 0.5 by Schemes 1–3 on a uniform

mesh with ∆x = 1/20 and plot the differences ρ(x, 0.5) − ρeq(x) and q(x, 0.5) − qeq(x) in Figure
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4.2. As one can see, Scheme 3 does not produce visible oscillations as the magnitude of the
perturbation is apparently larger than the size of the truncation errors. On the contrary, Scheme
2, which does not use any LCD, now produces larger oscillations than in Example 1, where the
size of perturbation was much smaller.

Figure 4.2: Example 2: The differences ρ(x, 0.5) − ρeq(x) (top row) and q(x, 0.5) − qeq(x) (bottom
row) computed by Schemes 1–3, and zoom at x ∈ [4.8, 8] (right column).

4.2 Saint-Venant System with Manning Friction

Example 3—Riemann Problem (n=0.4)

In this example, we test the performance of Schemes 1–3 on a Riemann problem with the following
initial data (prescribed in the computational domain [−0.1, 0.3] subject to the free boundary
conditions):

h(x, 0) =

{
1, x < 0,

0.8, x > 0,
u(x, 0) =

{
2, x < 0,

4 x > 0,

and the bottom topography also containing a jump at x = 0:

Z(x) =

{
1, x < 0,

1.9 x > 0.

We compute the numerical solutions by the three studied schemes until the final time t = 0.03
on a uniform mesh with ∆x = 1/250. The obtained results (h, q, and E) are shown in Figure
4.3, where one can observe that the solutions computed by both Schemes 2 and 3 are oscillatory,
whereas Scheme 1 solution is oscillation-free. In order to further study performance of Schemes
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1–3, we refine the mesh to ∆x = 1/2500 and compare the high-resolution solutions of the three
studied schemes; see Figure 4.4. One can observe that the high-frequency oscillations produced by
Scheme 3 on a coarse mesh, were almost suppressed when the mesh was refined, whereas Scheme
2, which does not employ any LCD, still produces oscillations, which can be clearly seen in the
zoom views shown in the right column.

Figure 4.3: Example 3: Water depth h, discharge q, and energy E computed by Schemes 1–3 using
∆x = 1/250.

Example 4—Convergence to a Steady State (n=0.15)

In this example, we study the convergence of the solutions computed by Schemes 1–3 towards the
steady flow over a hump. We consider the continuous bottom topography given by

Z(x) =

{
0.2 if 8 ≤ x ≤ 12,

0 otherwise,

and the initial and boundary data that correspond to a subcritical flow:

h(x, 0) ≡ 2− Z(x), q(x, 0) ≡ 0, q(0, t) = 4.42, h(25, t) = 2,

with the boundary conditions for h at x = 0 and q at x = 25 set to be free.
We compute the numerical solutions until the final time t = 500 on the computational domain

[0, 25] covered by a uniform mesh with ∆x = 1/4. The obtained numerical solutions (h+Z, q, and
E) are plotted in Figure 4.5. One can clearly see that the WB Schemes 1 and 2 converge to the
constant q and E, whereas the non-WB Scheme 3 generates oscillations, whose size is proportional
to the size of the local truncation error.

We then test the ability of the studied schemes to capture the propagation of a small pertur-
bation of the obtained moving-water equilibria. To this end, we denote the obtained steady states
by heq(x) and qeq(x) (notice that each scheme has its own discrete equilibrium), and then consider
the following initial data:

h(x, 0) = heq(x) +

{
10−4, 9.5 ≤ x ≤ 10.5,

0, otherwise,
q(x, 0) = qeq(x).

We compute the solutions by the three studied schemes until the final time t = 1.5 on the same
uniform mesh with ∆x = 1/4. The obtained differences h(x, 1.5) − heq(x) are plotted in Figure
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Figure 4.4: Example 3: Water depth h, discharge q, and energy E computed by Schemes 1–3 using
∆x = 1/2500 (left column), and zoom at the areas containing oscillations in Scheme 2 solution (right
column).

Figure 4.5: Example 4 (moving water steady state): h+ Z, q, and E computed by Schemes 1–3.
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4.6. One can clearly see that both the WB Schemes 1 and 2 can capture the time evolution of
the perturbation quite accurately, whereas the non-WB Scheme 3 generates spurious oscillations
as it can preserve still-water equilibria only. Even though Scheme 2 is WB, it still generates some
oscillations, and thus Scheme 1 clearly outperforms both of its counterparts in this example.

Figure 4.6: Example 4: The differences h(x, 1.5)− heq(x) computed by Schemes 1–3 (left) and zoom
at x ∈ [15, 19.5] (right).

4.3 Two-Layer Shallow Water System

Example 5—Small Perturbation of Discontinuous Steady State

In the fifth example taken from [5,12], we consider a discontinuous steady state given by

(h1)eq(x) : =

{
1.22373355048230, x < 0,

1.44970064153589, x > 0,
(q1)eq(x) ≡ 12,

(h2)eq(x) : =

{
0.968329515483846, x < 0,

1.12439026921484, x > 0,
(q2)eq(x) ≡ 10,

and a discontinuous bottom topography

Z(x) =

{
−2, x < 0,

−1, x > 0.

In order to test the ability of the studied schemes to capture quasi-steady solutions, we add a
small perturbation to the upper layer depth and take the following initial data:

h1(x, 0) = (h1)eq(x) +

{
0.12, x ∈ [−0.9,−0.8],

0, otherwise,

h2(x, 0) = (h2)eq(x), q1(x, 0) = (q1)eq(x), q2(x, 0) = (q2)eq(x),

prescribed in the computational domain [−1, 1] subject to the free boundary conditions.
We compute the numerical solutions until the final time t = 0.08 by Schemes 1–3 on a uniform

mesh with ∆x = 1/100. The differences h1(x, 0.08) − (h1)eq(x) and h2(x, 0.08) − (h2)eq(x) are
plotted in Figure 4.7, where one can clearly see that, unlike the proposed Scheme 1, Schemes 2
and 3 produce oscillatory numerical results.
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Figure 4.7: Example 5: The differences h1(x, 0.08)− (h1)eq(x) (top row) and h2(x, 0.08)− (h2)eq(x)
(bottom row), and zoom at x ∈ [−0.3, 0.3] (right column).

Example 6—Riemann Problem

In the last example taken from [5,12], we numerically solve a Riemann problem with the following
initial data:

(h1, q1, h2, q2)(x, 0) =

{
(1, 1.5, 1, 1), x < 0,

(0.8, 1.2, 1.2, 1.8), otherwise,

and discontinuous bottom topography:

Z(x) =

{
−2, x < 0,

−1.5, otherwise,

prescribed in the computational domain [−1, 1] subject to free boundary conditions.
We compute the numerical solutions until the final time t = 0.1 by Schemes 1–3 on a uniform

mesh with ∆x = 1/50. The obtained upper layer depth h1 and lower layer depth h2 are plotted
in Figure 4.8, where one can see that Scheme 1 clearly outperforms Schemes 2 and 3 as there are
no oscillations in the results computed by Scheme 1.

Remark 4.1 In the above examples, we have shown that reconstructing equilibrium variables
through the LCD is advantageous as it helps to remove WENO-type oscillations while keeping the
scheme WB. The proposed LCD of the equilibrium variables is based on the projections onto the
eigenvectors of the matrices Cj = C(Uj) as explained in §3. Instead, one may try to base the LCD
of equilibrium variables on the eigenvectors of the matrices Aj = A(Uj) := ∂F /∂U(Uj)−B(Uj).

To this end, one needs to compute the matrices Q̂j and Q̂−1
j such that Q̂−1

j AjQ̂j is a diagonal ma-
trix, and then to apply the Ai-WENO-Z interpolation to a different set of the local characteristic



LCD of Equilibrium Variables 15

Figure 4.8: Example 6: Upper layer depth h1 (top row) and lower layer depth h2 (bottom row), and
zoom at x ∈ [−0.4, 0.4] (right column).

variables Γ̂k, which are defined by

Γ̂k = Q̂−1
j Ek, k = j ± 2, j ± 1, j.

The Ai-WENO-Z reconstruction then gives Γ̂±
j∓ 1

2

and hence E±
j∓ 1

2

= Q̂jΓ
±
j∓ 1

2

, which are different

from the values E±
j∓ 1

2

obtained in (3.1)–(3.2).

However, this kind of LCD does not lead to very good results. To demonstrate this, we recom-
pute the numerical solutions in Examples 2, 4, and 5 using Scheme 1, but with an aforementioned
alternative LCD based on A(U) rather than C(U ). The obtained results shown in Figures 4.9–4.12
confirm the advantages of the LCD based on C(U).

Figure 4.9: Example 2: The differences q(x, 0.5) − qeq(x) computed by Scheme 1 with two different
LCD of the equilibrium variables (left) and zoom at x ∈ [4.8, 8] (right).
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Figure 4.10: Example 4 (moving water steady state): h + Z, q, and E computed by Scheme 1 with
two different LCD of the equilibrium variables.

Figure 4.11: Example 4: The differences h(x, 1.5)− heq(x) computed by Scheme 1 with two different
LCD of the equilibrium variables (left) and zoom at x ∈ [17, 19] (right).

Figure 4.12: Example 5: The differences h1(x, 0.12)−(h1)eq computed by Scheme 1 with two different
LCD of the equilibrium variables (left) and zoom at x ∈ [−0.3, 0.3] (right).
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